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ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

9t)it)ite00  to  f^er  Aafcsts  on  J^ec  fSast  (Srractous  j&peecj^— Adjou&nbd  Debate 
[Sroond  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [5tlx  Februarj] : 
— Question  again  proposed : — ^Debate  r$9umed  • .  . .     152 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words,  "  We  also  think  it  right  to  represent  to 
Your  Majesty  that  Your  Majesty's  Government,  although  in  possession  of  timely 
warning  and  information,  have  not  taken  adequate  steps  to  meet  promptly  and 
efficaciously  the  severe  distress  now  existing  and  inoreasing  in  Ireland;  and  we  are 
of  opinion  that,  in  order  to  avert  the  horrors  of  famine  from  a  wide  area  in  that 
Country,  the  most  vigorous  measures  are  immediately  necessary :  and  we  are  further 
of  opinion  that  it  is  essential  to  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland  to  legislate  at 
once  and  in  a  comprehensive  manner  on  these  questions ;  and  we  humhly  assure 
Your  Majesty  that  we  shall  regard  it  as  the  duty  of  Parliament,  on  the  earliest 
opportunity,  to  consider  the  necessary  measures  for  the  purpose,  more  urgently  the 
tenure  of  land,  the  neglect  of  which  hy  Parliament  h^  been  the  true  cause  of 
constantly  recurring  dimatisfaction  and  distress  in  Ireland," — {Mr.  Redmond.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — ^After  lon^ 
debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — (Mr.  Mitehm 
Henry :) — ^Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adfoumed  till  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 

Motion  for  Leave  {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  . .  .  •     238 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  to  render  yalid  certain  pro- 
ceedings taken  for  the  Relief  of  Distress  in  Ireland,  and  to  make  fur- 
ther provision  for  such  relief ;  and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  {Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  James  Lowther,  Sir  Menry  Selwin- 
Ibhetion,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first 
time  [BiU  1.] 

Criminal  Ckxle  Bill— 

Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Attorney  General)      . .  . .  . .     244 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  to  establish  a  Oode  of  Offences  for  England  and 
Lreland,  and  to  prescribe  the  procedure  by  indictment  for  the  punish- 
ment of  offenders,  ordered  {Mr.  Attorney  Genoral,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oenoral, 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) ;  preeenied,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Bill  2.] 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Attorney  General)     . .  . .  . .     245 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptcy ;  and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  (Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge$tcral):  preeenied,  and  read  tne  first  time 
[Bill  8.] 

Staitdiko   Obdxbs — Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders  nominated: — 

List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .  . .     246 

SxLKonoK — Committee  of  Selection  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee     . .     246 
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lion  tufreed  to,  and  rtporUd  : — Bill  ordered  {Sir  Hmtry  Selwin-IHetton,  Mr.  CKaneeUor 
o/rA#i;rtfA#;i«#r);  jffiMMM,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  4]  ..  246 
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BUnd  and  Deaf-Mute  Children  BOl-'Ordered  {Mr.    Wheelhatse,  Mr.  Montague  Scott, 

Mr.  Bef\jamin  Williams) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  41]  . .       261 

Spirits  in  Bond  Bill — Considered  in  Committee: — Resolution  agreed  to,  and  reported: — 
Bill  ordered  {Mr.  CSuUivan,  M^jor  Nolan,  Captain  Pirn,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

The  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Queen's  Speech — 

Order  for  Further  Proceeding  on  Report  of  Address  [1 1th  February]  read. 
Farther  Proceeding  on  the  said  Eeport  resumed  . .  . .     520 

Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland) — Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Address,  to  add  the  words  '  We  humbly  represent  to  Your  Majesty 
that,  while  wasting  the  resources  and  straining  the  honour  of  the  State  in  unjust 
aggressions  abroaa,  the  Ministry  have  endangered  the  peace  and  neglected  the 
interests  of  the  Country  at  home  : 

"  That  when  the  attention  of  Your  Majesty's  advisers  was  called  during  last  Parlia- 
ment to  the  approaching  distress  in  Ireland,  thev  only  replied  with  insulting 
mockery,  and  that  when  the  distress  deepened,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the  afflicted 
districts  sought  to  move  public  opinion  by  peaceable  meetings,  the  (Government 
adopted  an  attitude  of  provocation,  and  answered  the  Petitions  of  the  starving 
cultivators  by  arbitrary  arrests  and  displays  of  military  force  : 

"  That  the  Ministry  seek  to  stir  up  qxH  passions  and  prejudices  between  the  English 
and  Irish  peoples : 

'*  That  they  sedulously  describe  as  seditious  and  disloyal  the  Constitutional  endea- 
vours of  the  Irish  representatives  to  establish  improved  relations  between  Ireland 
and  the  other  portions  of  Your  Mujcstv's  Dominions  and  to  bring  about  a  better 
distribution  of  the  legi&lative  work  which  now  overburthens  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment: 

"  That  when  any  English  Party  or  English  politicians  seek  to  promote  the  removal 
of  Irish  grievances,  they  are  denounced  by  the  present  Ministry  to  the  prejudices 
of  the  unthinking  and  unreflecting  as  the  bid  patriots  and  enemies  of  England,  and 
that  there  can  no  longer  be  a  doubt  that  this  policy  has  been  adopted  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  a  factious  and  calamitous  success  at  the  approaching  General  Elections : 

"And  that,  therefore,  in  face  of  such  misconduct,  we  have  no  alternative  but  to 
beseech  Your  Majesty  to  dismiss  from  Your  Councils  Your  present  advisers,  in 
order  to  prevent  the  further  practice  of  abuses  more  dangerous  than  open  treason 
to  the  Stat6,"^ifr.  O'JhnntlL) 

After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  12,  Noes 

128  ;  Majority  116.— fDiv.  List,  No.  4.) 
Address  a^nd  io : — To  oe  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 
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Supply — Rsiohed,  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a 
Oonxznittee  to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

"Ways  and  Mbans — Eesohed,  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  resolve 
itself  into  a  Oommittee  to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising 
the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

BeUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  BiU  [BiU  1]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Ifr.  ChaneMwr  of 
the  Exehequer)  . .  .  •  . .  •  •      538 
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To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  it  is  inexpedient  that  any  portion  of  the  property  accruing  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Church  Temporalities  under  'The  Irish  Church  Act,  1869/  shaU  be 
applied  towards  the  temporary  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  authorising  such  advances  out  of  such  property  cannot  be  satisfactory ; 
and  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  all  advances  to  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  relievinsr 
distress  in  Ireland  shedl  be  made  from  Imperial  resources," — {Mr,  Synattf) — insteaa 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — ^After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  epmmttted 
for  Monday  next. 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  37]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Attorney 
General)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . ,     660 

After  shorik  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

And,  on  February  23,  Oommittee  nominated : — ^List  of  the  Oommittee    . .     567 

Chartered  Banks  (Colonial)  Bill  [Bill  4]* 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Sir  Kenry  Selwin- 

Ihhetton)         • .  . .  . .  . .  . .     567 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr, 

Bameay.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 

to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

And,  on  February  20,  Oommittee  nominated : — ^List  of  the  Oommittee     . .     577 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Inprovement  (Scotland) 
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Order  for  Oommittee  read  . .  . ,  . .     578 

After  short  debate.  Bill  considered  in  Oommittee : — Bill  reported,  without 
Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

Akoisnt  Mokumxnts  [Expenses] — 

Cmtidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Ck>mmittee.) 

Buolv$d,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  proTided 
by  Parliament,  of  all  Expenses  which  may  become  pa}*able  by  the  Commissioners, 
under  the  proTisfons  of  any  Act  of  the  present  SeMion,  to  provide  for  the  better 
protection  of  Ancient  Monuments. 

Beeolution  to  be  reported  To-wwrrow, 
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Answers,  The  Attorney  General,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     . .     638 

Motion,   ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  with^ 
drawn : — Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  (re-eommiUed)  Bill  [Bill  68]— 

Order  for  Committee  read        . .  . .  . .  . .     65 

Instruction  to  the  Committee,  That  they  have  power  to  extend  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  to  kinds  of  seed  other  than  Potato  seed. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

Seed  (Irelaitd)  [Advances] — 

Coruidered  in  Committee. 
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0BDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 
BeUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  1]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now 
leaye  the  Chair," — (^Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)      . .  . .     688 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <'I3iat"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '^  it  is  inexpedient  that  any  portion  of  the  property  accruing  to  the  Gommis. 
sioners  of  Church  Temporalities  under  ^  The  Irish  Qiurch  Act,  1869,  shall  be  applied 
towards  the  temporary  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  provisions  ox  the 
Bill  authorizing  such  advances  out  of  such  property  cannot  he  satisfactory;  and 
this  House  is  of  oninion  that  all  advances  to  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
distress  in  Ireland  should  be  made  from  Imperial  resources,"— (ifr.  Synan^ — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wOTds  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  ** — After  long  deoate,  Question  put : — ^The  Hoom 
divided:  Ayes  126,  Noes  84;  Majority  92. — (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Main  Question,  '<  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Committee  •  •  •  •     726 

Aiter  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  ag^ain 
To-4norrow. 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  {re-commitUd)  Bill  [Bill  58]— 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee  [^Proffresi  ISth  Fehruarg2        ••  ••     W2 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

Ancient  Monuments  Bill  [Bill  51]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  •  •     778 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  [House  counted  out.] 
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Pabliaicentaby  Bepobtiko  —  Thb   Hottse    of   Lobds  —  Question,  Lord 

Sudeley ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  . .  . .     777 

The  Tbipabtite  Treaty  of  1856 — Observations,  Question,  Earl  OranTille ;    * 
Beply,  The  Earl  of  Beaconsfield : — Short  debate  thereon  . .     777 

Pbivatb  Bills — 

All  petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders  whioh  shall  be  presented  during  the  preeent 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  unless  otherwise  ordmd. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  FEBEUAET  17. 
pair  ATE    BUSINESS. 

Gaslight  emd  Coke,  Commercial  Oas,  and   South  Metropolitan  Gaslight  and 
Coke  Companies  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Aldermms 
Cotton)  •  •  , ,  •  •  •  •  •  •     784 
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tiUf^kt  and  Coke^  Comtnereial  Oat,  and  South  Metropolitan  Oatlight  and  Coke  Companiei 
BiU  {by  Order) — continaed. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Queation  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day  six  months/^ — {Cohn$l 

Mdkmi.) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 

— ^Aftor  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  mtndraum. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^BUl  read  a  second  time,  and  com* 

mUted. 

QUESTIONS. 

ax     IlTDIAir     FbBSS  —  NbWSPAPEB     Ck)BBESF017DENTS     IN     THB     FlKLD  — 

Question,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  . .     791 

xrBXUX  OF  Natubal  Histoby,  South  Kensington — Question,  Mr.  J. 
HohuB ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  . .  . .  . .     791 

JLTX  T&ADE  (Consolidation)  Act — ^Disposal  of  Slaves — Question,  Mr. 
Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith     . .  .  •  . .     791 

ABUAHENT — QUALIFIGATION     OF     VoTBBS,     MIDLOTHIAN — QuestioUS,    Mr. 

Haidoastile ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  .  •     792 

■QULATION      OF      BaILWAYS      AoT6   —  ThE      EaILWAY      CoMMISSIONEBS  — 

Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot  . .  .  •     794 

oxncANiA — The  Jews  —  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon;  Answer,  The 
Obanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  •  •     794 

GFTPT — Finance — Intebnational  Commission  of  LiQtTiDATioN — Queetioni 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer      . .     795 

ioBOOOO— OxTTBBEAK  AT  FEZ-r-Qucstion,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke    .  •  • .  . .  . .     796 

iBLiAXDrT  —  FBiviLiaE  —  Mr.  Pumsoll — Question,  Observations,  Sir 
Oharles  Bussell;  Beply,  Mr.  Plimsoll      . .  . .  . .     797 

JfMfwf,  "  That  the  pablication  of  printed  placardB  throughout  the  City  of  Weetmfanter, 
repmeating  the  part  taken  by  ISir  Charles  RuBsell,  the  Member  for  the  said  City,  in 
the  proceecQngs  of  this  House  as  '  InhnmaTi '  and  *  degrading,'  injuriously  refleGto 
inon  ^le  said  Member,  is  an  attempt  to  coerce  and  intimidate  him  in  the  disohai^ 
of  hiB  duties,  and  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House," — {Sir  Charles  BueselL) 

After  short  debate.  Moped,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,^' — {The 
Marqueii  of  Hartington :) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Friday. 

QFBEME  CoiTBT  OF  JuDioATTTBE  AcTS — The  Assizbs — Questiou,  Sir  Heiiiy 
James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        . .  ...  . .     809 

OOB  Law  (Sootland) — Leoislation — Question,  Sir  Alexander  Qordon ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  .  •     810 

BMT — Leeds  Cavalby  Babbaoks — Question,  Mr.  Wheelhouse;  Answer, 
Colonel  Stanley  ..  ..  ..  ,.     810 

08T  Office  Sayings  Bavks — Question,  Mr.  Wait;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners        ..  ..  ..  ..     811 

MOTIONS. 

OBOUOH  FbAVOOOISE   (iBELAin)) — ^EESOLUnOK — 

Moeed^  "That  the  restricted  nature  of  the  Borough  Franchise  in  Ireland  as  compared 
with  that  eziflting  in  England  and  in  Scotland  is  a  subject  deserving  the  immediate 
attltfon  of  Iwiameot,  with  a  view  of  establishing  a  fair  and  just  eqmalityof  the 
franohiae  in  the  three  countries,"— (ifr.  Meldon )      ..  ••811 

YOL.  OOL.  [thibd  sebiss.]         [  <^  1 
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BoBouoH  Fbanchibb  (Ibeland)— Rbsolxttion — continued. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <<That"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '^  it  is  inexpedient  to  deal  with  the  question  of  lowering  the  franchise  in  'be- 
laud,'*— (Mr,  Charles  Lewie,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — After  long  debate.  Question  put : — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  188,  Noes  242  ;  Majority  64. — (Div.  List,  No.  10.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  ana  agreed  to. 

Licensing  Laws  Amendment  Bill— 

Considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  • .  •  •     87 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  brin^ 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Laws," — {Mr,  Staveley  Hill.) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  208, 

Noes  7  ;  Majority  201.— (Div.  List,  No.  11.) 
Besolution  reported : — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Staveley  Sill,  Mr.  Mundelia,  Mr. 

leaae) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  76.] 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 
Seed  Potatoes  (Lreland)  Bill  [Bills  48,  68]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered    . .  •  •  • .  •  •     871 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  the  third  time ;  Title  amended : — ^Bill  parsed, 
with  an  amended  Title. 

MOTIONS. 


Xetropolifl  ImproToment  Etohemes  Xodiflcation  Provisional  Orders  Bill— 

Ordered  {Sir  Matthew  Eidley,  Mr.  Secretary  Oroee) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU77]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       8M 

CharitieB  (Ireland)  "BUl—Ordered^^Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Errington) ;  presented,  and  read  the 

first  time  [BiU  78]     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       884 

Sale  of  Intozioating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Vo.  2)  'BiiU'-'Ordered  {Mr.  Tease,  riscoumt 

Castlereagh,  Mr.  Tremayne) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  79]  • .       88< 

CoxTTAOioiTs  Diseases  Acns — 

Select  Committee  re-appointed,  **  to  inquire  into  the  Contagions  Diseases  Acts,  1866 — 
1869,  their  Administration,  Operation,  and  Efiect :  ** — list  of  the  Committee  , .       ggj 

Common  Law  Procedure   and  Jadicatnre  Acts  Amendment  Bill— On^^rMi 

(Mr,  Gregory,  Mr,  Waddy,  Mr,  Wheelhouse,  Mr.  Ridley)',  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time  [Bill  80]  . .  . .  . .  . .  •  •       885 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBEUAEY  18. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Qttsen's  Sfeech^Heb  Majesty's  Aksweb  to  the  Addbess  reported  • .     886 

Leases  Bill  [Bill  so]— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"-- (Ifr.  Marten)        . .     886 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr.  AUmr^ 

fnan  Cotton,) 
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Leases  J9t7^— contmued. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eom- 

mitted  to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  March  2,  Committee  nominated: — ^List  of  the  Committee  .  •      895 

Municipal  Oorporations  (Property  Qualification  Abolition) 
Bill  [Bill  43]— 

Movedy  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time," — {Mr.  Mundella)     .  •     895 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom^ 
mitted  for  Tuesday  next. 

Commons  Act  (1876)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  61]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Mundella)     . .     899 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  for  Wednesday  next. 
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ArtizanB  and  Labourers  Dwellings  Improvement  (Scotland) 
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Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—{The  Earl  Beauchamp)  . .     902 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Public  Health  —  Trichinosis  —  School    Ship   *'  Ck)RirwALL  " — Question, 
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Donoughmore,  Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne ;  Beply,  The  Duke  of  Eich- 
mond  and  Gordon  . .  . .  . .  . .     904 
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BeUef  of  Distress  (Irelaad)  Bill  [BiU  1]— 
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After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  irogress ;  to  sit  again 
Tihrnorrow, 

Ancient  Monuments  Bill  [Bill  51]— 

Bill  MMUM2#rM?  in  Committee    ••  ••   1010. 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  oonaidered 
To-morrow. 
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Parliament— Privilege — Mr.  Plimsoll — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Oomplaint  made  to  the 

House  [17th  February] : — Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  1108 
After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mbvedf  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  HoiiBe,  the  conduct  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
Derby  in  publishing  printed  placards  denouncing  the  part  taken  by  two  honourable 
Members  of  this  House  in  the  proceedings  of  the  House  was  calculated  to  interf  oro 
with  the  due  discharge  of  the  duties  of  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  is  a  breach  of 
its  Privileges : — But  this  House,  having  regard  to  the  withdrawal  by  the  honourable 
Member  for  Derby  of  the  expressions  to  which  the  honourable  Member  for  Westmin- 
ster has  drawn  its  attention,  is  of  opinion  that  no  further  action  on  its  part  is  neces- 
sary,"— {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

After  short  debate.  Previous  Question  proposed,  ^^That  that  Question  be 
now  put," — {Sir  William  Harcourt :) — After  further  debate.  Previous 
QMestionmiii — The  House  divided:  Ayes  189,  Noes  127;  Majority  62. 
— (Div.  List,  No.  16.) 

Main  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  182,  Noes  116 ;  Majority 
66.— (Div.  List,  No.  17.) 

BusnTESs  OF  THB  HousB  (Ordsb  in  Debate) — ^Besolxttioks  (Mb.  Newde- 
oatb) — Question,  Mr.  Newdegate;  Answer,  The  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exohequer      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1158 

BeUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  BiU  [BiU  i]— 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee    [^Progress  I9th  February']       . .  . .   1 159 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
on  Monday  next,  and  to  he  printed.    [Bill  84.] 

TuBKFiKB  Acts  OoirmnjANOE  Act,  1879 — 

Meet  Committee  0ppo%nt4dy  "  to  inaoire  into  the  Fifth  Schedule  of  *  The  Annual  Turn- 
pike Acta  Ckmtinuanoe  Act,  1879  r ''--LLat  of  the  Cloaimittee  •  •  ••  1163 
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Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
Amendments  made;  the  Report  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow;  and 
Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  18.) 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  FEBRUARY  28. 
NOTICE  OF  BE80LUTI0N8. 

Business  of  the  House  fOsDER  nr  Debate)  —  Notice  of  Resolutions,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  • .  . .  1183 

QUESTIONS. 

Wateb  Supply  (Metropolis)  —  Questions,  Mr.  Fawcett ;   Answers,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 184 

Water  Supply  (England  and  Wales) — Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sdater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..  1185 

Railways  and  Canals — Through  Rates — Question,   Mr.  Arthur  Peel; 

Answer,  Viscount  Sandon        ..  ..  ..  ..1185 

Treaty  of  Berlin  —  Article  44  —  Rouhania  —  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 

Simon ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer         . .  . .  1186 

Criminal  Law — Execution  at  Manchester — Question,  Mr.  Pease;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  •  •  . .  .  •  . .   1187 

Landlord    and    Tenant    (Leleland)  —  Notice   to  Quit  —  Question,  The 

CDonoghue;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther     ..  ..  ..1188 

Congress  of  Berlin — Protocol    18 — Ottoman  Bondholders — Question, 

Mr.  Rylands ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1189 

Imprisonment  for  Debt — Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Aiiderson ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  :.  ..  ..  1190 

Municipal  Corporations — Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Richard ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1190 

Mines   Act,    1872  —  Employment  of  Boys    in    Mines  —  Question,    Mr. 

Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  ..  ..   1191 

Goal  Mettes  —  The  Leycett  Colliery  Explosion — Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald;  Answer,  Mr.  Aflsheton  Gross       ..  ••  ..  1191 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

IFehruary  23."]  Payg 

Post  Office — Pbivate  Telegbaph  Wibes — Questions,  Mr.  Ghray  ;  Answersy 

Lord  John  Manners  ..  ••  ..  ..   1191 

Local  Goveenment  Boabd  (Ikbland) — Questiony  Mr.  Ghray ;  Answer^  Mr. 

J.  Lowther     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1192 

Pbisoks  (Ibbland)  Act — iNFiaMAKY  akd  Gaol  Subobons — Question,  Mr. 

Errington ;  Aiiswer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther         . .  . .  . .   1 192 

Afpointhbnt   of  the   Beoistbab    Gbnebal — Db.    Fabb — Question,  ICr. 

Lyon  Play&ir ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . ,   1 193 

City   of  London — Gbatuities  to  Offigebs  of  the  Cobpobation — ^Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  H.  James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .   1193 

Belief  of  Distbsss  (Ibeland) — Questions,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,  Mr.  Gray ; 

Answers,  Mr.  J.  Jjowther     ..  ..  ..  ..   1194 

SoTTTH  Afbica — ^Basutoland— Qucstions,  Mr.  Chamberlain;  Answers,  Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beach  ..  ..  ..  ••1195 

Navy — H.M.S.  "  Wivebn  " — Question,  Captain  Pirn ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith  ..  ..  ..  ..  .,    1196 

Abmy — SoxTTH  Afbica — Alleged  Miscondtjot  of  Tboops — Question,  Mr. 

Whitwell ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley         . .  . .  •  •   1196 

TxTBKEY — Mttbdeb  OF  Mb.  Ogle— Qucstion,  Mr.  H.  Samudson;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . ,  . .   1197 

GteEEOE — Captube  of  Colonel  and  Mbs.  Synge  by  Bbigands — Question, 

Mr.  H.  Samuelson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  •  •   1198 

MOTIONS. 
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Previous  Question  proposed,  ''That  that  Question  be  now  put," — (^*^ 
WiUiam  JZiirtfaMr^ ;)— After  short  debate,  Previous  Question  put: — ^The 
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leges  of  this  House," — [Mr.  0*D<mnell)  , ,  , ,  .  .    1214 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tii« 
words  "  this  House  do  now  proceed  to  the  Orders  of  the  Bay," — [Mr.  ChtmeeUor  oftht 
Exchequer.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  pr<n>osed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negativea. 
Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
BeUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  BiU  [BiU  84]^ 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  . ,  \9f$ 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  the  third  time,  taid  passed. 
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Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Attorney 
General)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1236 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  ''That  the  said  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, " — {Mr, 
Attorney  General:) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — ^Bill  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee—CiviL  Skeviob  Sxjpplembhtaey  Esti- 
mates, 1879-80. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  akd  Buildings. 

(i.)  £2,924,  Royal  Palaces.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to       ,,  . .     1248 

(3.)  £300,  Marlboroagh  House. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  , ,     1250 

(3.)  £5,500,  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gkurdens. 

UO  £6,700,  PubUc  Buildings. 

(5.)  £1,400,  Furniture  of  Public  Offices. 

(6.)  £150,  Metropolitan  Police  Court  Buildings. 

{!.)  £36,404,  New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to     1251 

(8.j  Motion  made,  and  Questiou^'proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £11,111,  bo  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  tne  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1880,  for 
the  Erection,  Repairs,  and  3i^ntenance  of  the  several  Public  Buildings  under  the 
Department  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  "  . .     1256 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£9,071,  be  granted,  &c.,'* — {Mr,  ff 8haughn$99y  ;)^After  short  debate,  Motion,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed    . .  . .  . .  . .     1258 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £5,000,  Shannon  Navigation. — ^After  short  aebate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1261 

(10.)  £8,386,  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to    1262 

Class  II. — Salabies  and  Expenses  of  Publio  Defabtments. 

(11.)  £1,250,  Treasury. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .     1262 

r 1 2.)  £2,400,  Foreign  Office.^After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to        .,  . .     1266 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £2,921,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 let  day  01  March  1880,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Uie  Charity  Commission  for  England  and  Wales''  ..     1267 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,921,  be  g^ranted,  &c.," — (Jfafr.  James:) — After  uiort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Movedy  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (Jlfr. 

3fonk :) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
(14.^  £1,085,  Civil  Service  Commission.^ After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ••     1271 

(15.)  £16,763,  Local  Government  Board. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1271 

(16.)  £600,  National  Debt  Office. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wedneeday, 

Ancient  Monuments  Bill  [BiU  51]^ 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered    . .  . .  . .  . .   1274 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 


MOTIONS. 

CensOi  'BHH'—Ordtrod  {Mr,  SelaUr-Booth,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross,  Mr.   Chaneellor  0/  the 

Exchequer,  Mr,  Salt) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  85]     . .  ••1275 


Census (ScotUmd)  Bill— ^^^^  {The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross);  presented, 

and  nad  the  first  time  [Bill  86]  ..  ••  tt   1275 

YOL«  CCL.    [thxbd  se&xss.]        [  «  ] 
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LoAsrs  TOR  Local  Works — 

H^eet  OmuaiUee  mpp«i»Ui,  *^to  inqinie  into  tlie  sTiftem  under  wliich  Loos  for  Ijooml 
Worin  vn  n/>w  adranced  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  or  on  the  aecority  of  the 
O>n»o4idat«d  Fkmd ;  and  to  Beport : — 

1.  Whether  the  lystein  hitherto  in  force  haa  Veen  condncted  vithont  loss  to  the  Exche- 
qo^,  pointing'  out,  if  there  haa  been  loss,  the  cansea  whidi  have  led  to  it : 

2.  WheUier  it  ia  clear  tiist  the  present  ayitem,  if  oontinnad,  win  be  earned  on  witiioat 
loai  to  the  Excheqoer  or  injury  to  the  pablic  credit  : 

3.  Whether  farther  facilitiea  might  not  vith  adrantage  be  giren  to  local  aotharitiea  so 
as  to  enable  them  to  borrow,  opon  their  own  local  aecority,  withoot  haring  reconrse 
to  the  Excheqoer;  and  whether  any,  and  if  so,  what  amendments  are  raqoized  in 
'  The  Local  Loans  Act,  1875,'  '*— {lf>.  CkanetOor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

And,  on  March  5,  Oonunittee  nomnaUd: — ^List  of  the  Committee  . ,    1275 


LORDS,  TUESDAY,  PEBEUAET  24. 
Companids  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  9)— 

JKbwi,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"--r2%«  Lard  Aherdar§)  . .    1276 

Aiker  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  e^m- 

miiUdio  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  IHurtday  the  llth  of 

Mareh  next. 

EzccuTioir  nr  Chkbtham  Paisok — ^Address  fob  a  Papeb — 

Motion  for  an  Address  for — 

Copy  of  the  ytcaontment  of  the  jury  empanelled  to  ait  on  the  body  of  William  Oaasidy, 
exeeoted  in  Cheetham  Priaon,  with  reepect  to  the  admission  of  reporten  to  the 
prison, — {Th4  Lord  Houghton)  ..  ..    1277 

Motion  agreed  to. 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  FEBEUAEY  24. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Liverpool  Corporation  Water  Bill  {hg  Order) — 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  . .  . .    1278 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months, "^iTr. 

RotcUy  mil.) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 

— After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Movfdf  **  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of  nine  Members,  Five  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House  and  Fonr  by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  and  that  such  of 

.  the  Petitioners  as  shall  have  presented  their  Petitions  against  the  Bill  may,  if  they 
think  fit,  be  heard  before  such  Committee  by  their  Counsel,*' — {Mr,  Selater^JBooth.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  shall  have  presented  their  Petitions  against  the 
Bill  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  March  next  may,  if  they  think  fit,  be  heard  bNofore  suoh 
Committee  by  their  Counsel,  and  Counsel  may  be  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill  against 
such  Petitions. 

That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee,  that  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  the  present  and  prospective  sufficiency  of  the  water  supply  of  the  district 
which  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool  are  authorized  to  supply,  and  mto  the  existence 
of  any  other  available  source  of  supply ;  and  whether,  hisiving  regard  to  the  various 
interests  affected  by  ^e  scheme,  and  to  the  present  and  prospective  requirements  of 
the  population  in  the  Severn  Valley  as  to  water  supply,  fishing,  navigation,  and  the 
scouring  effect  of  floods,  compulsory  powers  should  be  given  to  take  water  from  the 
River  Vymwy  and  its  trihataries;  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent,  and  under  what  ooodl- 
ditipiis,  as  to  compensation  water,  or  otherwise ;  and  also  what  provisions  are  requisite 
for  miforoing  and  tecnring  sooh  conditions,*' — {Mr.  Sdatir-Booth.) 


TABLE  OF  OONTENIS. 
IFehruari^  24.]  Fag$ 

QUESTIONS. 
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Salmon  Fisheries — The  Solwat  Fishebies — Question,  Mr.  E.  S.  Howard ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .   1 297 

Post  Office — Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Regulations — Question,  Mr. 

Hibbert ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners     . .  .  •  . .  1297 

Ttjbkey — Capture  of  Colonel  Synge  by  Bbigands — Questions,  Mr.  H. 

Samuelson ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .  1299 

Cypbus — TuBKisH   Newspapebs — Question,  Mr.  H.  Samuelson;  Answer, 

Mr.  Bouri^e    . .  •  •  . .  1800 

MOTIONS. 

Pbiyileoe  07  Pamjamsiit— ImcuNiTT  fbom  Abbxst — BssoiAmoN — 

Mov4d,  ''That  the  priTilege  of  Ixmnanity  from  Arrest,  now  enjoyed  by  Peers  and 
Members  of  Parliament  is  not  for  the  paUio  good,  and  ought  to  be  abolished,'' — 
{Mr.Blak,)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1800 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qnestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  it  is  not  adyisabla  to  extend  the  liability  of  an^ 
class  of  Her  Migesty's  subjects  to  arrest  or  imprisonment  for  debt,  but  that  it  is 
advisable  for  the  honour  and  dignity  of  this  House  that  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  immediate  vacation  of  his  seat  by  any  Member  who  may  become  bankrupt  or 
otherwise  arrange  or  compound  with  his  creditors  under  the  Bankruptcy  Laws," — 
{Mr,  Charles  Lewis,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  deoate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided :  Ayes  111,  Noes  128;  Majority  17. — (Div.  list.  No.  21.) 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  negatived. 

PAHLTAmarr^-DuBATION   OF  PaBUAMENT — BSSOLTTTION — 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  duration  of  any  future  Parliament 
should  not  exceed  five  years," — (Mr,  John  Hohne)     ••  ••  ••1316 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  House  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  the  Septennial  Act  has  been  satisfactory  in  its  operation,  and  ought  not  to 
be  repealed,*' — \CoUmel  ^/kjam^,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  put  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided  ;  Ayes  60,  Noes  110  ;  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  22.) 

Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

MzBCHANT  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk — Motion  fob  a  Ssleot  Comhitteb — 

Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  make  inquiry  concerning  the  recent 
f  oimdenng  of  Shipe  laden  with  grain,  coal,  and  other  heavy  or  bulk  cargoes ;  and  to 
ascertain  whether  such  f oundoringa  are  due  to  excessive  cargoes  or  to  defective  dlmon^ 
sions  or  construction,  or  to  the  employment  of  vessels  unsuited  for  the  trades  or 
voyages  in  which  the  Ships  are  emuloyed,  or  to  any  other  and  what  cause ;  and  to 
report  whether  any  change  in  the  Law  affecting  Merchant  Shipping  is  required  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  losses," — ( Vieeount  Sandon)  . .  . .    1 352 

After  debate.  Question  nut,  and  a^rud  to : — And,  on  March  5,  Committee 
nominaUd: — List  of  the  Committee  ..   1382 
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Strensall  Common  Bill  [BiU  60]— 

Mov&dy  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  {Lord  Euaiaee 
Cecil)  . .  . .  . .  ^  . .  . .   1382 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommiUed  for 
Thunday, 

m 

Ancient  Monuments  Bill  [Bill  51]— 

Movedy  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time/' — ^8%r  John  Luhhoek)  1888 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Co-operative  Stoees — 

Select  Committee  of  last  Session  r$'appointedj  ''to  inqnire  into  the  constitatiosi  and 
operations  of  certain  Trading  Societies,  trading  nnder  the  name  of  Co-operatiTe  BtoreOy 
and  to  ascertain  whether  tney  are  exempted  from  taxes  and  imposts  to  which  the 
trading  community  are  liable '" — list  of  the  Ck>mmittee  . .  . .    1884 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBEUAEY  35. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

County  Courts  Bill  [BiU  6]— 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr»  Norwood      . .    1885 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  ont  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr* 

Wheelhouse.) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now,'  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 

— ^After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitt&d 

for  To-morrow. 

Hypothec  AboUtion  (Scotland)  Bill  [BiU  34]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Vans  Agnew)     1410 
After  debate.  Motion  agreed  to\: — BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesday  next. 

Blind  and  Deaf-Mute  Children  BiU  [BUI  41]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Wheelhouse)        1426 
It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  tiU  To-morroto. 

MOTIONS. 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (District  Courts)  BiU— ^r^i^^i^  (Mr.  Joseph  Cotcm, 

Mr.  Bipky,  Mr.  Rowley  Hill,  Mr.  Euttac$  Smith) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Bill  87]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1426 

Cruelty  to  Animals  IBlHl— Ordered  {Mr.  Holt,  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Hardeastle,  Sir  JSardley 

Wilmot,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  88]  . .     1426 

Xiddlesex  Land  Registry  BiU—  Ordered  (Mr.  Oshome  Morgan,  Mr.  Oregwy,  Sit  Sydney 

Waterloo) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  89]  , .  , .     1426 
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South  Western  (of  London)  District  Post  Office  BlU-Ordered  (Sir  Henry  Seiwin^ 

Ibbetton,  Lard  John  Mannen) ;  presented^  and  read  the  fint  time  [Bill  90]  •  •     1426 

Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill— 

Ordered  {Sir  Henry  Selwitt'Ibbeteon,  Mr.  James  Lowther) ;  presented^  and  read  the  first 

time  [Bill  91]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1427 

Patents  for  Inventions  Bill— ^^^^^^  (^r.  Anderson,  Mr,  MundeUa,  Mr.  Dalrymple, 

Mr.  Alexander  Broum) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  92]      . .  . .     1427 

LOEDS,  THURSDAY,  FEBEUAEY  26. 
Seeds  (Ireland)  BUI  (Nob.  10,  18>- 

Moved,  '*ThattheBillbenowread3%"— (T^^ZoriPrwiei^O.  ..   1427 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — iBill  read  3*  accordingly,  with 
the  Amendments,  andpasied,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Abmy  —  The    Atjxiliaby    Foeoes — The    Eastsb    Monday    Yolvivtbsb 

Beyiew — Address  eob  a  Papeb — 

Moved,  That  an  hmnble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  "MajetApr  for  Copy  of  the  Despatch 
of  General  Sir  Hope  Grant  on  the  character  of  Volunteer  Easter  Monday  field  days, — 
{The  Lord  Campbelt)  ..  ...        *  ..  ,,    1430 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mthdraum. 
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MsDioAL  Staff  (Ikdia) — Question,  Mr.  Lyon  Playf air ;  Answer,  Mr.  E. 

Stanhope         . .  . .  . .  . .  • .   1435 

LioHTHOUSEs,    Ireland    (West    Coast)  —  Question,    Mr.  Lea ;  Answer, 

Yisoount  Sandon  . .  . .  . .  . .   1435 

Afghanistan  —  General  Boberts's    Befort — Question,   Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  . .  . .  . .   1436 

Post  Office  Telegrams — Disclosure  of  Private  Telegrams — Questions, 

Lord  Bandolph  Churchill,  Major  Nolan  ;  Answers,  Lord  John  Manners  1436 

South  Africa — The  Zulu  War — General  Crealock's  Befort — Question, 

Sir  Edward  Watkin ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  1437 

Frauds  by  Fiduciary  Agents — ^Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  . .  . .   1438 

Egyftian  Affairs — Question,  Mr.  W.  Cartwright ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1439 

The   Charity    Commission  —  Sittings    of   the  Board  —  Question,  Mr. 

Pemberton ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  • .  . .   1439 

Parliamentary  and  Municifal  Beoistration  Act,  1878  f  41  &  42  Vict.  c. 

26,  s.  5) — Question,  Mr.  Chamberlain  ;  Answer,  Mjr.  Assheton  Cross       1440 

Select  Committee  on  Wine  Duties — The  Befort — Question,  Mr.  C.  M. 

Palmer ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer       . .  . .   1440 

Companies  Act,    1879  —  Joint  Stock  Banks — Question,   Mr.   Heygate; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .   1440 

South  Africa — The  Zulu  War — The  Field  of  Isandhlwana — Question, 

Mr.  A.  M 'Arthur ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bcach  . .  . .   1441 

Navy — The  Boyal  Marines — The  Departmental  Committee — Question, 

Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .   1442 

Army  —  Yoluntary    Betirement   of    Officers  —  Question,    Yiscoimt 

Lewisham;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley      , .  . «  . .  1443 


TABLE  OF  GORTERlBu 

IFdrumy  26.] 

Imlhl   Qmot— SmPTiso   Ooteacti    Qnortkiii   llr.  BdMtai,  Mr.  E. 

Jenkiiifl ;  Answen,  Mr.  E.  Stenliope  . .    1443 

Atsica.  (Wm  Coast) — ^Mkddia  axd  LnsazA— QonliflB,  Mr.  Pnlrgnfnm; 

Answer,  Mr.  Boorke  . .   I444 

IvDiA — Ismiao  CnrrrATSos  lar  Bshab — Qaestion,  Mr.  (yDonnell;  Abswok^ 

Mr.  £.  Stanhope  ..   1444 

AroHAViBTAjr — Queetioiiy  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Chaaodlor  of 

the  Exchequer  ..  ..   I445 

Bailwat  Sebtasts  CoifPE3r8ATi03r  JO&  LrjxniT — QneetioiiSy  Mr.  lfiiTMi<Jlfi^ 

Mr.  SoUiyan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Baikee,  Mr.  Speaker  . ,   I445 

MsBCHAirr  SmPFnro  (Gragt  Cabgoss) — Obeerrations,  Mr.  Flimsoll;  Beply, 
Mr.  Speaker ;  Qaeetion,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon ;  Answer,  Sir  ^^^Pmriqit 
BaMell 


•  • 


1446 


PAnuAMZXT— Ordse— -YisoorvT    CASTLsaXAOH — Question,    Mr.   Biggar; 

Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .   1448 


MOTIOHS. 
OsnxBS  07  THS  Dat — 

JfoTMf,  *<  That  tlieOidcn  of  the  Dftybs  po^Kmednntfl  after  theKotioeollf^^ 
to  the  Buanesa  of  the  House  (Order  in  Dehate),"— (Jfr.  Chmu^Oor  o/tJU  £g€M§fm$r)      1449 

After  ahort  debate,  Motion  a^eed  to. 
Pabliaxxht — ^Bv8iifZ88  OF  THE  HousB  (Oedeb  IK  Debatb)— BssoLtmoHs— 

Mov0df  **  That,  whenever  any  Member  diall  have  been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  disregarding  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  or  abusing  the  Rules  of  the  House  by  persistently  and  wilfully  obstructing  the 
business  of  the  House,  or  otherwise,  then,  if  the  offence  has  been  committed  in  the 
House,  the  Speaker  shall  forUiwith  put  the  question,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  no 
amendment,  sdjoumment,  or  debate  being  allowed,  *  That  such  Member  be  smpeBded 
from  the  senrioe  of  the  House  during  the  remainder  of  that  day*s  sitting ; '  and,  if 
the  offence  has  been  committed  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  the  Chaimuua 
shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  put  the  same  question  in  a  similar  way,  and  if  the 
Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwith  suspend  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and  report 
the  circumstance  to  the  House ;  and  the  Speaker  shall  thereupon  pot  the  same  ques- 
tion, without  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  as  if  the  offence  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  House  itself.    If  any  Member  be  suspended  three  times  in  one  Session, 
under  this  Order,  his  suspension  on  the  third  occasion  shall  continue  for  one  week, 
and  until  a  Motion  has  been  made,  upon  which  it  shall  be  decided,  at  one  stttinff, 
by  the  House,  whether  the  suspension  shall  then  cease,  or  for  what  longer  period  it 
shall  continue ;  and,  on  the  occasion  of  such  Motion,  the  Member  may,  if  he  desires 
it,  be  heard  in  his  place,'* — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  ..  ..    I450 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  during  a  Debate,  whether  in  the  House  or  in  Committee,  any  Member  may 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Chair  to  misconduct  on  the  part  of  a  Member  who  in 
addressing  the  House  may  persistently  endeavour  to  prevent  the  Progress  of  Business, 
bv  rising  in  his  place  and  taking  Notice  that  the  Member  for  is  wilfully 

oDstructing  the  Business  of  this  House. 

*'WhercuiK>n  (unless  in  the  judgment  of  the  Chair  the  interruption  is  frivolous  and 
unfounocd,  in  which  case  ho  shall  call  on  the  Member  in  possession  of  the  House  to 
proceed),  Mr.  Speaker  (or  tho  Chairman)  shall  forthwith  put  the  Question  *That 
bo  not  further  heard,'  which  Question  shall  bo  decided  without  amend- 
ment or  debate,  but  tho  Motion  shall  not  be  carried  by  a  majority  of  less  than  two- 
tliirds  if  a  Division  is  called. 

**  Any  M<mil>cr  so  put  to  silence  shall  stand  suspended  from  the  service  of  the  House 
for  one  week. 

*'  Any  Blcmber  put  to  silence  twice  in  the  same  Session  shall  stand  suspended  from 
tho  service  of  tho  House  for  one  calendar  month,  and  for  such  further  period  until  he 
shall  have  submitted  himself  to  the  House  and  given  assurance  that  he  will  not  so 
offend  again,"— (^r.  5amp#o«  Z/oyr^,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..   16(K) 
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PABLIAXSirT^BugliniSS  OF  THB  H0U8B  (O&DEB  IS  DbBATB)— RESOLUTIONS— «Oll/mfltf<f. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  'whenever'  stand  part  of  the 
Question :  " — ^After  further  debate,  Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — {Mr.  Shaw:)  —  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Debate 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LORDS,  FEIDAY,  FEBRUARY  27. 

Gallery  of  Casts  from  the  Antique — ^Motion  for  Papers — 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 

A  memorial  presented  to  the  Prime  Minister  in  August  1877  by  a  Committee  presided 
over  by  Uie  Duke  of  Westminster  on  the  subject  of  the  formation  of  a  GkUIery  of 
Casts  from  the  Antique : 

Also,  a  communication  from  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to  the 
Duke  of  Westminster  on  the  same  subject  dated  16th  July  1879, — (Th^  Sari  Cowptr)     1541 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Coal  Mines — ^Leycett  Colliery  Explosion — Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr  ; 

Answer,  Earl  Beauchamp    ..  ..  ..  ..   1545 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 

Report  of  William  St.  James  Wheelhouse,  Esq.,  Q.O.,  M.P.,  on  the  Leyoett  Colliery 
Accident  of  September  1879,— (TA^  Earl  De  La  Warr,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

State  of  Ibxland — ^Motion  for  Returns — 
Movedf  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 

**  Return  of  the  number  of  ejectments  from  agricultural  holdings  that  have  been  served, 
the  number  in  which  decrees  have  been  pronounced,  and  the  number  in  which  decrees 
hare  been  executed  in  each  county  in  Ireland  every  year  from  the  1st  of  January 
1860  to  the  1st  of  January  1880;  the  Return  to  distinguish  between  ejectments 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  or  on  notice  to  quit,  or  for  breach  of  contract,  or  for  any 
other  cause:  Also,  Return  of  the  number  of  cases  of  intimidation  in  Ireland  to 
prevent  the  payment  of  rent  or  occupation  of  land  which  came  under  the  notice  of 
the  police  during  the  year  1879,  and  the  number  of  prosecutions  undertaken  and  con- 
victions obtained  in  such  cases," — {The  Earl  of  Dunraven)  . .  . .    I545 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  FEBEUAEY  27. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Chester  Oas  J5f7A— Standing  Order  109  read     . .  . .   1565 

Moved,  That  the  Chairman  of  the  Committoo  of  Ways  and  Means  be  discharge  from 
attendance  on  the  Chester  Gas  Bill,  and  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders  be  appointed  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  said  Bill, — ( The 
Chairman  of  JTaye  and  Means.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 

Oamb   Lawb  —  LsoisLATiOK—Question,  Sir  David  Wedderburn ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .   1565 

PooB  Law— DissoLTJTioN  OF  THE  WiTHAM  Union — Question,  Mr.  Bound  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth  . .  . .  . .   1566 

Armt — Officers  of  the  Staff  Acting  as  Newspaper  Correspondents  m 
THE  Field — Questions,  Mr.  Hopwood,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answers, 
Mr.  E.  Stanhope  . .  • .   1567 
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India — The  Wywaad  GK)ld  Fields — Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;  Answer,  Mr. 

E.  Stanhope  ..  ,.  ..  ..  ..    ]56a 

Lord    Clerk   Beoister    (Scotlaio))    Act,    1879  —  The   BBOULATioirs  — 

Question,  Mr.  Fraser  Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .   1568 

Belief  of  Distress  (iRELAin)) — Nenaoh — Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  J.  Lowther         . ,  . .  . .  , .    1569 
Crime  (Ireland) — ^Attack  on  Tenant  Bight.  MEsnNG  at  Poetadown — 

Question,  Mr.  0*Donnell;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther       . .  , ,    1570 

Merchant    Ships — The    *'  Louisa   Fletcher  "    of   Liverpool    (Uitska- 

woRTHiNESs) — Qucstiou,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        . .    1570 
Turkey — Murder  of  Mr.  Ogle — Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . ,   1571 

Channel   Islands  —  Jersey — Payment   of   the   Judge— Question^    Mr. 

Waddy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross       . .  . .  . .    157S 

Law  and  Justice — Instruction  of  the  Police  in  Ambulance  D&nx — 

Question,  Mr.  Elliot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        • .  . .   1572 

MOTION. 

Orders  of  the  Day — Standing  Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Mxahs — 
Besolution — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Standing  Order  relative  to  Supply  or  Ways  and  Moans  standing  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day  on  Friday  be  road,  and  suspended. 

**  That  the  Committee  of  Supply  be  deferred  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Business  of  the  House  (Order  in  Debate),  — (JTr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  . .  . .  . .  •  •    1573 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 


ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in  Debate) — ^Besolutiok — 
Adjourned  Debate   [Second  Nigiit] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [26th  February] : — Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
word  '  whenever '  stand  peurt  of  the  Question  :  '* — Debate  resumed       . .    1580 

After  long  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after  the  word  '*  whenever,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  before  one  o'clock  a.m.," — {Mr.  Biggar)     . .  • .    1638 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :" — After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  14,  Noes  290;  Ma- 
jority 276.— (Div.  List,  No.  23.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after  the  word  ''Member,"  to  insert  the 
words  "at  feast  one  hundred  Members  being  present,"  —  {Mr. 
(yDonnell)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1640 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  "—-After 
debate,  Ihved,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  —  {Tks 
(yDonoghue:) — After  further  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  take  the 
Chair  To-morrow,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  th4 
Exchequer.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  Twelve,"  and  insert  the 
word  "  Two,'^— (Ifr.  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  'Twelve'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion:  "—Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  87,  Noes  15; 
Majority  72.— (Div.  list,  No.  24.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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India  Stock  (Powers  of  Attorney)  BiH— Ordered  {Mr.  Edward  stanhope,  Lord  O$org0 
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COMMONS,  SATUEDAY,  FEBEUAEY  38. 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

Pabliament — Business  of  the  Hottss  (Obdsb  in  Debate) — ^BEsoLTrrioir — 
Adjoubnsd  Debate  [Thibd  Day] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [26th  February] : — ^And  whicb  Amendment  was, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  <*  Member/'  to  insert  the  words  '^  at  least  one  hundred  Members 
being  present,'* — {Mr,  O'Dormeli.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted : " — 
Debate  r^nimd/  ••  ..  ..  ..  1669 

Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  8,  Noes  68;  Majority  60. — 
(Diy.  lost,  No.  25.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  lines  2  and  8,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  by 
the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House," — (^Mr.  CaUan.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided ; 
Ayes  191,  Noes  17;  Majority  174.— (Div.  List,  No.  26.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  otherwise," — 
{Mr.  Fini^an)  ..  ..  ..  1688 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  or  otherwise '  stand  part  of  the 
Question :'' — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  *'  then,*'  to  insert  the  words  "  the  Member  so  named  shall  be 
permitted  to  offer  such  explanation,  defence,  or  apology  as  he  may  see  fit  for  a  time 
not  exceeding  ten  minutes,  after  which," — {Sir  Oeorge  Campbell)      . .  •  •   1691 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :" — After  short 
debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  25,  Noes  195; 
Majority  170.— (Div.  List,  No.  27.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  after  the  word  ''  House,"  to  insert  the 
words  ''  otner  and  ezoept  that  of  voting," — {Mr.  Courtney)  •  •  1693 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — ^After  short 
debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  42,  Noes  172; 
Majority  ISO. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  •  •  1694 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  12,  after  the  word  *'  House,"  to  insert  the  words  "  when  the  Member  so  named 
shall  be  permitted  to  offer  such  explanation,  defence,  or  apology  as  he  may  see  fit  for 
a  time  not  exceeding  ten  minutes,  after  which," — {Mr.  Callan)        . .         *  . .    1696 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  three  times," 
and  insert  the  word  *'  twice," — {The  Marqueee  of  Rartington)  . .   1696 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  'three  times'  stand  part  of  the 
Question :  "—After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  16,  after  the  word  "  made,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  at  the  commencement  of  Public  Business," — {Lord  Edmond 
FiUmawriee)    ..  ..   1702 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :" — Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

VOL,  OCL.    [tmibd  sbbies.]        [  /  ] 
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Atncndmont  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  tho  Question,  to  add  the  words,  "  Provided  always,  That  nothing  in  this 
Resolution  shnll  bo  taken  to  deprive  the  House  of  the  power  of  proceeding  against 
any  Member  according  to  anoieni  usages," — {Mr^  Wiiiiam  £iUoard  Fcrster)  • .    1702 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words  be  there  added : " — Question  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

After  short  debate.  Main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to^ 

Setolvedy  That,  whenever  any  Member  shall  have  been  named  by  the  Spealrer,  op  by  the 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  disregarding  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  or  abusing  the  Kules  of  the  House  by  persistently  and  wilfully  obstracting  the 
business  of  the  House,  or  otherwise,  then,  ii  the  offence  has  been  committed  in  the 
House,  the  Speaker  shall  forthwith  put  the  question,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  no 
amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate  being  allowed,  '  That  such  Member  be  Boqwoded 
from  the  service  of  tho  House  during  the  remainder  of  that  day's  sitting ;  *  and,  if 
the  offence  has  been  committed  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  the  Chairman 
shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  put  the  same  question  in  a  similar  way,  and  if  the 
Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwitn  suspend  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and 
report  the  circumstance  to  the  House ;  and  the  Speaker  sh^  thereupon  pat  the  same 
question,  without  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  as  if  the  offence  had  been 
committed  in  the  House  itself.  If  any  Member  be  suspended  three  times  in  one  Ses- 
sion, under  this  Order,  his  suspension  on  the  third  occasion  shall  oontinne  for  ome 
week,  and  until  a  Motion  has  been  made,  upon  whidi  it  shall  be  decided,  at  one 
sitting,  by  the  House,  whether  the  suspension  shall  then  oease,  or  for  what  longer 
period  it  shall  continue ;  and,  on  the  occasion  of  such  Motion,  the  Member  may,  if 
he  desires  it,  be  heard  in  his  place :  Provided  always,  Tltiat  nothing  in  this  Besoln* 
tion  shall  be  taken  to  deprive  the  House  of  the  power  of  prooeeung  agmot.  anjr 
Member  according  to  ancient  usages. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed,  <'  That  the  said  BiBtoliitioiL  bc^  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House,  ^'—(J6*.  ChanoMor  of  th$  E»ch$q%»t)     ^.   1706 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  th^^ 
words  <*  in  the  last  Session  of  a  Parliament,  it  is  inexpedient  to  constitute  an  untried; 
experiment  by  which  the  proceedings  of  Parliament  may  be  matftrially  altenad,  and 
the  privilege  of  Members  lessened,  as  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House," — {Mr, 
Dilltpyn^ — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand' 
part  of  the  Question:" — After  short  oebate.  Question  put:— The 
House  divided:  Ayes  166,  Noes  20 ;  Majority  146. — (Diy.  Iiiet»  No.  29.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Ordered,  That  the  said  BesdutioB  be 
a  Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Beer  Dealers'  Retail  Licences  Bill  [Bill  65]— 

Order  for  Committee  read   . .  , .  . .  . .   1709 

After  short  debate,  Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 


TWENTY-FIRST   PARLIAMENT   OF   THE   maTE&  KINftBOM. 


LORDS. 


SAT  FIRST. 

Tbjjbsday,  Febbuabt  5,  1880. 

The  Duke  of  Portland;  after  the  death  of  his  cousin. 
The  Viscount  St.  Vincent,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
The  Lord  Chelmsford,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
The  Lord  Lawrence,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Fbidat,  Fbbbuaby  6. 

The  Earl  of  Ashbumham,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
The  Lord  Skene  (Earl  of  Fife),  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Thxtrsdat,  Fsb&vaby  12. 
The  Earl  of  Digrham,  after^the  death  of  his  father. 

MoiTDAY,  Febbuabt  23. 
The  Lord  Glanwilliam  (Earl  of  Olanwilliam),  after  the  death  of  his  father, 

Fbidat,  Fbbbuabt  27. 
The  Lord  Ponsonby,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WMTS  ISSUED. 

DUBING  BbOBSS — 

For  Main  and  Nairn  Countiei,  v.  Honble.  Alexander  William  DofP,  commonly 

called  Viscount  Macduff,  now  Earl  of  Fife,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 
For  Sheffield  Borough,  v.  Bight  honble.  John  Arthur  Eoeouck,  deceased. 
YatjAvorpool  Borough,  v,  John  Torr,  esquire,  deceased. 
For  Donegal  County,  v.  William  Wilson,  esquire,  deceased. 

THxmsDAT,  Febbuabt  5,  1880. 
For  Barmtaple  Borough,  v.  Samuel  Banks  Waddy,  esquire,  Ohiltem  Hundreds. 
For  Bouthwarh  Borough,  r.  John  Locke,  esquire,  deceased. 

Fbidat,  Fbbbuabt  20. 

For  Kilkenny  Borough,  v.  Benjamin  Whitworth,  esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead. 
For  Drogheda,  v,  William  Hogarty  O'Leary,  esquire,  deceased. 

Fbidat,  Febbuabt  27. 
For  Norfofk  ( W^^Um  Dimum),  r.  Sir  William  Bagge,  deceased. 


TwEimr-FiBST  Faeliahext  of  the  TTitited  KaQTyou^coniinuei. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWOBN. 

Thxtbsday,  Febbxtaby  5y  1880. 

^in  and  NiUrn  Cauntiei — Sir  George  Macpherson  Ghrant,  baronet. 
Dim$gal  County — ^Thomas  Lea,  eaqoire. 

TuxtsAT,  Fbbeuabt  10. 
Lkirpool  Borough — ^Edward  Whitley,  esquire. 

Friday,  Febbuaby  18. 

iSAif^SdM— Samuel  Banks  Waddy,  esquire. 
JBamstaple — ^Viscount  Lymington. 

Monday,  Febbxtaby  16. 
Southwark — Edward  Qeorge  Olarke,  esquire. 


THE  MINISTEY 

Op   the  Right    Honourable   the  Eabl  of  BEACONSFIELD, 

OOMMENCEMENT     OF     THE   SEYBITrH    SESSION   OF  THE  21  ST  FaKLTAMENT, 

Fbbbua&t  5,  1880. 


Lord  of  theTreafiury    . 

Hhancellor  .... 

.ent  of  the  Council . 

Privy  Seal  .... 

ellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

ary  of  State,  Home  Department 

ary  of  State,  Foreign  Department 

ary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 

ary  of  State  for  War 

ary  of  State  for  India 

Lora  of  the  Admiralty    . 

aster  Gteeral     .... 

ent  of  the  Board  of  Trade 


THE  CABINET. 

lUght  Hon.  Eabl  of  Beaconbfibld,  K.G. 
.    Right  Hon.  Earl  Caibns. 

His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Oobdon,  K.G. 
.    His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Northumbebland. 

Right  Hon.  Sir  Stafford  Hbnbt  Nobthcotb,  Bt. 
.    Right  Hon.  Richard  Assheton  Cboss. 

Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Salisbubt. 
.    Right  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Edward  Hicks-Beach,  Bt. 

Right  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur  Stanley. 

Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cranbbook. 

Right  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 
.    Right  Hon.  Lord  John  J.  R.  Mannebs. 

Right  Hon.  Viscount  Sandon. 


NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
Bfawhal  Commanding  in  Chief  .        .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambbidob,  E.G. 
0«^one,  of  ^ork.  and  Public}  ^^,  Hon.  Ghhabx.  J^  No.. 

eUor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster    '.        Right  Hon.  Thomas  Edwabd  Taylob. 
^«d»t  rf^tho  Conmdttee  of  Coun- J  j^^j^^  ^^^  ^ord  Gborob  Hamilton. 

ent  of  the  Local  Government  Board      Right  Hon.  Gboboe  Sclatbb-Booth. 

r  Viscount  Cbichton. 
.  3  Rowland  Winn,  Esq. 
(  Sir  James  Dalbymplb  Hobn  Elphinstonb,  Bt. 
'Admiral    Geoboe    Gbetillb    Wellesley,    Bear 
Admiral  A.  W.  A.  Hood,  Rear  Admiral  Lord 
GiLFOBD,  and  Sir  Massey  Lopes,  Bart, 
r  Sir  William  Habt  Dyke,  Bart. 
\Sir  Henby  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Bt. 
Hon.  Algernon  T.  Fulke  Eoerton. 
J.  G.  Talbot,  Esq. 
Thomas  Salt,  Esq. 
Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  Bt. 
Hon.  Robebt  Boubke. 
Right  Hon.  Earl  Cadooan. 
Right  Hon.  Viscount  Buby. 
Hon.  Edwabd  Stanhope. 
Right  Hon.  Stephen  Gate. 

Advocate Right  Hon.  George  A.  F.  C.  Bentinck. 

ley  (General Sir  John  Holkeb,  Ent. 

«r  General Sir  Habdinge  S.  Giffabd,  Ent. 


of  the  Treasury 


ol  the  Admiralty   .... 

Seoretariee  of  the  Treasury 

ary  of  the  Admiralty      . 

ary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 

ary  to  the  Local  Government  Board 

'  fijecretary.  Home  Department  . 

'  Secretary,  Foreign  Department    . 

'  Secretary  for  Colonies 

'  Secretary  for  War 

'  Secretary  for  India  . 

uter  Gteeral  .... 


{ 


SCOTLAND. 

idyocate Right  Hon.  WiLLLUf  Watson. 

John  Hay  A.  Macdonald,  Esq. 


or  Gkneral 


Lieatenant         .... 
Clianoellor       .... 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
ley  Gteeral    .... 
orG^eneral         .... 


IRELAND. 

.    His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Mablbobovoh,  E.G. 

Right  Hon.  John  Thomas  Ball. 
.     Right  Hon.  James  Lowther. 

Right  Hon.  Edward  Gibson. 
.    H.  Holmes,  Esq. 


QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Steward Right  Hon  Earl  Beauchamp. 

}ha]nberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Mount  Edocumbe. 

r  ci  the  Horse         ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Bradford. 

ixer  of  the  Household         .  .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Henry  Thynne. 

xoller  of  the  Household  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Yarmouth. 

Suunherlain  of  the  Household  .        .  Viscount  Barrington. 

in  of  the  Corps  of  Gkntlcmon  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Coventry. 

boL  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard  Right  Hon.  Lord  Skelmersdalb. 

r  ci  the  Buckhounds  ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Hardwicks. 

EqiifiRy  and  Clerk  Marshal  .  Lord  Alfukd  H.  Paget. 

M  of  the  Rohee Her  Gracv  the  Duchoes  of  Wellw  oton. 
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ROLL    OF    THE 

LORDS    SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAL 

In  the  Seventh  Session  of  the  Twenty-fikst  Paeliambnt  op  tbor 
United  Kingdom  of  Gbeat  Bbitain  and  Ibsland. 


43o  VICTORI-S;   1880. 


^Iem. — According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament ^  when  the  Some  appoints  a  SeUet  Com* 
mittee,  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  iheir  Eank, 
beginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  sOy  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer^ 
once  With  the  Commons y  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  firsts  and  the  reet  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Pwrpom 
within  the  HousCy  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity ^  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron, 


His  lloyal   Highness   The  Pbinoe  of 

Wales. 

His  Eojal  Higlmess  Alfbed  Ebnest 
Albert  I>iike  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Arthur  William 
Patrick  Albebt  Duke  of  Connaught 
and  Strathearn. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  George  William 
Frederick  Cilirles  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. 

Archibald  Campbell  Archbishop  of  Oan- 
terbury. 

Hugh  Mac  Calmont  Earl  Cairns,  Lwrd 
High  Chancellor. 

William  Archbishop  of  York. 

Ohables  Henbt  Duke  of  Bichmond, 
Lord  President  of  the  Council, 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  Northum- 
berland, Lord  Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  JSarl  Marshal 
of  JSngland, 

Edward  Adolfhus  Duke  of  Somerset. 

Charles  Henry  Duke  of  Eichmond. 
{In  another  Place  as  Lord  President 
of  the  Council,) 

WnjJAM  Henry  Duke  of  Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Verb 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

Qborge  Godolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

John  Winston  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Butland. 

Wiluam  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
Duko  of  Brandon.  {Duke  of  Hamilton.) 


William  John  Arthur  Chari^es  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Drogo  Duke  of  Maitghxstse. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
UMBERLAND.  {In  another  Place  ae  Lord 
Privy  Seal,) 

His  Boyal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolfhus  George  Fbedbbick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teviotdale. 

Arthur  Bichard  Duke  of  Wklldtoton. 

BicHARD  Plantagenet  Campbsll  Doke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 
Sutherland. 

Harry  George  Duke  of  Clevblavd. 

Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  WfiSTMiNSiBa. 

John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 

John  Sholto  Marquess  of  Queek8BKBBT. 

{JElected  for  Scotland,) 

Henry  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne. 

John     YnxiEBe      Stuart      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

BoBERT  Arthur  Talbot  Marquess  of 
Salisbury. 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercorn.  {Duke 
of  Abercorn.) 

Francis  Hugh    George   Msrq^ 
Hertford. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bxttb. 

WHiLLAM  Allkyke  Marquess  of 

William  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

John  Charles  Marquess  Oamdxv. 

Henry  Marquess  of  Anglbsby, 


of 


EOLL  OF  THE  LORDS  SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


William  Henry    Hugh   Marquess  of 
Oholmokbeley. 

Eenest  Atjgtjstus   Chaeles  Marquess 

of  AlLESBTJKY. 

FsEiyERicK  William  John  Marquess  of 
Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

George  Augustus  Constantinb  Mar- 
quess of  NORMANBY. 

George   Frederick  Samuel  Marquess 

of  RiPON. 

William  Marquess  of  Abergavenny. 

Frederick  Earl  Beauchamp,  Lord  Ste- 
ward of  the  Household, 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 
CUMBE,  Lord  Chamberlain  of  the  Souse- 
hold, 

Gharles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 
bury. 

Edward  Henry  Earl  of  Derby. 

Francis  Power  Plantagenet  Earl  of 
Huntingdon. 

George  Robert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke AND  Montgomery. 

William  Reginald  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 
Berkshire. 

Rudolph  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Francis  William  Henry  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montague  Earl  of  Lindsey. 

George  Harry  Earl  of  Stamford  and 
Warrington. 

George  James  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and 
Nottingham. 

George  Philip  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

John  William  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

Arthur  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

William  George  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

Walter  Francis  Earl  of  Doncaster. 
(^Duke  of  Buccleuch  and  Queensherry .) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Richard  George  Earl  of  Scarbrough. 

George  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 

GFeorgs  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 

YiOTOR  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 

William  Henry  Earl  Poulett. 

Sholio  John  Earl  of  Morton.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 


Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie  . 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Claude  Earl  of  Strathmore  and  King- 
horn.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

George  Earl  of  Haddington.     {Elected 

for  Scotland.) 
David    Graham    Drummond    Earl    of 

Atklte.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Dunbar  James  Earl  of  Selkirk.     {Elected 

for  Scotland.) 
Thomas  Barnes  Earl  of  Dundonald. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 
William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 
Charles  Earl  of  Tankerville. 
Heneage  Earl  of  Aylesford. 
Francis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 
Arthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 

of  Macclesfield. 
Douglas    Beresford    Malise    Ronald 

Earl  Graham.     {Duke  of  Montrose.) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrave. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Charles  Wyndham  Earl  of  Harrington. 

Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Augustus  Edward  Earl  of  Buckingham- 
shire. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Fitz- 

WILLIAM. 

Dudley  Francis  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  BLardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Reginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Radnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.    {Marquess  of  Downshire.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 
{J)uke  of  Atholl.) 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Moxtnt  Edg- 
CUMBE.  {In  another  Floes  as  Lord 
Chamberlain  of  the  Meuseheld.) 

Hugh  Earl  Fortescxtb. 

Henry  Howard  Molynsxtx  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

George  Henry  Earl  Cadogan. 

James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

[     ^2     ] 
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John  Vansittaet  Danvebs  Earl  of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Stephen  Earl  of  Mount  Cabhell.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Henry  John   Eetjben  Earl  of  Port- 

ARLiNGTON.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Hugh  Earl  of  Annesley.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
John  Earl  of  Erne.     {Elected for  Ireland. ) 

Charles  Francis  Arnold  Earl  of 
WiCKLOW.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John  Henry  Reginald  Earl  of  Clon- 
MELL.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

George  Charles  Earl  of  Lucan.    {Elected 

far  Ireland.) 
Somerset  Richard  Earl  of  Belmore. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
James  Earl  of  Caledon.      {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Francis  Robert  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 

George  Grimston  Earl  of  Craven. 

William  Hilijer  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Charles  Earl  of  Romney. 

Henry  Thomas  Earl  of  Chichester. 

Thomas  Earl  of  Wilton. 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 

Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Rosse.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

vers. 
Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

St.  George  Henry  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Earl  of  Harrowby. 

HxNRY  Thynne  Earl  of  Harewood. 

William  Hugh  Earl  of  Minto. 

Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 

James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 

Adelbert  Wellington  Brownlow  Earl 

Brownlow. 
William  Gordon  Cornwallis  Earl  of 

Saint  Germans. 

Albert  Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 

Orlando  George  Charles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 

Frederick  Earl  Beauchamp.  {In  another 
Place  as  Lord  Steward  of  the  Household.) 

William  Henry  Hare  Earl  of  Bantry. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Richard  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

Charles  Sosters  Earl  Somers. 

John  Edward  Cornwallis  Earlof  Strad- 
broke. 


George  Henry  Robert  Chablbb  WnxLikif 
Earl  Vane.  {Marquess  of  Zondand^ny.) 

William  Pitt  Earl  A3iherst. 

John  Frederick  Vaughan  Earl  Cawdor. 

William  George  Earl  of  MuNSTEa. 

Robert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 

Camperdown. 
Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 

John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 

Granville  George  Earl  Granyillb. 

Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 

Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Tar- 
borough. 
James  Henry  Robert  Earl  Innes.  {Ihiks 

of  Roxhurghe.) 
Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Charles  George  Earl  of  Gainsborottoh. 

Francis    Charles  Granville  Earl  of 

'    Ellesmere. 

George  Stevens  Earl  of  Strafford. 

William  John  Earl  of  Cottenham. 

Henry  Richard  Charles  Earl  Cowxbt. 

Archibald  William  Earl  of  WnrroE. 

{Earl  of  Eglintoun.) 
William  Earl  of  Dudley. 

John  Francis  Stanley  Earl  Russell. 

John  Earl  of  Ejmberley. 

Richard  Earl  of  Dartrey. 

WnxiAM  Ernest  Earl  of  Feversham. 

Frederick  Temple  Earl  of  Duffbein. 

John  Robert  Earl  Sydney. 

Henry  George  Earl  of  Ravenswobtr. 

Edward   Montagu  Stuart  Graitvillb 
Earl  of  Wharncliffe. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Northbrook. 

Benjamin  Earl  of  Beaconsfield. 

John  Thomas  Earl  of  Redesdale. 
Hugh  Mac  Calmont  Earl  Cairns.     {In 
another  Place  as  Lord  High  Chancellor.) 

Robert  Yiscount  Hereford. 

William  Henry  Yiscount  Strateallak. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Henry  Yiscount  Boungbroki  and  St. 

John. 
Evelyn  Yiscount  Falmouth. 

George  Yiscount  Torrington. 
Charles  William  Yiscount  LsnrsTKii* 

{Duke  of  Leinster.) 
Fblancis  Wheler  Yiscount  Hood. 
MERVYNYiscountPowERScouRT.  {MecUi 

for  Ireland.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


James  Viscount  Liffobd.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Edwaed  Viscount  Bangor.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Hates  Viscount  Doneraile.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

CoENWALLis Viscount  Hawarden.  {Elec- 
ted for  Ireland.) 

John  Edward  Leveson  Viscount  St. 
Vincent. 

Robert  Viscount  Melville. 

William  Wells  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

George  Frederick  Viscount  Temple- 
town.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John  Campbell  Viscount  (Jordon.  {Earl 
of  Aberdeen.) 

Edward    Fleetwood    John    Viscount 

EXMOUTH. 

John  Luke  George  Viscount  Hotchin- 
SON.     {Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

Richard  Somerset  Viscount  Olanoarty. 
{Earl  of  Clancarty.) 

Wellington  Henry  Viscount  Comber- 
mere. 

Henry  Charles  ViscOunt  Canterbury. 

Rowland  Clegg  Viscount  Hill. 
Charles  Stewart  Viscount  Hardinge. 
George  Stephens  Viscount  (Jough. 
Stratford  Viscount  Stratford  de  Red- 

CLIPFE. 

Charles  Viscount  Eversley. 
Charles  Viscount  Halifax. 
Alexander  Nelson  Viscount  Bridport. 
Edward  Berkeley  Viscount  Portman. 
Edward  Viscount  Cardwell. 
Gathorne  Viscount  Cranbrook. 

John  Bishop  of  London. 

Joseph  Barbour  Bishop  of  Durham. 

Edward  Harold  Bishop  of  Winchester. 

Alfred  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 

Robert  Bishop  of  Ripon. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Norwich. 

James  Colquhoun  Bishop  of  Bangor. 

Henry  Bishop  of  Worcester. 

Charles  John  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
AND  Bristol. 

William  Bishop  of  Chester. 

Thomas  Legh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 

James  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

William    Connor    Bishop    of  Peter- 
borough. 
Christopher  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 

George  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 

Ha&yey  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 


Frederick  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
Arthur  Charles  Bishop  of  Bath  and 

Wells. 
John  Fielder  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

James  Bishop  of  Manchester. 

Richard  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

Joshua  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 

James  Russell  Bishop  of  Ely. 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Dudley  Charles  Lord  De  Ros. 
Alfred  Joseph  Lord  Mowbray. 
George  Manners,  Lord  Hastings. 
Edward  Southwell  Lord  De  Clifford. 
Thomas  Crosby  William  Lord  Daore. 
Charles  Henry  Rolle  Lord  Clinton. 
Robert  Nathaniel  Cecil  George  Lord 

ZOUOHE  OF  HaRYNGWORTH. 

Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 

REAUX.     {Earl  of  Loudoun.) 
Thomas  Lord  Camoys. 

Henry  Lord  Beaumont. 

Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Hast- 
ings. {Earl  of  Loudoun.)  {In  another 
place  as  Lord  Botreaux.) 

Henry  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 

Sackvtlle  George  Lord  Conyers. 

(}eorge  Lord  Vaux  of  Harrowden. 

Ralph  Gordon  Lord  Wentworth. 

Alfred  Thomas  Townshend  Lord  Bra  ye. 
Robert  George  Lord  Windsor. 

St.  Andrew  Lord  St.  John  of  Bletso. 

Frederick  George  Lord  Howard  de 
Walden. 

William  Bernard  Lord  Petre. 

Frederick  Benjamin  Lord  Saye  and 
Sele. 

John  Francis  Lord  Arundell  of  War- 
dour. 

John  Stuart  Lord  Clifton.  {Earl  of 
Darnley.) 

John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dormer. 

George  Henry  Lord  Teynham. 

Henry  Valentine  Lord  Stafford. 

George  Frederick  William  Lord  Byron. 

Charles  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  of  Chud- 

LEIGH. 

William  Coutts  Lord  Ashford. 

Horace  Courtenay  Lord  Forbes. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Alexander  Lord  Saltoun.  {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

James  Lord  Sinclair.  (Elected  for  Scot- 
land.) 

William  Buller  Fullerton  Lord  El- 
phinstone.     {Elected for  Scotland.) 
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Ohables  Lord  Blaihtee.     {Elected  for 

Scotland,) 
Ohabi^es  John  Lord  Colville  of  Cul- 

E088.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Alexandeb   Hugh    Lord    Balfotjb  of 
BuKLEY.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

BioHARD  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 
Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,) 

Geobqe  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  Kinnoul.) 

DiOBY  Wentworth  Bayard  Lord  Mm- 

DLETON. 

William  John  Lord  Monson. 

Frederick    George    Brabazon     Lord 
PoNSONBY.     {Earl  of  Besshorough.) 

George  Watson  Lord  Sondes. 

AxFBED  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scars- 
dale. 
George  Floranoe  Lord  Boston. 

Charles  George  Lord  Loyel  and  Hol- 
land.    {Earl  of  Egnwnt, ) 

Augustus  Henry  Lord  Vernon. 

Edward  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

George  Douglas  Lord  SuNDRiDGE.   {Duke 

of  Argyll) 
Edward  Henry  Julius  Lord  Hawke. 

Henry  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Arthur  de  Cardonnel  Lord  Dineyor. 

Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 

William  Lord  Bagot. 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Eiohard  Brinsley  Lord  Graitt- 

LBY. 

George  Bridges  Harley  Dennett  Lord 

EODNEY. 

William  Lord  Berwick. 

James  Henry  Legge  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Henry  De  La  Poer  Lord  Tyrone. 

{Marquees  of  Waterford,) 
Henry  Bentinck  Lord  Carleton.     {Earl 

of  Shannon.) 
Charles  Lord  Suffield. 

Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dorchester. 

Lloyd  Lord  B^enyon. 

Charles  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybrooke. 

George  Hamilton    Lord    Fisherwick. 

{Marquees  of  Donegal,) 
Henry  Charles  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount 

Oage,) 
Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 

WiLLLAM  George  Lord  Auckland. 

Charles  George  Lord  Lyttslton. 

Henry  George  Lord  Mendip.   ( Viscount 

Clifden,) 
George  Lord  Stuart  of  Castle  Stuart. 

{Earl  of  Moray.) 


Alan  Plantagbnbt  Lord  Stewart  of 
Garmes.  {Earl  of  Galloway.) 

James  George  Henry  Lord  Sajltebs- 
FORD.     {Earl  of  Cowrtoum.) 

William    Lord    Brodrick.      (^VUeount 

Midleton,) 
Frederick  Henry  William  Lord  Cal- 

THORPE. 

Peter  Egbert  Lord  Gwydir. 
Charles  Egbert  Lord  Carrinoton. 
William  Henry  Lord  Bolton. 
George  Lord  Northwiok. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilfobd. 
Thomas  Lord  Eibblesdale. 

Edward  Lord  Dunsany.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Theobald   Fitz- Walter    Lord    Dun- 

BOYNE.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Edward    Donough     Lord    Inchiquin. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
John    Thomas    William  Lord  Massy. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Egbert  Lord  Clonbrook.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Edward  Henry  Chxtrchill  Lord  Cbof- 

TON.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Dayrolles    Blakeney   Lord  Vkktby. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  Francts  Seymour  Lord  Moors. 
{Marquess  of  Drogheda,) 

John  Henry  Wellington  Graham  Lord 
LoFTUS.     {Marquess  of  Ely.) 

William  Lord   Carysfort.       {Earl  of 

Carysfort.) 
George  Ealph  Lord  Abercromby. 

Horace  Lord  Eivers. 

Charles  Edmund  Lord  Ellenbobouoh. 

AuGUSTUsFnEDEBIOKABTHUBLordSAHDYB 

Henry  North  Lord  Sheffield.     {Earl 

of  Sheffield.) 
John  Cadwallader  Lord  Erskinb. 

George  John  Lord  Monteagle.     {M/mT' 

quess  of  Sligo,) 
GeorgeArthur  Hastings  Lord  Gbakabd. 

{Earl  of  Granard.) 

HUNGEBFOBD  Lord  UBEWE. 

Alan  Legge  Lord  Gardner. 
John  Thomas  Lord  Manners. 

John  Adrian    Loms  Lord  HoPBTouir. 

{Earl  of  Hopetoun.) 
EiCHARD  Lord   Castlemainb.    {EUctad 

for  Ireland.) 
Charles  Lord  Meldbum.     {Marqu49$  0f 

JSuntly.) 
George  Frederick  Lord  Eoss.    {Earl  of 

Glasgow,) 
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William  Willottghby  Lord  Grinstead. 
{Earl  of  Ennhhillen,) 

William  Hale  John  Charles  Lord 
FoxFORD.     {Earl  of  Limerick. ) 

Francis  George  Lord  Churchill. 

George  Robert  Canning  Lord  Harris. 

Reginald  Charles  Edward  Lord  Col- 
chester. 

ScHOMBERG  Henry  Lord  B[er.  {Mar- 
quesi  of  Lothian.) 

George  Henry  Lord  Minster.  {Mar- 
quea  Conyngham.) 

James  Edward  William  Theobald  Lord 
Ormonde.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde.) 

Francis  Lord  Wemyss.  {Earlof  Weihyss.) 

John  Strange  Lord  Clanbrassill. 
{Earl  of  Roden.) 

William  Lygon  Lord  Silchester.  {Earl 
of  Longford.) 

Clotworthy  John  Eyre  Lord  Oriel. 
(  Viscaunt  Massereene.) 

Hugh  Lord  Delamere. 

George  Cecil  Weld  Lord  Forester. 

John  William  Lord  Rayleigh. 

Edric  Frederic  Lord  Gifford. 

Hubert  George  Lord  Somerhill. 
{Marquess  of  Clanricarde.) 

Alexander  William  Crawford  Lord 
WiGAN.  {Earl  of  Crawford  and  Bal- 
Carres.) 

Uchter  John  Mark  Lord  Ranfurly. 
{Earl  of  Ranfurly.) 

George  Lord  De  Tabley. 

Charles  Stuart  Aubrey  Lord  Tenter- 
den. 
William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket. 

William  Henry  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

bury. 
Archibald  Philip LordRosEBERY.   {Earl 

of  Rosehery.) 

Richard  James  Lord  Clanwilliam. 
{Earl  of  Clanwilliam.) 

Edward  Lord  Skelmersdale. 

William  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

William  Henry  Lord  Kilmarnock. 
{Earl  of  Err  oil.) 

Arthur  James  Lord  Fingall.  {Earl  of 
Fingall.) 

William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.  {Earl  of 
Sefton.) 

Robert  Berminghaic  Lord  Clements. 
{Earl  of  Leitrim.) 

Thomas  Lord  Ksnlis.  {Marquess  of 
Seadfort.) 


William,  Lord   Chaworth.      {Earl   of 

Meath.) 
Charles    Adolphus    Lord    Dunmore. 

{Earl  of  Dunmore.) 
Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 

Lord  POLTIMORE. 

Edward  Mostyn  Lord  Mostyn. 

Henry  Spencer  Lord  Templemore. 

Valentine  Frederick  Lord  Cloncurry. 

John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saxtmarez. 

Lucius  Bentinck  Lord  Hunsdon.     (  Vis- 

count  Falkland.) 
Thomas  Lord  Denman. 

William  Frederick  Lord  Abinger. 
Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 
Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Ashburton. 
Edward  Richard  Lord  Hatherton. 

George  Henry  Charles  Lord  Straf- 
ford. 

Archibald  Brabazon  Sparrow  Lord 
WoRLiNGHAM.     {Earl  of  Gosford.) 

William  Frederick  Lord  Stratheden. 

Geoffrey  Dominick  Augustus  Frede- 
rick Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Simon  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Charlemont. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont.) 

Francis  Alexander  Lord  Kintore. 
{Earl  of  Kintore.) 

George  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismore.  (  Vis- 
count Lismore.) 

Derrick  Warner  William  Lord  Ross- 
more. 

Robert  Shapland  Lord  Carew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper 
Lord  De  Mauley. 

Arthur  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Charles  Douglas  Richard  Lord  Sude- 

LEY. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Metuuen. 

Henry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley. 
William  Henry  Lord  Leigh. 
Beilby  Richard  Lord  Wenlock. 
Charles  Lord  Lurgan. 
Thomas   Spring    Lord   Montxagle   of 

Brandon. 
James  Lord  Seaton. 
Edward    Arthur    Wellington    Lord 

EIeane. 
John  Lord  OxsNFOORD.     (Earl  of  Stair.) 
Charles  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 
John  Lord  Conoleton. 
Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Clancoxal.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
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Victor  Alexaitoer  Lord  Elgin.    {Farl 

of  Elgin  and  Kincardine.) 
William  Henry  Forester  Lord  Londes- 

BOROTJOH. 

Samitel  Jones  Lord  Oyerstone. 

Charles  Eobert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 

Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne. 

Edward     Burtenshaw     Lord     Saint 

Leonards. 
Richard  Henry  Fitz-Roy  Lord  Raglan. 

Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Aveland. 

Valentine  Augustus   Lord  Kenmare. 

{JEarl  of  Kenmare.) 
Richard  Biceerton  Pemell  Lord  Lyons. 

Edward  Lord  Belper. 

Jaices  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide. 

Robert  Lord  Ebury. 

Alexander  Whjjah  Qeorge  Lord 
Skene.     {JEarl  Fife.) 

William  George  Lord  Chesham. 

Frederic  Augustus  Lord  Chelmsford. 

John  Lord  Churston. 

John  Charles  Lord  Strathspey.  {Earl 
of  Sea  field.) 

HmmY  iLord  Leconfield. 

WiLLDLM  Tatton  Lord  Egerton. 

Gk)DrREY  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 

Frrz  Patrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 

William  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

Arthur  Fitz-Gerald  Lord  Kjnnatrd. 

Richard  Luttrell  Pilkinqton  Lord 
Westbury. 

Francis  William  Fitzhardinqe  Lord 
Fitzhardinge. 

Luke  George  Lord  Annaly. 

Richard  Monckton  Lord  Houghton. 

William  Lord  Romilly. 

Jambs  Lord  Barrogill.  {Earl  of  Caith- 
ness.) 

Thomas  Lord  Clermont. 

James  Herbert  Gustavus  Meredyth 
Lord  Meredyth.     {Lord  Athlumney.) 

Windham  Thomas  Lord  Kenry.  {Earl 
of  Dunraven  and  Mount-Earl.) 

Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.  {Vis- 
count Monch.) 

John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.  {Lord 
Henniker.) 

Edward  Robert  Lytton  Lord  Lytton. 

Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
Hugh  Henry  Lord  Strathnairn. 
Edward  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 

Gustavus  Russell  Lord  Brancepeth. 
(  Viscount  Boyne.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Kesteyen. 

John  Lord  Ormathwaite. 
WiLiJAM  Lord  O'Neill. 
Robert  Cornelis  Lord  Napier. 


Jenico  Wiluam  Joseph  Lord  Gobman- 

STON.     {Viscount  GormansUn.) 
William  Page  Lord  Hathebley. 

John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 
James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 

John  Lord  Dunning.    {Lord  RoUo,) 

James    Lord     Balinhabd.       {Earl  of 

Southssk.) 
William  Lord  Hare.  {Earl  of  LisUno^.) 

Edward    George    Lord     Howard   of 

Glossop. 
John  Lord  Castletown. 

John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 

Thomas  James  Lord  Robabtes. 

George  Grenfell  Lord  Wolvebton. 

FuLKE  Southwell  Lord  Gbeyillb. 

Thomas  Lord  O'Hagan. 

William  Lord  Sandhubst. 

Frederic  Lord  Blachford. 

Francis  Lord  Ettrick.     {Lord  ITn^ner,) 

John  Lord  Hanmeb. 

RouNDELL  Lord  Selbobne. 

Gavin    Lord    Bbeadalbane.      {Earl  of 

Breadalhane.) 
James  Charles  Herbert  Welbobe  Ellis 

Lord  SoMERTON.   {Earl  of  ITornumUm.) 

Robert  Alexander  Shafto  Lord  Wa- 

VENEY. 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberda  re. 
Edward  Granville  GEORGELordliAHEB- 

TON. 

James  Lord  Moncreiff. 

John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 

William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Cabijnqfobd. 

Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottesloe. 
Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 
John  Somerset  Lord  Hampton. 
John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

CosPATRicK  Alexander  Lord  Dojjolab. 

{Earl  of  Some.) 
George  Lord  Ramsay.     {Earl  of  2W- 

housie.) 
Arthur  Edward  Holland  Obey  Lord 

Grey  de  Radcliffe. 
John    Lord  Fermanagh.     {In  anothsr 

Place  as  Earl  of  Erne.) 
William  Richard  Lord  Harlech. 
Henry  Gerard  Lord  Alinoton. 
John  Lord  Tollemache. 
Robert  Tolver  Lord  Gerard. 
Mortimer  Lord  Sackvillb. 
Colin  Lord  Blackbxtrn.     {A  Lord  of 

Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 
Richard  Lord  Airey. 
Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 


LIST    OF    THE    COMMONS. 


THE    NAMES    OF    MEMBERS 

BbTUBNSD  to   8BEVB  IN  THE  TWENTY-FIBST  PARLIAMENT  QP  THE   TJinTED  KiNODOM 

OF  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminster 
THE  Fifth  Day  of  March,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and  Seventy- 
four,   A3    BY    THE    SEVERAL    RETURNS  FILED    IN    THE    OfFICE   OF  THE    OlERK 

OF  THE  Crown  in  Chancery  appears  :  amended  to  the  Opening  of  the 
Seventh  Session  on  the  5th  Day  of  February,  1880. 


BEDFORD  COUNTY. 

Sir  Richard  Thomas  Gilpin, 

bt. 
Marquess  of  Tavistock. 

BEDFORD. 
Samuel  Whitbread, 
Frederick  Charles  Polhill- 

Tumer. 

BERKS  COUNTY. 

Robert  Loyd-Lindsay, 
John  Walter, 
Philip  Wroughton. 

reading. 

George  John  ShawLefevre, 
George  Palmer. 

WINDSOR  (NEW). 
Robert  Richardson  Gard- 
ner. 

WALLINGFORD. 

Edward  Wells. 

ABINGDON. 
John  Creemer  Clarke. 

BUCKINGHAM 
COUNTY. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  Har- 
*       vey,  bt., 

Nathaniel  Grace  Lambert, 
Hon.  Thomas  Francis  Fre- 
mantle. 

AYLESBURY. 
Sir    Nathaniel  Mayer  de 

Rothschild,  bt., 
Samuel  George  Smith. 
BUCKINGHAM. 

Egerton  J.  Hubbard. 

MARLOW  (GREAT). 
Thomas  Owen  Wethered. 

WYCOMBE  (CUEPPING). 
Hon.  William  Henry  Pe- 
regrine Carington. 


CAMBRIDGE  COUNTY. 

Rt.  hon.  Henry  Bouverie 

William  Brand, 
Benjamin  Bridges  Hunter 

Rodwell, 
Edward  Hicks. 

CAMBRIDGE(UNIVERSITY). 

Rt.  hon.  Spencer  Horatio 

Walpole, 
Alexander  James  Beresford 

Beresford-Hope. 

CAMBRIDGE. 

Alfred  George  Marten, 
Patrick  Boylo  Smollett. 

EAST  CHESHIRE. 

WiUiam  John  Legh, 
William  Cunliffe  Brooks. 

MID  CHESHIRE. 
Hon.  Wilbrahara  Egerton, 
Piers  Egerton  Warburton. 

WEST  CHESHIRE. 

Sir  Philip  de  Malpas  Grey 

Egerton,  bt., 
Hon.  Wilbraham  Frederick 

Tollemache. 

MACCLESFIELD. 

William    Coare     Brockle- 

hurst, 
David  Chadwick. 

STOCKPORT. 

Charles  Henry  Hopwood, 
Frederick  Pennington. 

BIRKENHEAD. 

David  Mac  Iver. 

CHESTER. 

Henry  Cecil  Raikes, 
Rt.  hon.  John  George  Dod- 
8on. 


CORNWALL   COUNTY. 

(Eastern  jyivision,) 

Sir  Colman  Rashleigh,  bt., 
John  Tremayne. 

( WeMtem  Dtoinon.) 
Sir  John  Saint  Aubyn,  bt., 
Arthur  Pendarves  Vi W 

TRURO. 
Sir  James  M^Garel-Hogg, 

bt., 
Arthur  Tremayne. 

PENRTN  AKD  FALMOUTH. 

David  James  Jenkins, 
Henry  Thomas  Cole. 

BODMIN. 

Hon.     Edward     Frederic 
Leveson-Gt)wer. 

LAUNCESTON. 

Sir  Hardinge  Stanley  Gif- 
fard,  knt. 

LISKEARD. 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

HELSTON. 
Adolphus  William  Young. 

ST.  IVES. 
Charles  Tyringham  Praed. 

CUMBERLAND 
COUNTY. 

{EoMtem  Diviiion,) 

Edward  Stafiford  Howard, 
George  James  Howard. 

( WuUm  Dwition,) 

Hon.  Percy  Scawen  Wynd- 

ham, 
Rt.  Hon.  Jocelyn  Francis 

Lord  Muncaster. 
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CARLISLE. 
Robert  Ferguson, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

COCKERMOUTH. 
William  Fletcher. 

WHITEHAVEN. 
Rt.  bon.  George  Augustus 
Frederick        Cavendish 
Bentinck. 

DERBY  COUNTY. 

(North  Derbyshire.) 
Lord  George  Henry  Caven- 
dish, 
Augustus  Peter  Arkwright. 

(South  Derbyshire.) 
Sir  Henry  Wilmot,  bt., 
Thomas  WiUiam  Evans. 

(East  Derbyshire.) 
Hon.  Francis  Egerton, 
Francis  Arkwright. 

DERBY. 

Michael  Thomas  Bass, 
Samuel  PlimsoU. 

DEVON  COUNTY. 

(North  Devonshire,) 

Rfr.  hon.  Sir  StaflPord  Henry 

Northcote,  bt., 
Sir  Thomas  Dyke  Acland, 

bt. 

(East  Devonshire.) 

Sir  Lawrence  Palk,  bt., 
Sir   John    Henry  Kenna- 
way,  bt. 

(South  Devonshire.) 

Sir  Lopes  Massey  Lopes, 

bt., 
John  Carpenter  Gamier. 

TIVERTON. 
Sir  John  Heathcoat  Amory, 

bt. 
Rt.  hon.  WiUiam  Nathaniel 

Massey. 

PLYMOUTH. 
Edward  Bates, 
Sampson  Samuel  Lloyd. 

BARNSTAPLE. 

Thomas  Cave, 

DEVONPORT. 

John  Henry  Puleston, 
George  Edward  Price. 

TAVISTOCK. 
Lord  Arthur  John  Edward 
Russell. 

EXETER. 
Arthur  Mills, 
John  George  Johnson. 


{COMMONS,  1880} 

DOESET  COUNTY. 

John  Floyer, 

Hon.  William  Henry  Berke- 
ley Portman, 

Hon.  Edward  TrafcJgar 
Digby. 

WEYMOUTH  AWD  MELCOMBE 
REGIS. 

Henry  Edwards, 
Sir  Frederick  John  William 
Johnstone,  bt. 

DORCHESTER. 
William  Ernest  Brymer. 

BRIDPORT. 
Pandeli  Balli. 

SHAFTESBURY. 

Vere  Fane  Benett- Stanford. 
WAREHAM. 

John  Samuel  Wanley  Saw- 
bridge  Erle-Drax. 
POOLE. 

Hon.  Anthony  Evelyn  Mel- 
bourne Ashley. 

DUEHAM  COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 

Charles  Mark  Palmer, 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 
( Southern  Division.) 
Joseph  Whitwell  Pease, 
Frederick  Edward  Blackett 
Beaumont. 

DURHAM  (CITY). 
Farrer  Herscheli, 
Sir  Arthur  Edward  Mid- 
dleton,  bt. 

SUNDERLAND. 
Edward  Temperley  Gour- 

ley, 

Sir  Henry  Marshman 
Havelock,  bt. 

GATESHEAD. 
Walter  Henry  James. 

SHIELDS  (SOUTH). 
James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

DARLINGTON. 
Edmund  Backhouse. 

HARTLEPOOL. 
Isaac  Lowthian  Bell. 

STOCKTON. 
Joseph  Dodds. 

•  ESSEX  COUNTY. 

( West  Essex.) 

Sir  Henry  John  Selwin  lb- 
betson,  bt., 

LordEustace  Heniy  Brown- 
low  Gasooyne  dedL 


Members, 
Essex  County — cont. 

(East  Essex.) 

James  Boimd, 
Samuel     Brise     Buggies- 
Brise. 

(South  Essex.) 

Thomas  Charles  Baring, 
William  Thomas  Makins. 

COLCHESTER. 

Alexander  Learmonth, 
Herbert  Bulkeley  Praed. 

MALDON. 
Gheorge  Courtauld. 

HARWICH. 
Henry  Jervis  White  Jervis. 


GLOUCESTEECOUNTY. 

(Eastern  Division. ) 
Bt.  hon.  Sir  Michael  Ed- 
ward Hicks-Beach,  bt. 
John  Beginald  Yorke. 

( Western  Division, ) 

Hon.  Bandall  Edward 
Sherborne  Plunkett, 

Bobert  Nigel  Fitzhardinge 
Kingscote. 

STROUD. 
Alfred  John  Stanton. 
Samuel  Stephens  Marling. 

TEWKESBURY. 
WiUiam  Edwin  Price. 

CIRENCESTER. 

Thomas  William  Chester 
Master. 

CHELTENHAM. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Qurdner. 

GLOUCESTER. 

WiUiam  KUHgrew  Wait, 
Charles  James  Monk. 

HEBEFOBD  COUNTY. 

Sir  Joseph  BusseU  Bailey, 

bt., 
Michael  Biddulph, 
Daniel  Peploe  reploe. 

HEREFORD. 

George  Clive, 
George  Arbuthnot. 

LEOMINSTER. 

Thomas  Blake. 
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HEETFOED  COUNTY. 

Thomas  Frederick  Halsey, 
Abel  Smith, 

Hon.     Heniy     Frederick 
Cowper. 

HERTFORD. 
Arthur  James  Balfour. 


HUNTINGDON 

COUNTY. 

Edward  Fellowes, 
Viscount  Mandeville. 

HUNTINGDON. 

Viscount  B[inchingbrook. 

KENT  COUNTY. 

(Eaulem  Division.) 
Edward  Leigh  Pemberton, 
William  Deedes. 

( West  Kent.) 
Sir  Charles  Henry  Mills,  bt. , 
Viscount  Lewisham. 

(Mid  KetU,) 
Hon.  William  Archer  (Am- 
herst) Viscoimt  Holmes- 
dale, 
Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke, 
bt. 

ROCHESTER. 

Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  bt., 
Arthur  John  Otway. 

MAIDSTONE. 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  bt.. 
Sir  Sydney  Hedley  Water- 
low,  bt. 

GREENWICH. 
Thomas  William  Boord, 
Et.   hon.   William    Ewart 
Gladstone. 

CHATHAM. 
John  Eldon  Gorst. 

GRAVESEND. 
Bedford    dapperton   Tre- 
velyan  Pim. 

CANTERBURY. 
Hon.  Alfred  Erskine  Ga- 

thome-Hardy 
Eobort  Peter  Laurie. 

LANCA8TEE  COUNTY. 

(North  Lanecuhire.) 
Et.  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur 
Stanley, 

Thomas  Henry  Clifton. 

(Nifrih-fatt  Lanecuhire.) 

James  ^faden  Holt, 
John  Pierce  Chamberlain 
Starkie. 
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{ South-east  Lanecuhire.) 
Hon.  Algernon  FulkeEger- 

ton, 
Edward  Hardcastle. 

(South-west  Lancashire.) 
Et.  hon.  Eichard  Assheton 

Cross, 
John  Ireland  Blackbume. 

LIVERPOOL. 
Eight  hon.  Dudley  Francis 
Stuart  (Eyder)  Viscount 
Sandon, 
William  Eathbone, 
Edward  Whitley. 

MANCHESTER. 
Hugh  Birley, 
Sir  Thomas  Bazley,  bt., 
Jacob  Bright. 

PRESTON. 
Edward  Hermon, 
Sir  John  Holker,  knt. 

WIGAN. 
Hon.  Lord  Lindsay, 
Thomas  Knowles. 

BOLTON. 
John  Hick, 
John  Kynaston  Cross. 

BLACKBURN. 
William  Edward  Briggs. 
Daniel  Thwaites. 

OLDHAM. 
Frederick  Lowten  Spinks, 
John  Tomlinson  Hibbert. 

SALFORD. 
William  Thomas  Charley, 
Oliver  Ormerod  Walker. 

CLITHEROE. 
Ealph  Assheton. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE. 
Tliomas  Walton  Mellor. 

BURY. 
Eobert  Needham  Philips. 

ROCHDALE. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

WARRINGTON. 
Sir  Gilbert  GreenaU,  bt. 

BURNLEY. 
Peter  Eylands. 

STALEYBRIDGE. 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 


LEICESTEE  COUNTY. 

(Northgm  Dimtitm.) 
Et.  hon.  Lord  John  James 

Eobert  Manners, 
Samuel  William  Clowes. 

( Southtm  Division,) 
Albert  PeU, 
William  Unwin  Heygate. 
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LEICESTER. 
Peter  Alfred  Taylor, 
Alexander  M 'Arthur. 

LINCOLN  COUNTY. 

(North  Lincolnshire.) 

Sir  John  Dugdale  Astley, 

bt., 
Eowland  Winn. 

(Mid  Lincolnshire.) 
Henry  Chaplin, 
Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

(South  Lincolnshire.) 

Sir  William  Earle  Welby- 

Gregory,  bt., 
Edmund  Tumor. 

GRANTHAM. 

Sir   Hugh  Arthur  Henry 

Cholmeley,  bt., 
Henry  Francis   Cockayne 

Cust. 

BOSTON. 

William  James  Ligpram, 
Thomas  Garfit. 

STAMFORD. 

Et.  hon.  Sir  John  Charles 
Dalrymple  Hay,  bt. 

GRIMSBY  (GREAT). 

Alfred  Mellor  Watkin. 

LINCOLN. 
Edward  Chaplin, 
Charles  Seely. 

MIDDLESEX  COUNTY. 

Et.    Hon.    Lord    George 

Francis  Hamilton, 
Octavius  Edward  Coope. 
WESTMINSTER. 

Et.   hon.   William  Henry 

Smith, 
Sir  Charles  Eussell,  bt. 
TOWER  HAMLETS. 
Charles  Thompson  Eitchie, 
Joseph  D' Aguilar  Samuda. 

HACKNEY. 
John  Holms, 
Henry  Fawcett. 

FINSBURY. 
William    Torrens    M'Cul- 

lagh  Torrens, 
Sir  Andrew  Lusk,  bt. 

MARYLEBONE. 
William  Forsyth, 
Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  knt. 

CHELSEA. 
Sir    Charles    Wentworth 

Dilke,  bt., 
William  Gbrdon. 
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LONDON  (UNIVERSITY). 
Et.  hon.  Robert  Lowe. 

LONDON. 
William  James  Eiclimond 

Cotton, 
PhiUp  Twells, 
Bt.  Hon.  John  Gellibrand 

Hubbard, 
Rt.  hon.  George  Joacbim 

Goscben. 


MONMOUTH  COUNTY. 

Rt.    Hon.     Lord     Henry 

Richard  Charles  Somerset, 

Hon.  Frederick  Conrtenay 

Morgan. 

MONMOUTH. 
Thomas  Cordes. 

NORFOLK  COUNTY. 

( West  Norfolk.) 
Sir  William  Btigge,  bt., 
George    William    Pierre- 
pont  Bentinck. 

{North  Norfolk.) 

Sir  Edmund  Henry^iowles 

Lacon,  bt., 
Edward  Birkbeck. 

{South  Norfolk,) 

Clare  Sewell  Read, 

Sir  Robert  JacobBuxton,bt. 

LYNN    REGIS. 
Hon.  Robert  Bourke, 
Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton. 

NORWICH. 
Jeremiah  James  Colman, 

NORTHAMPTON 
COUNTY. 

{Northern  Divuion.) 

SackviUe  George  Stopford- 
Sackville, 

Hon.  Lord  Burffhley. 
{Southern  Division.) 

Sir  Rainald  Knightley,  bt., 

Fairfax  WiUiam  Cart- 
wright. 

PETERBOROUGH. 

Thomson  Hankey, 

Hon.  William  John  Went- 
worth  Fitz William. 
NORTHAMPTON. 

Pickering  Phipps, 

Charles  George  Mere- 
wether. 

NORTHUMBERLAND" 
COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 

Rt.  non.  Hen^  George 
(Percy)  Earl  Percy, 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley, 
bt. 
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NORTHUMBBELAND   COXTNTY 

— eont, 

{Southern  Division.) 

Wentworth  Blackett  Beau- 
mont, 
Edward  Ridley. 

MORPETH. 
Thomas  Burt. 

TYNEMOUTH. 
Thomas  Eustace  Smith. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE. 

Joseph  Cowen, 

Charles  Frederick  Hamond. 

BERWICK-UPON-TWEED. 

Sir  Dudley  Coutts  Marjori- 

banks,  bt., 
David  Milne  Home. 

NOTTINGHAM 
COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division,) 
Frederick  Chatfield  Smith, 
Viscount  Galway. 

( Southern  Division). 

Thomas  Blackbome  Thoro- 

ton  Hildyard, 
George  Storer. 

NEWARK-UPON-TRENT. 
Thomas  Earp, 
Samuel  Boteler  Bristowe. 

RETFORD  (EAST). 

Francis  John  Savile  Fol- 

jambe, 
William     Beckett     Deni- 

son. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

William  Evelyn  Denison, 
Saul  Isaac. 


OXFORD  COUNTY. 

John  Sidney  North, 
William  Comwallis  Cart- 
wright, 
Edward  William  Harcourt. 

OXFORD  (UNIVERSITY). 

Rt.  hon.  John  Robert  Mow- 
bray, 
John  Gilbert  Talbot. 

OXFORD  (CITY). 
Sir  William  George  Gh*an- 

viUe  Yenables  Vemon- 

Harcourt,  knt., 
Alexander  William  Hall. 


WOODSTOCK. 
Lord     Randolph     Henry 
Spencer  Churchill. 

BANBURY. 
Bemhard  Samuelson. 

RUTLAND  COUNTY. 
Rt.  hon.  Gerard  James  Noel, 
George  Henry  Finch. 

SALOP  COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 
Hon.  George  Cecil  (Mando 

(Bridgeman)      Yisooimt 

Newport, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

{Southern  Division.) 
John  Edmimd  Seveme, 
Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton,  bt. 

SHREWSBURY. 
Charles  Cecil  Cotes, 
Henry  Robertson. 
WENLOCK. 
Alexander         Hargreayes 

Brown, 
Cecil      Theodore       Weld 
Forester. 

LUDLOW. 
Hon.      Geoige      Herbert 
Windsor  Windsor-diTe. 
BRIDGNORTH. 
William  Henry  Foster. 

SOMERSET  COUNTY. 

{East  Somerset.) 
Sir  Philip  John  WiUiam 

Miles,  bt. 
Lord  Brooke. 

{Mid  Somerset.) 
Richard  Homer  Paget, 
William    Stephen     Gore- 
Langton 

{West  Somerset.) 
Hon.    Arthur    WelHngton 
Alexander  Nelson  Hood, 
Yaughan       Hanning 
Yaughan-Lee. 
BATH. 
Sir  Arthur  DivettHayter,bt. 
Nathaniel  George  Philips 
Bousfield. 

TAUNTON. 

Alexander    Charles    Bar- 
clay. 

Sir  Henry  James,  knt. 
FROME. 

Henry  Bemhard  Samuel- 
son. 

BRISTOL. 
Samuel  Morley, 
Lewis  Fry. 
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SOUTHAMPTON 
COUNTY. 

(NorUum  DivUion.) 

Ht.    hon.  George   Sclater- 

Booth, 
William  Wither  Bramston 

Beach. 

{Southern  DivUion.) 
Lord  Henry  John  Montagu- 

Douglas-Scott, 
Bt.  hon.  William  Francis 
Cowper-Temple. 
WINCHESTER. 
William  Barrow  Simonds, 
Arthur  Bobert  Naghten. 

PORTSMOUTH. 
Sir  James  Dalrymple  Horn 

El^^instone,  bt., 
Hon.Thomas  Charles  Bruce, 

LYMINGTON. 
Edmund  Hegan  Kennard. 

ANDOVER. 
Henry  Wellesley. 

CHRISTCHURCH. 
Sir      Henry      Drummond 
Wolff. 

PETERSFIELD. 
Hon.  SydneyHylton  JoUiffe. 

SOUTHAMPTON. 
Sir  Frederick  Perkins,  knt., 
Alfred  Giles 

STAFFOED  COUNTY. 

(North  Stafordshirf.) 
Colin  Minton  Campbell, 
Robert  William  Hanbury. 

( West  Staffordshire.) 
Alexander  Staveley  Hill, 

Francis  Monckton. 

(Eait  Staffordshire,) 

Samuel  Chanes  Allsopp, 
Michael  Arthur  Bass. 
STAFFORD. 

Thomas  Salt, 
Alexander  Macdonald. 

TAMWORTH. 
Bt.  hon.  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  bt., 
Hamar  Alfred  Bass. 
KEWOASTLE-UNDER-LYME. 
William  Shepherd  Allen, 
Samuel  Bathbone  Edge. 

WOLVERHAMPTON. 
Bt.  hon.  Charles  Pelham 

Yilliers, 
ThomasMatthiasWeguelin . 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT. 
Bobert  Heath, 
Edward  Yaughan  Kenealy. 

WALSALL. 
Sir  Charles  Forster,  bt. 
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WEDNESBURT. 
Alexander  Brogden. 

LICHFIELD. 
Bichard  Dyott. 

SUFFOLK  COUNTY."" 

(EMtem  JXvision.) 

Frederick  Brook  (Thellus- 
son)  Lord  Bendlesham, 

Frederick  St.  John  Newde- 
gate  Barne. 

( Western  IMvision.) 

Windsor  Parker, 

Thomas  ThornhiU. 
IPSWICH. 

Thomas  Clement  Cobbold, 

James  Bedfoord  Bulwer. 
BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS. 

Edward  Gbeene, 

Lord  Francis  Hervey. 

EYE. 
Bt.  hon.  George  William 
Yiscount  Barrington. 

SUBBEY  COUNTY."" 

(East  Surrey.) 
James  Watney, 
William  Gbantham. 

(Mid  Surrey.) 
Sir  Henry  William  Peek,bt. 
Sir    James    John    Trevor 
Lawrence,  bt. 

( West  Surrey.) 
George  Cubitt, 

Lee  Steere. 

SOUTHWARK. 
Francis  Marcus  Beresford. 

LAMBETH. 
Sir  James  Clarke  Lawrence, 

bt. 
William  McArthur. 
GUILDFORD. 
Denzil  Boberts  Onslow. 

SUSSEX  COUNTY. 

(Eastern  Division.) 

George  Burrow  Gregory, 

Montagu  David  Scott. 
( Western  Division.) 

Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Bart- 
tolot,  bt., 

Hon.  Charles  Henry  (Gor- 
don    Lennox)    Earl    of 

March. 
SHOREHAM  (NEW). 

Bt.  hon.  Stephen  Cave, 
Sir  Walter  Wm.  Burrell,  bt. 

BRIGHTHELMSTONE. 
James  Lloyd  Ashbury, 
Charles  Cameron  Shute. 

CHICHESTER. 
Bt.  hon.  Lord  Henry  George 
Charles  Gbrdon  Lennox. 


LEWES. 
William  Langham  Christie. 

HORSHAM. 
James  Clifton  Brown. 

MU)HURST. 
Sir  Henry  Thurston  Hol- 
land, bt. 

WABWICK  COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division,) 

Charles  Newdigate  Newde- 
?ate, 

William  Bromley  Daven- 
port. 

( Southern  Division.) 
Bt.hon.  Hugh  (de  Grey  Sey- 
mour) Earl  of  Yarmoutti. 
Sir  John  Eardley  Eardley 

Wilmot,  bt. 

BIRMINGHAM. 
Philip  Henry  Mimtz, 
Bt.  hon.  John  Bright, 

Joseph  Chamberlain. 

WARWICK. 
George  William  John  Bep- 
ton, 

Arthur  Wellesley  Peel. 

COVENTRY. 
Henry  William  Eaton, 
Sir  Henry  Mather  Jackson, 
bt. 

WESTMOBELAND 
COUNTY. 
Hon.     Thomas    (Taylour) 
Earl  of  Bective, 

Hon.  William  Lowther. 

KENDAL. 
John  Whitwell. 

"(WIGHT)  ISLE  OF. 
Alexander  Dundas  Wishart 

Boss  Baillio  Cochrane. 
NEWPORT,  ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Charles  Cavendish  Clifford. 

WILTS  COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 
George  Sotheron  Estcourt, 
Sir   George   Samuel    Jen- 

kinson,  bt. 

(Southern  Division.) 

Bt.  hon.  Lord  Henry  Frede- 
rick Thynne, 

Hon.  (William  Pleydell 
Bouverie)  Viscount 

Folkestone. 
NEW  SARUM  (SALISBURY). 
Granville  Bichard  Byder, 
John  Alfred  Lush. 

CRICKLADE. 
Sir  Daniel  Gboch,  bt., 
Ambrose  Lothbridge  God- 

dard. 
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DEVIZES. 
Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  bt. 

MARLBOROUGH. 
Lord      Charles      William 
Bruce. 

CHIPPENHAM. 
Gabriel  Goldney. 
CALNE. 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice. 

MALMESBURT. 
Walter  Powell. 

WESTBURY. 
Abraham  Laverton. 

WILTON. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

WOECESTEE  COUNTY. 

{Eastern  Division.) 
Henry  Allsopp, 
Thomas  Eades  Walker. 

( Western  Dimsion.) 
Frederick  Winn  Knight, 
Sir     Edmund     Anthoney 

Harley  Lechmere,  bt. 
EVESHAM. 

James  Bourne. 

DROITWICH. 
John  Corbett. 

BEWDLEY. 
Charles  Harrison. 
DUDLEY. 
Henry  Brinsley  Sheridan. 

KIDDERMINSTER. 
Sir     William      Augustus 
Eraser,  bt. 

WORCESTER. 
Thomas  Bowley  Hill, 
John  Derby  Allcroft. 

YOEK  COUNTY. 

{North  Riding.) 

Bt.  Jion.  William  Beginald 

g)uncombe)       Viscount 
elmsley, 
Frederick  Acclom  Milbank. 

{East  Riding.) 
Christopher  Sykes, 
William   Henry   Harrison 
Broadley. 

(West  Riding,NorthemDiv%sion.) 

Lord     Frederick    Charles 

Cavendish, 

Sir  Matthew  Wilson,  bt. 
(West Riding, Eastern  Division.) 

tSuristopher      Beckett 

Denison, 
Joshua  Fielden. 

i^est  Riding,Southem  Division.) 
Walter    Thomas  William 

Spencer  Stanhope, 
Lowis  Randal  Starkey. 
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York  County — eoni. 

LEEDS. 

William  St.  James  Wheel- 
house, 

Robert  Tennant, 

John  Barran. 

PONTEFRACT. 

Rt.    hon.    Hugh    Culling 
Eardley  Childers, 

Samuel  Waterhouse. 
SCARBOROUGH. 

Sir  Charles  Legard,  bt., 

Sir  Harcourt  Vanden  Bem- 
pde  Johnstone,  bt. 

SHEFFIELD. 
Anthony  John  Mimdella. 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

BRADFORD. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Edward 

Forster, 
Henry  William  Ripley. 

HALIFAX. 
Rt.  hon.  James  Stansfeld, 
John  Dyson  Hutchinson. 
KNATIESBOROUGH. 

Basil  Thomas  Woodd. 

MALTON. 

Hon.      Charles      William 

Wentworth  -  FitzwiUiam. 

RICHMOND. 

Hon.  John  Charles  Dimdas. 

RIP  ON. 
Rt.  hon.  Frederick  Oliver 
(Robinson)  Earl  de  Ghrey. 
HUDDERSFIELD. 
Edward  Aldam  Leatham. 

THIRSK. 
Sir  William  Payne  Gall- 
wey,  bt. 

NORTHALLERTON. 
George  WiUiam  EUiot. 

WAKEFIELD. 

Thomas  Kemp  Sanderson. 

WHITBY. 
WiUiam  Henry  Oladstone. 

YORK  CITY. 
George  Leeman, 
Rt.  hon.  James  Lowther. 

MIDDLESBOROUGU. 
Isaac  Wilson. 

DEWSBURY. 
John  Simon. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL. 
Charles  Henry  Wilson, 
Charles  Morgan  Norwood. 

BARONS  OF  THE 
CINQUE  PORTS. 

DOVER. 
Charles  S^aye  Freshfield, 
Alexander  George  Dickson. 


Barons    of    thb    Oikqx7B 

Ports — eont. 

HASTINGS. 

Thomas  Brassey, 

Sir  Ughtred  James  Kay- 

Shuttleworth,  bt. 
SANDWICH. 
Henry  Arthur  Brassey, 
Rt.  hon.  Edward  Hugessen 

Knatchbnll-HngeBBen. 

Sir  Edward  William  Wat- 

kin. 

RYE. 
Hon.    John    Stewart    Oa- 
thome-Hardy. 

WALES. 
ANGLESEA  COUNTY. 
Richard  Davies. 

BEAUMARIS. 
Morgan  Lloyd. 

BRECKNOCK  COUNTY. 
William  FuUer  Maitland. 

BRECKNOCK. 
James      Price       William 
Qwynne  Holford. 

CARDIGAN  COUNTY." 
Thomas  Edward  Lloyd. 

CARDIGAN,  Ac. 

David  Davies. 

CARMARTB^ 
COUNTY. 
Hon.  (Frederick  Archibald 
Yanghan  Campb^)  Yis- 
count  Emlyn, 
John  Jones. 

CARMARTHEN,  4o. 
Benjamin     Thomas    Wil- 
liams. 

CARNARVON  COUNTY. 
Hon.George  SholtoDouglai 
Pennant. 

CARNARVON,  Ac. 
William  Bulkeley  Hughes^ 

DENBIGH  COUNTY." 

SirWatkinWilliamsWynn, 
bt., 

Qeorge  Osborne  Mon^an. 

DENBIGH,  Ac. 
Watkin  Williams. 

FLINT  COUNTY. 
Hon.    Lord    Richard    de 
Aquila  Grosvenor. 
FLINT,  Ac. 
John  Roberts. 

GLAMORGAN  COUNTY. 
Henry  Hussey  Vivian, 
Christopher   Rice   Maaael 
Talbot. 


:^ 


LUiof 
Glaxoboak  OoxniTT — c<mL 

MERTHYR  TTDVIL. 
H^iiy  Bichard, 

Bichaid  FotheivilL 
CARDIFF,  ^. 
Jamee   Frederick    Dudley 

Crichton-Stuart 
SWANSEA,  Ac. 

Lewis  Llewelyn  DUlwyn. 

MERIONETH  COUNTY. 
Samuel  Holland. 


MONTGOMERY 
COUNTY. 
Charles  Watkin  Williams 
Wynn. 

MONTGOMERT,  Ac. 
Hon.  Frederick  Stephen  Ar- 
chibald Hanbury-Traey. 

PEMBROKE  COUNTY,  j 
James  Bevan  Bowen.  i 

PEMBROKE.  Ac. 
Edward  James  Reed,  C.B. ' 

IIAVERFORDWEST. 
Hon.  William  Baron  Ken- 
sington. 

RADNOR  COUNTY. 
Hon.  Arthur  Walsh. 
NEW  RADNOR. 
Rt.  hon.  Spencer  Compton 

(Cavendish)  Marquess  of 

Hartington. 

SCOTLAND. 

ABERDEENSHIRE. 
{EoMt  Aberdeenshirt,) 
Sir   Alexander    Hamilton 
Gordon,  knt. 

( JFest  Aberdientkirt,) 
Lord     William     Douglas 
Cope  GK)rdon. 

ABERDEEN. 

John  Farley  Leith. 

ARGTLE. 

Lord  Colin  CampbelL 

AYR. 

{North  Ayrikirt.) 

Roger  Montgomerie. 

(Satdk  Aymhirt,) 

Claud  Alexander. 
KILMARNOCK,  RENFREW, 

Ac. 
James  Fortescue  Harrison. 

BURGHS  OF  AYR.  Ac. 
Sir  William  James  Mont- 
gomery Ciminghame,  bt. 
BANFF. 
Robert  WiDin        i£f. 
BEBW. 

HoiLBbtBaiH   -.Jamiltaii 
BUT.. 
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GAITHNESSSHIRE. 
Sir    John    Gheorge    ToUe- 
mache  Sinclair,  bt. 

WICK,  KIRKWALL.  Ao. 
John  Pender. 

CLACKMANNAN  AND 
KINROSS. 

Et.  hon.  William  Patrick 
Adam. 

DUMBARTON. 
Archibald  Orr  Ewing. 
DUMFRIESSHIRE. 
John    James    Hope-John- 
stone. 

DUMFRIES,  Ac. 
Ernest  Noel. 

I  EDINBURGHSHIRE. 

!  Et.   hon.   William   Henry 
'      (Montagu  Douglas  Scott) 
Earl  of  Dalkeith. 
EDINBURGH. 
Duncan  McLaren, 
James  Cowan. 

UNIVERSITIES    OF    EDIN- 
BURGH AKD  ST.  ANDREWS. 
Et.  hon.  Lyon  Playfair. 

BURGHS  OF  LEITH,  Ac. 
Andrew  Grant. 

ELGIN  AKD  NAIRN. 
Sir    George     Macpherson 

Grant,  bt. 

BURGHS  OF  ELGIN,  Ac. 
Mountstuart      Elphinstone 
Grant  Duff. 

FALKIRK,  Ac.  BURGHS. 
John  Eamsay. 

FIFE. 
Sir  Eobert  Anstruther,  bt. 

BURGHS  OF  ST.  ANDREWS. 
Edward  Ellice. 

KIRKCALDY.  DYSART.  Ac. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  knt. 

FORFAR. 
James  William  Barclay. 

TOWN  OF  DUNDEE. 
James  Yeaman, 
Edward  Jenkins. 

MONTROSE,  Ac. 

Et.  hon.  William  Edward 
Baxter. 

HADDINGTON. 

Hon.      Francis      Wemyss 

(Chartoris)  Lord  Elcho. 

HADDINGTON  BURGHS. 

Sir  David  Wedderbum,  bt. 

INVERNESS. 
Donald  Cameron. 

INVERNESS,  Ac. 
Charles  Eraser  Mackintosh. 

KLNCARDINESIIIRE. 

Sir  George  BaH'our,  K.C.B. 

KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 

;       .  Maitiand. 


LANARK. 
(North  Lanarkihire,) 
Sir  Thomas  Edward  Cole- 
brooke,  bt. 

{Sottth  Lanarktkire,) 
Sir  Windham  CharlesJames 
Carmichael  -  Anstruther, 
bt. 

GLASGOW. 
Charles  Cameron, 
George  Anderson, 
Charles  Tennant. 

UNIVERSITIES  OF  GLAS- 
GOW AKD  ABERDEEN. 

Et.  hon.  William  Watson. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagan. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Samuel  Laing. 

PEEBLES  AKD  SELKIRK. 
Sir  Graham  (Graham  Mont- 
gomery, bt. 

PERTH. 
Henry    Edward     Stirling 
Home  DrummondMoray. 
TOWN  OF  PERTH. 
Charles  Stuart  Parker. 
RENFREWSHIRE. 
William  Mure. 

PAISLEY. 
WiUiam  Holms. 

GREENOCK. 
James  Stewart. 

ROSS  AND  CROMARTY. 
Alexander  Matheson. 

ROXBURGH. 
Sir    George    Henry   Soott 
Douglas,  bt. 

HAWICK,  SELKIRK,  Ac. 
George  Otto  Trovelyan. 

STIRLING. 
Sir  William  Edmonston*, 
bt. 

STIRLING,  Ac. 
Henry    CampbeU-Banner- 
man. 

SUTHERLAND. 
Hon.    (Cromartie  Leveson 
Gower)     Marquess      of 
Stafford. 

WIGTON. 
Eobert  Vans  Agnew. 

WIGTON,  Ac.  BURGHS. 
Mark  John  Stewart. 


IRELAND. 


ANTRIM  COUNTY. 
James  Chaine, 
Hon.  Edward  O'Neill. 

BELFAST. 
James  Porter  Cony, 
William  Ewart. 


List  of 

LISBURN. 
Sir  Eichard  Wallace,  bt. 

CARRICKFERGUS. 
Marriott  Eobert  Dalway. 

ARMAGH  COUNTY. 
Edward  Wingfield  Vemer, 
Maxwell  Charles  Close. 

ARMAGH    (CITY). 
G-eorge  De  La  Poer  Beres- 
ford. 
CARLOW  COUNTY. 
Henry  Bruen, 
Arthur      MacMorrough 
Kavanagh. 

CARLOW  (BOROUGH). 
Henry  Owen  Lewis. 

CAVAN  COUNTY. 
Charles  Joseph  Fay, 
Joseph  Gillis  Biggar. 
CLARE  COUNTY. 
Bt.    hon.    Lord     Francis 

Conyngham, 
James  P.C  Gorman  Mahon 
(The  O'Gorman  Mahon). 
ENNIS. 
James  Lysaght  Finigan. 

CORK  COUNTY. 
William  Shaw, 

David  la  Zouche  Colthurst. 

CORK  (CITY). 
Nicholas  Darnel  Murphy, 
William  Gt)ulding. 

BANDON  BRU)GE. 
Alexander  Swanston. 

YOUGHAL. 
Sir  JosephNeale  McKenna, 
knt. 

KINSALE. 

Eugene  Collins. 

MALLOW. 
John  George  MacCarthy. 

DONEGAL  COUNTY. 
Hon.    James     (Hamilton) 

Marquess  of  Hamilton, 
Thomas  Lea. 

DOWN  COUNTY. 
Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Edwin 
Hill-Trevor, 

Viscount  Castlereagh. 

NEWRY. 
William  Whitworth. 
DOWNPATRICK. 

John  Mulholland. 

DUBLIN  COUNTY. 
Ion  Trant  Hamilton, 
Bt.  hon.  Thomas  Edward 

Taylor. 

DUBLIN  (CITY). 
Sir  Arthur  Edward  Ghiin- 

neas,  bt., 
Maurice  Brooks. 

DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 
Hon.  David  Rbt.  Plunket, 
Bt.  hon.  Edward  Gibson. 
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FERMANAGH. 
William  Humphrys  Arch- 

dall, 
Hon.  Henry  Arthur  Cole. 

ENNISKILLEN. 
Hon.  John  Henry  (Crich- 
ton)  Viscount  Crichton. 

GALWAY  COUNTY. 
John  Philip  Nolan, 
Mitchell  Henry. 

GALWAY  (BOROUGH). 
George  Morris, 
Michael  Francis  Ward. 

KERRY. 
Henry  Arthur  Herbert, 
Rowland    Ponsonby  Blen- 
nerhassett. 

TRALEE. 
Daniel  O'Donoghue,  (The 
O'Donoghue). 

KILDARE. 
Charles  Heniy  Meldon, 
Et.   hon.   William   Henry 
Ford  Cogan. 

KILKENNY. 
George  Leopold  Bryan, 
Patrick  Martin. 

KILKENNY  (CITY), 
Benjamin  Whitworth. 

KING'S  COUNTY. 
Sir  Patrick  O'Brien,  bt., 
David  Sherlock. 

LEITRIM  COUNTY. 
John  Brady, 
Francis  O'feeime. 

LIMERICK  COUNTY. 
William  Henry  0' Sullivan, 
Edmund  John  Synan. 
LIMERICK  (CITY). 
Richard  O'Shaughnessy, 
Daniel  FitzGeraldGabbett. 
LONDONDERRY  COUNTY. 
Et.  hon.  Hugh  Law, 

Sir  Thomas  M'Clure,  bt. 

COLERAINE. 
Daniel  Taylor. 

LONDONDERRY  (CITY). 
Charles  Edward  Lewis. 
LONGFORD  COUNTY. 
George  Errington, 
Justin  McCarthy. 

LOUTU  COUNTY. 
Alexander  Martin  Sullivan, 
George  Harley  Kirk. 

DUNDALK. 
Philip  Callan. 

DROGHEDA. 
William  Hagarty  O'Leaiy. 

MAYO  COUNTY. 
George  Ekins  Browne, 
John  O'Connor  Power 


Ifemhers. 

MEATH  COUNTY. 
Nicholas  Ennis, 
Charles  Stewart  Pamell. 

MONAGHAN  COUNTY. 
Sir  John  Leslie,  bt., 
Sewallis  Evelyn  Shirley. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 
Kenelm  Thomas  Digby, 
Edmund  Dease. 

PORTARLINGTON. 
Lionel   Seymour   William 

Dawson-Damer. 

ROSCOMMON  COUNTY. 
Charles  Owen  O'Conor  (The 

O'Conor  Don), 
Hon.  Charles  French. 
SLIGO  COUNTY. 
Denis  Maurice  O'Conor. 
Edward  Hobert  King  Har- 

man. 

TIPPERARY  COUNTY. 
Stephen  Moore, 
Et.  Hon.  Edmond  Dwyer 

Gray. 

CLONMEL. 
Arthur  John  Moore. 

TYRONE  COUNTY. 

John  William  Ellison  Ma- 
cartney, 

Hon.  Henry  WilliamLowry- 
Corry. 

DUNGANNON. 
Thomas  Alexander   Dick- 
son. 

WATERFORD  COUNTY. 
Lord  Charles  Williun  De 

la  Poer  Beresford, 
James  Delahimty. 

DUNGARVAN. 
Frank  Hugh  O'Donnell. 

WATERFORD  (CITY). 
Eichard  Power, 
Purcell  O'Gorman. 

WESTMEATH  COUNTY. 
Patrick  James  Smyth, 
Et.  hon.  Lord  Eobert  Mon- 
tagu. 

ATHLONE. 
Edward  Sheil. 

WEXFORD  COUNTY. 
Sir  George  Bowyer,  bt., 
Keyes  O'Clery. 

WEXFORD  (BOROUGH). 
William  Archer  Eedmond. 

NEW  ROSS. 

Charles  George  Tottenham 

WICKLOW  COUNTY. 
William  Eichard  O'Byme, 
WilHam  Wentworth  "" 
William  Didk. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY   DEBATES, 

IN    THE 

SsvENTE  Session  of  the    Twentt-First  Paeliament  of   the 
United    Kingdom     of      Great    Britain   and     Ireland^ 

APPOINTED   TO   MEET    5    MaRCH,  1874,  AND  THENCE  CONTINUED 

TILL   5    February,    1880,   in    the    Forty-third   Year  op 
THE  Reign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FEEtST  VOLUME  OF   THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thuriday,  bth  February,  1880. 


THE  PAELIAMENT,  which  had  been 
Prorogued  successively  from  the 
15th  day  of  August,  1879,  to  the  Ist 
day  of  November;  thence  to  the  19th  day 
of  December ;  thence  to  the  6th  day  of 
February,  1880,  met  this  day  for  the 
Despatch  of  Business. 

The    Session    of    Parliament    was 
opened  by  The  Queen  in  Person. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Her  Majesty,    b<     g  seated  on  the 
Throne,  adfom<  lu  Her  Crown  and 

Begal  Qmamei      and  attended  by  Her 
Mmn  of  8ta»e,  (the  Lords  being  in 

[third  series.] 


their  robes)— commanded  the  Yeoman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Bod,  through  the 
Deputy  Lord  Great  Chamberlain,  to  let 
the  Commons  know  ''It  is  Her  Majesty's 
Pleasure  they  attend  Her  immediately, 
in  this  House." 

Who  being  come,  with  their  Speaker ; 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE,  taking 
directions  from  Her  Majesty,  delivered 
Her  Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  as  follows : — 

''My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen^ 

**  It  ifl  with  much  satisfaction  that 
I  again  resort  to  the  advice  and  afisist- 
ance  of  my  Parliament. 

"  My  relations  with  all  the  Powers 
continue  to  be  friendly.  The  course 
of  events    since   the  prorogation  of 

B 


The  Qutm'i 


(LOBDS) 


Spttei. 


Parliament  has  tended  to  furnifih 
additional  Becurity  to  the  maintenance 
of  European  peace,  on  the  principles 
laid  down  by  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 
Much,  however,  still  remains  to  be 
done  to  repair  the  disorder  with  which 
the  late  war  has  affected  many  parts 
of  the  Turkish  Empire. 

"  A  Convention  for  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade  has  been  concluded 
between  my  (Jovemment  and  that  of 
His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Sultan. 

"  At  the  close  of  your  laat  Session 
I  expressed  my  hope  that  the  Treaty 
of  Gundamak  had  happily  terminated 
the  war  in  Afghanistan.  In  conformity 
with  its  provisions,  my  Envoy,  with 
his  retinue,  was  honourably  received 
and  entertained  by  the  Ameer  at  Cabul. 
While  engaged,  however,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  their  duty,  he  and  those 
connected  with  the  Embassy  were 
treacherously  attacked  by  overwhelm- 
ing numbers,  and,  after  an  heroic 
defence,  were  almost  all  massacred. 
An  outrage  so  intolerable  called  for 
condign  chastisement,  and  my  troops, 
which,  pursuant  to  the  stipulations  of 
the  Treaty,  either  had  withdrawn  or 
were  withdrawing  from  the  territories 
governed  by  the  Ameer,  were  ordered 
to  retrace  their  steps.  The  skill  ex- 
hibited in  the  rapid  march  npon  Cabul, 
and  in  the  advances  upon  the  other 
lines  of  action,  reflects  the  highest 
credit  upon  the  ofBcers  and  men  of 
my  British  and  native  forces,  whose 
bravery  has  shone  with  its  wonted 
lustre  in  every  collision  with  the 
enemy. 

"  The  abdication  of  tbe  Ameer  and 
the  unsettled  condition  of  the  country 
render  the  recall  of  my  troops  impos- 
sible for  the  present ;  but  the  principle 
on  which  my  Government  has  hithwto 


acted  remains  unchanged,  and  while 
determined  to  make  the  frontiers  of 
my  Indian  Empire  strong,  I  desire  to 
be  in  friendly  relations  alike  with 
those  who  may  rule  in  Afghanistan 
and  with  the  people  of  that  country. 

"My  anticipations  as  to  the  early 
establishment  of  peace  in  South  Africa 
have  been  lulfllled.  The  capture  and 
deposition  of  the  Zulu  King,  and  the 
breaking  up  of  the  military  organiza^ 
tion  on  which  his  djmasty  was  based, 
have  relieved  my  possessions  in  that 
part  of  the  world  from  a  danger  which 
has  seriously  impeded  their  advance- 
ment and  consolidation.  In  Baeato- 
land,  a  native  outbreak  of  considerable 
importance  has  been  effectually  quelled 
by  my  Colonial  forces ;  white  the 
Transvaal  has  been  freed  from  the 
depredations  of  a  powerful  Chief,  who, 
having  successftilly  resisted  the  former 
government  of  the  country,  had  per- 
sistently rejected  our  attempts  at  con- 
ciliation. I  have  reason  to  hope  that 
the  time  is  now  approaching  when 
an  important  advance  may  be  made 
towards  the  establishment  of  a  Union 
or  Confederation  under  which  the 
powers  of  self-government,  already 
enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  Cape 
Colony,  may  be  extended  to  my  sub- 
jects  in  other  part«  of  South  Africa. 

"  Papers  on  these  and  other  matters 
will  be  forthwith  laid  before  you. 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons, 
"  I  have  directed  the  Estimates  of 
this  year  to  be  prepared  and  presented 
to  you  without  delay. 

"My  Lords,  and  Oentlemen, 

"The  Commission  which,  at  the 

close  of  the  Session,  I  informed  you 

I  had  issued  to  inquire  into  the  ^aoBM 
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of  agrictdtoral  depression  throughout 
the  United  Kingdom,  is  pursuing  its 
labours.  In  the  meantime,  the  serious 
deficiency  in  the  usual  crops  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland  has  rendered  neces- 
Bary  special  precautions  on  the  part  of 
my  Gk)yemment  to  guard  against  the 
calamities  with  which  those  districts 
were  threatened. 

"  With  this  view,  they  have  called 
upon  the  authorities  charged  with  the 
duty  of  administering  relief  to  make 
ample  preparations  for  the  distribution 
of  food  and  fuel,  should  such  a  step 
become  necessary,  and  they  have  also 
stimulated  the  employment  of  labour 
by  advances  on  terms  more  liberal 
than  those  prescribed  by  the  existing 
law. 

"  I  feel  assured  that  you  will  give 
your  sanction  to  the  course  which  has 
been  adopted  where  it  may  have 
exceeded  the  power  entrusted  by  Par- 
liament to  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment. 

"  A  proposal  will  be  submitted  to 
you  for  providing  the  funds  required 
for  these  exceptional  advances  on  the 
security  of  the  property  administered 
by  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
missioners. 

"  I  trust  you  will  be  able  to  resume 
the  consideration  of  the  Criminal  Code, 
and  of  the  Improvement  of  the  Law  of 
Bankruptcy. 

"  Bills  will  be  laid  before  you,  for 
enlarging  the  powers  of  owners  of 
Settled  Land,  for  consolidating  and 
amending  the  Lunacy  Laws,  and  for 
simplifying  the  practice  of  Convey- 
ancing. 

<<  I  commfiiid  to  y  and  other 

measQies  whi  ted  for 

your  oQuUa  1  u      that 


the  blessing  of  the  Almighty  will  at- 
tend and  direct  your  labours." 

And  then  Her  Majesty  retired. 

And  the  Commons  withdrew. 

EoLL  OF  THE  LoRDS — Garter  King  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the 
JLords  Temporal  in  the  Seventh  Session 
of  the  Twenty-first  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom:  The  same  was  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  Table. 

SAT  FIHST. 

The  Duke  of  Portland,  after  the 
death  of  his  cousin. 

The  Viscount  St.  Vincent,  after  the 
death  of  his  father. 

The  Lord  Chelmsford,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

The  Lord  Lawrence,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
Bill,  pro  forma,  read  1^. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 

MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  The 
Lord  Chancbllob. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW :  My  Lords, 
in  rising  for  the  first  time  to  take  part 
in  the  debates  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
I  must  confess  to  a  feeling  of  great  em- 
barrassment, addressing  as  I  do  noble 
Lords  who  have  had  much  experience  in 
the  debates  of  this  and  the  otner  House 
of  Parliament,  and  in  an  Assembly 
which  has  earned  for  itself  the  highest 
reputation  for  debating  power ;  but  I 
am  encouraged  to  proceed  when  I  recol- 
lect that  during  the  few  years  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  vour  Lordships' 
House,  I  have  observed  that  great  in- 
dulgence has  been  afforded  to  those  noble 
Lords  who  have  been  placed  in  the  posi- 
tion which  I  now  occupy,  and  I  can  only 
express  a  hope  that  you  will  not  make  any 
exception  in  my  case.  My  Lords,  before 
I  proceed  to  discuss  the  topics  which  are 
to  be  found  in  the  gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  congratulate  your  Lordships  on  the 
fact  that  Her  Majesty  has  been  again 
graciously  pleased  to  open  her  FarHa- 
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ment  in  person,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
that  the  lustre  which  is  thus  conferred 
upon  our  deliberations  will  be  a  material 
benefit  to,   and  be  greatly  appreciated 
by,   her  people.     During  the  preceding 
Parliament  I  believe  that  Her  Majesty 
was  only  once  able  to  open  Parliament 
in  person ;  but  during  the  existence  of 
the  present  Parliament  there  have  been 
three  several  occasions  upon  which  Her 
Majesty  has  honoured  us  with  her  pre- 
sence, thus  affording  fresh  proofs  of  her 
ability  and  desire  personally  to  perform 
the  functions  of  her  exalted  station.     My 
Lords,  Her  Majesty  commences  by  ex- 
pressing her  satisfaction  at  having  again 
to  resort  to  the  advice  and  assistance  of 
Parliament,    and  I  feel  confident  that 
your  Lordships  will  yourselves  feel  glad 
that  there  is  no  longer  any  occasion  to 
turn  to  the  newspapers  to  see  that  for- 
midable heading   **  Parliament  out  of 
Session,"  which  has  given  rise  to  such 
torrents  of  eloquence  which,  in  Scotland, 
culminated  in  a  Niagara.  The  next  point 
in  Her  Majesty *s  Speech  contains  the 
gratifying  announcement  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty *s  relations  with  all  the  Powers  con- 
tinue to  be  friendly.     That  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  matter  of  unusual  congratula- 
tion, when  we  reflect  that  two  years  ago 
he  would  have  been  a  bold  man  who 
would  have  predicted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Speech   on  the  present  occasion  could 
have  contained  such  an  announcement. 
And,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  help  saying 
that  it  is  mainly  to  the  spirited  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  that 
time  that  we  are  not  now  deploring  a 
general  war  in  Europe.     Her  Majesty 
goes  on  to  say  that  the  course  of  events 
since  the  Prorogation  of  Parliament  has 
tended  to  furnish  additional  security  for 
the  maintenance  of  European  peace  on 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  ;  and  when  I  remember  the  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  as  to  the 
enormous     armaments    of    Continental 
Powers  I  read  this  paragraph  with  con- 
siderable satisfaction,  because  I  cannot 
help  looking  back  to  the  statements  that 
have  been  made  by  the  Chancellors  of 
the  two  Empires  of  Germany  and  Aus- 
tria as  to  the  probability  of  maintaining 
the  peace  of  Europe ;  and  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  either  that  Power  which  stood 
by  us  so   manfully  during  the  recent 
crisis,  or  that  Power  at  whose  capital  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  was  made,  and  whose 
Chancellor  presided  at  the  Congress,  will 
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either  of  them  be  the  first  to  do  anytMng 
which  would  be  likely  to  to  endan^rthe 
peace  of  Europe.  My  Lords,  I  may 
allude  to  the  gratifying  fact  that  the 
Bulgarian  Province  has  elected  its  Prince, 
and  that  the  whole  of  the  territory  which 
was  occupied  by  Bussian  troops  has  been 
evacuated,  and  that  during  the  six 
months  which  has  just  elapsed  no  dis- 
turbance whatever  has  taken  place  in 
that  territory,  a  proof  of  the  continued 
development  of  the  principles  laid  down 
in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  before  leaving 
this  part  of  the  subject,  may  I  be  al- 
lowed to  ask  your  Lordships,  not  only  as 
legislators,  not  only  as  Members  of  this 
or  that  political  Party,  but  as  Englishmen 
and  citizens  of  the  British  Empii*e  which 
extends  over  one-seventh  of  the  whole 
world,  to  join  with  me  in  congratulating 
ourselves  that  England  has  once  more 
resumed  that  position  in  the  Councils  of 
Nations  to  which  she  is  justly  entitled  by 
her  wealth,  her  commercial  importance, 
and  the  enterprize  of  her  people.  My 
Lords,  in  a  remarkable  work  which  has 
recentiy  been  published,  the  Autobio- 
graphy of  Prince  Mettemich,  that  ereat 
diplomatist  has  reduced  the  principles  of 
politics  and  diplomacy  to  these  very 
simple  terms— 

<<  Each  State,  besides  its  separate  interests,  has 
also  those  which  are  common  to  it  with  other 
States;  and  history  teaches  us  that  whenever 
the  separate  comes  into  conflict  with  the  general 
interests  of  the  State,  and  the  latter  are  neglected 
or  mistaken  in  the  zealous  and  extensive  proeo- 
cution  of  the  former,  this  is  to  be  regarded  as  an 
exceptional  or  unhealthy  condition,  whose  de- 
velopment or  speedy  amendment  ultimately 
decides  the  destiny  of  the  State — that  is,  its  im- 
pending decline  or  its  recuperative  prosperity.** 

My  Lords,  I  do  not  consider  it  would 
be  possible,  even  if  it  were  desirable,  to 
limit  the  policy  of  England  within  the 
narrow  bounds  to  which  some  of  our 
politicians  would  confine  it.  It  has  been 
a  matter  for  congratulation  to  past  gene- 
rations that  this  Island  is  divided  from 
the  Continent  by  a  single  streak  of  sea ; 
but  I  believe  that  that  satisfaction  will 
cease  to  be  an  inheritance  of  posterity,  if 
they  are  reminded  by  it  that  it  has  been 
made  the  limit  to  those  great  opportuni* 
ties  which  have  been  afforded  to  England 
of  being  the  pioneer  of  humanity,  civil* 
ization,  and  Christianity.  Much  remains 
to  be  done  in  the  Turkish  Empire,  in 
consequence  of  the  late  war  by  which 
she  has  been  ravaged.  We  cannot  but 
be  aware  that  a  great  war  cripples  eren 
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the  most  powerful  of  nations;  and  al- 
though it  must  be  apparent  that  up  to 
the  present  moment  Turkey  has  been 
unable  to  make  any  great  movement  in 
the  way  of  reform,  I  do  not  think  that 
we  can  say  that  no  steps  have  been  taken 
for  the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of 
her  population,  when  we  see  that  certain 
judicial  reforms  are  to  be  proposed, 
which  are  thus  communicated  to  the 
Ambassadors  at  Constantinople  by  the 
Turkish  Minister— « 

**  We  can  easily  understand  that  the  judicial 
syttem  was  faulty  at  the  foundation,  and  that 
no  amelioration  whatever  in  Ottoman  society 
could  be  hoped  for,  except  by  a  radical  reform 
of  oar  judicial  reffimt,** 

And  he  afterwards  adds — 

"  To  enter  immediately  after  its  disasters  as 
courageously  as  it  has  done  on  the  path  marked 
oat  bj  the  modem  law  was  an  act  of  which  the 
■ignincance  and  the  consequences  desenre  to  be 
highljr  appreciated.  Unfortunately,  the  vicious 
condition  amid  which  Ottoman  society  contends 
with  an  energy  worthy  of  the  sympathy  of  the 
civilized  world  prolongs  a  state  of  things  but 
little  suitable  for  the  putting  an  end  to  abuses 
which  lon^  custom  has  resulted  in  causing  to  be 
viewed  as  if  inscribed  in  the  internal  and  inter- 
national law  of  the  Empire." 

Here,  at  any  rate,  we  have  that  which 
must  precede  any  reform — an  admission 
that  tne  existing  state  of  affairs  is  utterly 
bad.  That  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
have  not  been  unmindful  of  Turkey  I 
think  is  shown  by  the  paragraph  in 
which  She  has  congratulated  her  Parlia- 
ment that  a  Convention  has  been  made 
with  the  Sultan  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  which  no  doubt  will, 
with  other  Papers,  be  shortly  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  I  must  now 
refer  for  a  moment  to  matters  in  India ; 
and,  in  the  first  place,  I  will  call  your 
attention  to  the  Treaty  of  Gundamak, 
because  it  is  on  the  basis  of  that  Treaty 
that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)- 
vemmeut  is  founded.  It  contains  two 
important  provisions.  The  first  is  that 
which  relates  to  the  dealings  of  the 
Ameer  of  Cabul  with  foreign  States, 
which  were  to  be  in  accordance  with  the 
views  of  the  British  Government ;  and 
the  second  relates  to  the  Khyber  Pass  and 
the  district  that  is  to  remain  permanently 
under  our  protection,  and  the  other  dis- 
tricts which  have  been  assigned  to  us 
temporarily  and  are  not  to  remain  per- 
manently in  our  hands.  From  the  op- 
portunity which  our  Envov  had  of  judg- 
ing of  his  oharaeter,  I  think  we  were  per- 


fectly justified  in  treating  Yakoob  Khan 
as  a  Prince  capable  of  governing  Afghan- 
istan. Yakoob  Khan  was  the  son  of 
Shere  Ali.  When  Shore  Ali  left  his 
capital,  Yakoob  Khan  was  nominated 
by  him  as  his  successor.  My  Lords, 
our  Envoy,  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari,  had 
ample  opportunities  of  judging  of  the 
disposition  of  Yakoob  Khan.  He  tells 
us  that  he  believed  him  to  be  sufficiently 
clear-sighted ;  and  we  have  not  only  the 
evidence  of  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari  upon 
the  point,  but  in  an  interesting  work, 
entitled  Travels  in  Central  Asia,  the 
writer  tells  us  how  he  visited  the  city  of 
Herat,  and  saw  Yakoob  Khan,  who,  at 
the  age  of  16,  alone  of  all  his  Court  and 
Ministers,  had  sufficient  acuteness  to  de- 
tect the  European,  under  M.  Vambiry's 
disguise  of  a  Dervish.  I  think  tFiis 
shows  that  we,  at  least,  were  justified 
in  dealing  with  Yakoob  Khan  as  a  man 
who  was  capable  of  taking  his  own  part 
and  of  governing  the  Afghan  people. 
The  desire  of  the  Indian  Government 
was  that  Afghanistan  should  be  erected 
into  a  friendly  and  independent  Power ; 
and  so  much  was  this  the  case  that,  in  a 
despatch  from  the  Indian  Government,  it 
was  said  that — 

"We  might  have  made  a  much  more  rapid 
advance;  but  we  had  serious  cause  to  apprehend 
that,  by  thus  precipitating  the  downfall  of  Shore 
Ali,  wo  might  irretrievably  shako  to  pioccs  all 
the  independent  materials  of  government  in 
Afghanistan,  bequeathing  to  Shere  All's  succes- 
sor no  stable  basis  of  authority,  and  placing 
ourselves  in  a  position  from  which  we  could  not 
afterwards  retire  without  surrendering  to  anarchy 
and  civil  conflict  a  State  which  it  was  our  object 
to  strengthen  and  consolidate  in  the  manner 
most  conducive  to  peacablo  and  friendly  rela- 
tions with  it.** 

Well,  my  Lords,  the  Government  have 
been  pursued  by  singular  misfortunes. 
In  the  first  place,  Shere  Ali  fled  from  his 
capital,  and  died,  and  we  were  thus  pro- 
vented  from  treating  him  as  the  Kulcr 
of  the  country;  and,  secondly,  Yakoob 
Khan  disappointed  our  expectations. 
But  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  Indian 
Government  were  not  fully  prepared  for 
the  eventualities  which  followed  upon 
Shore  Ali*s  death,  for  they  had  carefully 
considered  British  interests  in  Afghan- 
istan, independently  of  Afghan  rule ;  and 
in  another  despatch  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment say — 

"  Nor  do  we  disguise  from  ourselves  that  the 
practical  value  of  the  Treaty  mainly  depends 
upon  the  character  and  disposition  of  the  Ameer 
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and  his  successors.  Bolations  osiablished  with 
Afghanistan  under  the  present  favourable  con- 
ditions, and  with  the  most  promising  prospects, 
may,  of  course,  be  a^in  impaired  cither  by  the 
disloyalty  of  Afghan  I*rinces  or  by  the  alienation 
of  their  unrequited  confidence.  In  either  case 
complications  may  arise  against  which  no  present 
precautions  on  our  part  can  completely  guarantee 
our  successors  in  the  government  of  India.  Wo 
have,  therefore,  been  careful  to  secure  for  Britiah 
interests  and  influence  in  Afghanistan  a  position 
substantially  independent  of  the  personal  ca- 
prices of  any  Afghan  Ruler ;  and  for  the  effectual 
maintenance  of  the  position  the  Treaty  provides 
strong  material  guarantees,  by  the  territorial 
conditions  which  place  the  British  Power  in  per- 
manent command  of  tho  main  avenues  from 
India  to  Cabul." 

Well,  what  were  the  facts  ?  All  Eng- 
lishmen were  horrified  to  hear  that  most 
sad  history  of  the  death  of  Sir  Louis 
Cavagnari.  Notwithstanding  the  gal- 
lant defence  made  by  him  and  his  fol- 
lowers, they  were  overwhelmed  by  num- 
bers, and  aJmost  the  entire  Mission  was 
sacrificed.  Orders  were  immediately 
given  to  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  to  com- 
mence his  advance.  We  held  the  Khyber 
Pass  and  other  positions  which,  in  1841, 
we  had  neglected  to  secure ;  and  we  were 
thus  able,  within  six  weeks,  to  re-occupy 
Cabul  and  to  avenge  that  massacre.  The 
brave  conduct  and  the  admirable  dis- 
position of  our  troops  was  the  theme  of 
universal  praise.  The  Nawab  Sir 
Gholam  Hussein  Ehan,  a  man  who, 
perhaps,  is  better  able  than  anyone  else 
to  judge,  expressed  the  opinion  that  he 
knew  of  no  combination  of  insurgents 
which  was  carried  out  under  circum- 
stances so  favourable,  and  no  defeat  so 
overwhelming  as  that  which  was  inflicted 
upon  them.  He  also  expressed  his  dis- 
tinct belief  that  we  should  not  have  any 
further  trouble  in  that  respect.  I  ear- 
nestly hope  that  his  expectation  may  be 
realized.  I  cannot  help  g^ing  a  step 
further,  and  noticing  with  satisfaction  the 
terms  in  which  Her  Majesty  has  referred 
to  the  conduct  of  her  Native  as  well  as 
British  troops.  Her  Majesty  has  gra- 
ciously observed — 

"  The  skill  exhibited  in  tho  rapid  march  ujpon 
Cabal,  and  in  the  advances  upon  the  other  lines 
of  action,  reflects  the  highest  credit  upon  the 
officers  and  men  of  my  British  and  Native  forces, 
whose  bravery  has  shone  with  its  wonted  lustre 
in  every  collision  with  tho  enemy." 

My  Lords,  I  will  not  attempt  to  predict 
what  the  future  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vemment  is  to  be.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  of  prophecy  lately  with  regard 
to  it ;  but  of  one  thing  I  am  certauHi  and 
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that  is,  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
withdraw  our  troops  from  Afffhanistaa. 
Were  we  to  do  so,  we  should  not  only 
produce  a  bad  effect  upon  the  minds  of 
the  Natives,  but  also  in  the  minds  of  those 
independent  Princes  who  have  been  so 
much  impressed  at  the  boldness  of  our 
policy  and  the  success  of  our  arms.  We 
should  also  run  the  risk  of  leaving  those 
Afghans  who  had  befriended  us  at  the 
mercy  of  anyone  who  might  happen  to 
get  the  upper  hand  in  the  country. 
Turning  to  South  Africa,  let  us  see  what 
has  taken  place  there.  The  Zulu  power 
has  been  oroken  up,  the  Zulu  Chief 
captured,  and  the  whole  country  sepa- 
rated into  different  Qovemments.  An 
insurrection  headed  by  Secoooeni  and 
Moirosi  broke  out  on  the  borders  of 
Basuto  Land ;  but  all  these  matters  are 
now  set  at  rest.  Her  Majesty  goes  on 
to  observe — 

'*  I  hopo  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when  an 
important  advance  may  be  made  towards  the 
establishment  of  a  Union  or  Confederation  under 
which  the  powers  of  self-government,  abretdj 
enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants  of  Cape  Colony,  may 
be  extended  to  my  subjects  in  other  parts  ox 
South  Africa." 

In  reply  to  a  despatch  from  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  urging  the 
adoption  of  the  Oonfederation  Act  of 
1877,  Sir  Bartle  Frere's  Ministers  say — 

*'  The  whole  of  the  South  African  oommunitiet 
are  anxiously  awaiting  tho  result  of  the  war  on 
tho  Natal  and  Tiunsvaal  Frontiers.  Pending 
its  settlement,  Ministers  cannot  but  feel  that  to 
submit  general  proposals  for  the  establishment 
of  a  South  African  Union,  or  Conf ederationf  to 
the  Cape  Parliament  would  be  to  invite  the 
Lo^laturo  to  commit  itself  to  unknown  respon- 
sibilities. In  the  event  of  tho  war  now  raging 
on  those  Frontiers  being  coneladed  and  peace 
established  on  a  satisfactory  basis,  it  will  aflfbrd 
Ministers  groat  pleasure  to  submit  to  the  Legis- 
lature proposals  of  the  nature  referred  to  in  the 
despatch,  in  full  confidence  that  they  will  insei 
on  the  part  of  the  Parliamentary  RepresentatiTes 
of  this  Colony  with  a  favourable  reception.*' 

There  is  now  no  danger  from  the  Natire 
Tribes,  and  I  very  much  hope  that  Minis- 
ters will  be  able  to  carry  out  those  views 
which  they  express  in  that  despatch. 
Having  now  touched  upon  the  topioa  in 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech  relating 
to  external  affairs,  I  will  ask  your  Lor^ 
ships  to  follow  me  while  I  refer  briefly 
to  those  more  immediately  affecting  dcH 
mestic  questions.  Her  Majesty  refers  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Boval  Commis- 
sion issued  to  inquire  into  the  causes  of 
Agricultural  Depression  throughout  the 
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JJmieA.  Kingdom.    Ic&n  onljhope  that 
bv  tha  time  the  Oommission  has  com- 

Sleted  its  labours  sad  mftde  its  Report 
le  OTOamstanoeB  which  have  caJled 
it  into  exietenoa  may  hare  ceased  to 
trouble  us.  Two  distinguished  agricul- 
toiiata  have  reoently  returned  from 
Amsrica,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
information  they  have  gained  there 
may  lead  to  very  important  results. 
Before  I  leave  this  subject  I  ehould  like 
to  express  my  Batiafaotion  at  the  manner 
in  wnioh  the  landowners  in  this  country 
have  come  forward  during  this  crisis,  and 
die  efforts  which  they  have  made  to 
alleviate  the  sufiEerings  of  their  tenantry. 
Z  believe  that  the  tenant  farmers  of  Eng- 
land, with  whom  I  wish  to  express  my 


tiifl  interest  of  tne  tenant  and  the  land- 
lord are  bound  up  together  is  not  a  mere 
sentiment,  but  a  reality.  Her  Uajeaty 
goes  on  to  deal  with  what  has  taken 

flace  in  Ireland.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
am  right  in  saying  that  the  crops  in 
that  conntry  have  at  least  been  equal  to, 
if  not  better  than,  those  in  this  country; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  distress 
has  been  far  more  widely  spread ;  and 
if  such  is  the  case,  then  Itnink  it  be- 
hoves the  Gkivemmont  to  give  the  sub- 
ject their  immediate  and  most  anxious 
consideration  with  the  view  of  devising 
measures  of  relief.  I  will  not  pursue 
the  eulnect  further,  because  the  noble 
Lord  who  sits  on  my  loft,  and  who  pro- 
posee  to  second  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
oreea  which  I  have  the  honour  to  move, 
will  deal  with  the  question  at  length ; 
but  I  cannot  sit  down  without  adding 
my  tribute  of  appreciation  of  the  noble 
ODort  which  has  been  made  by  the  illus- 
trious lady  who  occupies  the  highest 
position  in  that  country  for  the  imme- 
diate aUeviatioD  of  the'distress.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  earnestly  trust  that  the 
hope  she  held  out  of  being  able  to  avert 
a  nimine  may  be  fully  realized.  With 
regard  to  the  measures  that  are  promised 
tousbythe{ODvemmont,twoofthom — the 
Criminal  Code  Bill  and  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill — have  already  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House,  the  former  having 
undergone  fresh  and  minute  re-considora- 
tion  at  the  hands  of  the  distinguished 
Judge  who  originally  prepared  it.  Tho 
Bankruptcy  Bul  has  already  boon  fully 
explained  to  the  House  by  the  noble  and 
leaned  £arl  on  tho  Woolsack,  and  I 
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believe  it  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that 
some  relief  is  needed  in  that  direction. 
Since  the  present  Oovemment  came  into 
Office  they  have  carried  several  mea- 
sures of  great  utility,  Buch  as  the  Sum- 
mary Junsdiction  Act  and  the  Artizans' 
DirellingB  Act ;  and  I  trust  that  an  Act 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  Lunacy  Laws 
may  be  added  to  that  list.  I  am  thank- 
ful that  Her  Majesty'sGovemmenthave 
taken  in  hand  the  Land  Question.  U 
any  statement  can  be  devised  which, 
while  maintaining  the  principle  of  the 
Law  of  Entail,  will  yet  give  relief  to 
those  owners  who  feel  that  the  burdens 
on  their  estates  are  greater  than  they 
can  bear,  and  those  others  who  think 
that  by  sacrificing  a  small  and  possibly 
outlying  portion  of  thoir  estates  they 
may  materially  improve  the  value  of  the 
remainder,  I  am  sure  it  will  be  wel- 
comed by  the  majority  of  your  Lord- 
ships. With  regard  to  the  Bill  for  the 
simplification  of  conveyancing,  any  mea- 
sure which  will  diminish  the  expense 
and  will  shorten  the  time  occupied  by  the 
transfer  will  be  very  cordially  received 
by  your  Lordships.  It  only  remains  for 
me  to  express  my  thanks  for  the  kind 
indulgence  which  your  Lordahipe  have 
been  pleased  to  extend  to  me,  and  to 
asHure  you  that  it  has  been  the  means 
of  very  materially  lightening  the  anxious 
task  of  addressing  your  Lordships  for 
the  first  time.  I  beg  to  move  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  in  reply  to  Hor  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Speech  from  the  ThionB  as 
follows : — 

Most  OaAciors  Soi-KnsinM, 

"  We,  Yonr  Majmty's  moiit  datiful  and  loyat 
subfocts,  tho  Lords  Spiritnftl  nnd  Temporal,  in 
PailiamBDt  asaombled,  bpg  lonvo  to  olfoT  our 
tknmble  thanks  to  Your  Majf sty  for  the  most 
graciona  Hpcech  which  Your  Majesty  haa  ad- 
dreased  to  both  Uouava  of  rarliamont. 

"  Wo  humbly  thank  Yonr  Mnjcrty  for  in. 
forming  ua  that  Your  SlnjoBtj'a  rclntiona  with 
all  tho  Power*  continue  to  ho  friendly,  and  thnt 
the  course  of  erents  sinco  tho  prorognlioo  of 
Parliament  has  tended  to  fuminh  additional  se- 
curity lo  tho  maintenance  of  European  pence, 
on  tho  principles  laid  down  by  tho  Tri'nty  ot 
Beriin,  although  much  stil!  remains  to  bo  duno 
to  repair  tho  diaorder  with  which  Iho  late  war 
hoi  affected  many  parts  of  tho  Turkish  Empiro. 

"Wo  bnmbly  thank  Yonr  Majesty  for  in- 
fonniog  as  that  a  Cunvcntion  haa  bcon  con- 
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eluded  between  Yonr  Majesty's  Goyemmeiit 
and  that  of  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Sultan, 
for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Treaty  of  Gundamak,  Your  Majesty's 
Envoy,  with  his  retinue,  was  honourably  re- 
ceived and  entertained  by  the  Ameer  of  Afghan- 
istan at  Gabul,  but  that,  while  engaged  in  the 
exercise  of  their  duty,  he  and  those  connected 
with  the  Embassy  were  treacherously  attacked 
by  overwhelming  numbers,  and,  after  an  heroic 
defence,  were  almost  all  massacred. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that,  an  outrage  so  intolerable 
calling  for  condign  chastisement.  Your  Ma- 
jesty's troops,  which,  pursuant  to  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  Treaty,  either  had  withdrawn  or 
were  withdrawing  from  the  territories  governed 
by  the  Ameer,  were  ordered  to  retrace  their 
steps ;  and  that  the  skill  exhibited  in  the  rapid 
march  upon  Cabul,  and  in  the  advances  upon 
the  other  lines  of  action,  reflects  the  highest 
credit  upon  the  officers  and  men  of  Your  Majesty's 
British  and  native  forces,  whose  bravery  has 
shone  with  its  wonted  lustre  in  every  collision 
with  the  enemy. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  abdication  of  the  Ameer  and  the 
unsettled  condition  of  the  country  render  the 
recall  of  the  troops  impossible  for  the  present ; 
but  that  the  principle  on  which  Your  Majesty's 
Qovemment  has  hitherto  acted  remains  un- 
changed, and  that,  while  determined  to  make 
the  frontiers  of  Your  Majesty's  Indian  Empire 
strong.  Your  Majesty  desires  to  be  in  friendly 
relations  alike  with  those  who  may  rule  in 
Afghanistan  and  with  the  people  of  that  country. 

**  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  Your  Majesty's  anticipations  as  to 
the  early  establishment  of  peace  in  South  Africa 
have  been  fulfilled ;  and  that  the  capture  and 
deposition  of  the  Zulu  King,  and  the  breaking 
•up  of  the  military  organization  on  which  his 
dynasty  was  based,  have  relieved  Your  Ma- 
jesty's possessions  in  that  part  of  the  world  from 
a  danger  which  seriously  impeded  their  ad- 
vancement and  consolidation. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  a  native  outbreak  of  considerable 
importance  in  Basutoland  has  been  effectually 
quelled  by  Your  Majesty's  Colonial  forces, 
while  the  Transvaal  has  been  freed  from  the 
depredations  of  a  powerful  Chief,  who,  having 
successfully  resisted  the  former  government  of 
that  country,  had  persistently  resisted  all  at- 
tempts at  conciliation. 


"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  Your  Majesty  has  reason  to  hope 
that  the  time  is  approaching  when  an  important 
advance  may  be  made  towards  the  establish- 
ment of  an  Union  or  Confederation  under  which 
the  powers  of  self-government,  already  enjoyed 
by  the  inhabitants  of  the  Cape  Colony,  may  be 
extended  to  Your  Majesty's  subjects  in  other 
parts  of  South  Africa;  and  we  thank  Your 
Majesty  for  directing  that  Papers  on  these  and 
other  matters  shall  be  forthwith  laid  before 
us. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  Commission  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  causes  of  agfricultural  depression 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  is  pursuing  its 
labours ;  and  also  for  informing  us  of  the  special 
precautions  which  Your  Majesty's  Government 
have  deemed  it  necessary  to  take  in  view  of  the 
threatened  distress  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  mea- 
sures which  the  course  they  have  adopted  wiU 
render  necessary. 

"  We  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
measures  which  may  be  submitted  to  us,  and 
that  we  earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  the 
Almighty  will  attend  our  labours  and  direct  our 
efforts." 

The  Earl  of  EOSSE  :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  second  the  Address  that  has 
just  been  moved  by  my  noble  Friend  on 
my  right,  I  think  I  need  not  refer  to  the 
paragraphs  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  re- 
lating to  foreign  affairs,  beyond  oon- 
gratulating  the  House  upon  the  main- 
tenance of  peace.  Passing  over  those 
topics,  I  will  confine  my  remarks  to  the 
paragraph  which  deals  with  agricoltural 
depression,  and  especially  to  the  state  of 
Ireland.  My  Lords,  when  I  see  in  the 
papers  columns  headed  *'  State  of  Ire- 
land," such  as  have  appeared  lately,  I 
think  it  rather  ominous ;  it  looks  as  if 
there  was  some  special  interest  at  work, 
and  that,  in  fact,  she  is  in  a  disturbed 
state.  For  the  last  few  years,  both  in 
Ireland  and  in  England,  there  has  been, 
no  doubt,  a  gradual  diminution  of  pros- 
perity. Wo  have  seen  trade  dedine  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel ;  we  have  seen 
the  manufacturing  districts  far  from 
flourishing;  and  various  events  have 
happened  which  have  shown  a  diminu- 
tion of  that  rapidly-increasing  prosperity 
enjoyed  some  years  ago.  We  have 
heard,  during  the  last  year  especially, 
that  the  agricultural  interest  of  this 
country  was  specially  affected.  Fanners 
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were  giving  up  their  farms,  in  conse- 
quence of  not  being  able  to  make  sufiB.- 
cient  profits  to  pay  the  amount  of  their 
rent;  out  in  Ireland  the  state  of  things 
is  reported  to  be  far  worse  than  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.    As  long  ago  as  Oc- 
tober the  Qovemment  began  to  make 
inquiries  as  to  the  condition  of  the  state 
of  things  in  Ireland.     A  Special  Eeport 
was  sent  to  the  Local  G-overnment  Boards 
and  appeared  in  the  daily  Press,  and 
there  was  no   doubt  that  the  state  of 
things  was  serious,  though  not  so  bad  as 
at  the  time  of  the  Famine.     The  Eeport 
stated  that  the  general  average  of  the 
harvest  appears  to  be  inferior,  and  the 
crops  deficient  and  below  those  of  last 
year ;  the  oat  crop,  however,  is  reported 
to  be  good  and  plentiful.     It  also  states 
that  fuel  is  scarce,  that  the  turf  or  peat 
had  suffered  much  from  the  excessive 
rains,  that  great  want  was  anticipated  in 
Munster,  and  that  the  farmers  were  in 
great  difficulties  owing  to  the  banks  and 
loan  companies  having  refused  to  make 
further  advances  of  money.     In   Con- 
naught  the  Beport  stated  that  the  largest 
amount  of  distress  was  to  be  expected, 
and  on  the  West  coast  there  would  be 
considerable  local  distress.     The  poor 
rates,  however,  were  not  excessive,  and 
the  Beport  gives  a  list  of  45   Unions 
where  the  poor  rates  are    d«.   in  the 
pound  and  upwards,  and  in  three  only 
above  4«.     At  that  time  the  number  re- 
lieved in  the  workhouses  was  rather  in 
excess  of  last  year ;  it  has  averaged  about 
1 1  per  cent  over  the  corresponding  period 
of  last  year ;   the  total  number  of  in- 
door and  out-door  paupers  was  84,000 
as  against  77,000  at  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year,  an  increase  of  about 
10  per  cent.     Since  that  date  pauperism 
has  still  been  slightly  on  the  increase. 
From  the  Beport  which  has  been  made 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  it  appears  that, 
on  January  25  last,  the  total  number  of 
in-door  and  out-door  paupers  in  Ireland 
was  105,000  against  94,000  at  the  cor- 
responding date  last  year,  and  there  was  a 
larfi^r  increase  in  October.  But,  in  order 
to  form  a  correct  judgment  on  the  present 
state  of  things,  we  have  only  to  compare 
the  total  of  105,000  with  the  numbers 
during  the  Famine,  when  there  were  more 
than  900,000,  or  nearly  1,000,000  of  in- 
door and  out-door  paupers  in  Ireland,  so 
that  it  is  a  great  exaggeration  to  say 
that  our  present  position  can  at  all  be 
compared  with  tho  Famine  time.    As  to 


the  cause  of  this  depression,  the  Beport 
remarks  that  the  crops  have  been  less 
than  they  were  in  1871  or  1872,  and  that 
the  value  of  the  potato  crop  was  only 
about  half,  or  less  than  half,  of  the 
average.    There  had  been  a  pretty  gene- 
ral depression  from  1876  to  1879.      The 
bank  note  circulation  has  decreased  be- 
tween December,   1876,  and  December, 
1879,  from  a  total  of  £7,750,000  down  to 
£6,250,000.    The  total  of  bank  deposits 
and  notes  has   decreased  in   the  same 
period  from  £42,000,000  to  £36,750,000; 
but  it  should,  at  the  same  time,  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  last  figure  is  still  twice 
as  large  as  in  1863,  and  three  times  as 
large  as  in  1848.   It  is  quite  clear,  from 
the  circumstances  I  have  already  referred 
to,  and  which  I  wish  more  fully  to  dwell 
upon,  that  shopkeepers  have  been  in  tho 
habit  of  advancing  small  aums  to  tenants, 
and  they  have  given  credit  to  a  very 
large  amount  since  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act.     When  the  country  is  pros- 
perous everything  goes  on  smoothly,  and 
the  tenant  does  not  really  see  his  true 
position  ;  but  when  we  come  to  depres- 
sion, when  everyone  finds  more  difficulty 
in  earning  a  livelihood,  or  in  paying  tho 
just  demands  made  upon  him,  then  the 
pressure  is  felt,  and  the  banks  and  shop- 
keepers begin  to  withhold  the  credit  they 
have  so  freely  granted  up  to  that  time. 
The  landlords,  in  every  case,  have  g^ven 
time,  which  is  a  most  just  thing.     As  I 
have  said,  the  depression  is   attributed 
to  the  bad  potato  harvest,  the  loss  of 
hay  through  floods  in  the  Valley  of  the 
Shannon  and  many  other  places,  the  bad 
barley  harvest,  the  inferior  condition  of 
the   hay,   and   the   unusual   amount  of 
disease  amongst  cattle.  I  am  afraid  those 
misfortunes  will  be  severely  felt  in  many 
parts  of  the  country.     There  are,  how- 
ever, one  or  two  circumstances  on  which 
we   may  congratulate  ourselves.     The 
autumn  has  been  remarkably  dry,  and, 
as  far  as  fuel  is  concerned,  the  present 
position  of  the  poor  is  far  less  serious  in 
most  places  than  it  was  some  years  ago, 
when  coal  near  a  railway  cost  from  40«, 
to  50*.  a-ton,  wliile  now  it  is  the  fair  and 
moderate  price  of  25«.  a-ton.     Then  tho 
diminution  in  the  numbers  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  from  Ireland  to  tho 
harvest  in  this  country  has  contributed 
to  the  prevalent  distress,  and  especially 
in  the  Western  counties,  from  which  the 
harvesters  chiefly  came,  tho  result  being 
that  thcro  is  in  those  parts  a  considorablo 
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excess  of  the  supply  of  labour  over  the 
demand.  In  the  West  of  Ireland,  where 
the  population  principally  consists  of  the 
labouring  class,  the  epaigration  has  been 
80  much  smaller — 7,000  less  than  last 
year,  and  those  who  did  go  earning 
smaller  wages — that  the  loss  in  wages  is 
estimated  at  £100,000.  I  am  very  glad 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
been  fully  alive  to  the  necessity  of 
guarding  against  all  emergencies.  Your 
Lordsliips  are  aware  that,  by  various 
Acts,  sums  of  money  can  be  lent  at  a  low 
rate  of  interest,  in  order  to  encourage 
tenants  to  improve  their  estates  by  use- 
ful works  in  the  distressed  districts ;  and 
in  order  to  provide  work  for  the  people, 
and  to  alleviate  the  distress  in  a  profit- 
able and  legitimate  manner,  large  sums 
are  being  lent  to  landed  proprietors. 
The  additional  privileges  or  the  post- 
ponement of  interest  for  two  years  was 
granted  by  a  Circular  issued  in  Novem- 
ber; and,  by  a  Circular  issued  last  month, 
loans  to  the  total  amount  of  £250,000  at 
1  per  cent,  instead  of  3J^  per  cent  inte- 
rest, will  be  granted  for  unskilled  labour 
only.  That  is  a  course  which  I  can 
heartily  commend,  as  it  is  calculated  to 
furnish  relief  without  pauperizing  those 
receiving  it.  My  Lords,  from  my  own 
observation,  and  from  what  I  hear  on 
all  sides,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  authorities  in  Ireland  are  doing 
their  best  to  meet  the  difficulties  in  which 
the  country  is  placed,  and  the  very  use- 
ful work  has  been  commenced  witli 
energy.  But  it  must  bo  borne  in  mind 
that  these  measures,  which  are  ex- 
ceptional in  their  character  though  ne- 
cessary at  the  present  moment,  are  not 
designed  to  be  permanent.  Wages  now 
in  Ireland  have  fallen  rather;  and  in  my 
own  neighbourhood,  where  the  rate  of 
wages  in  winter  has  been  Is,  Sd, 
for  several  years,  it  is  now  U.  4d,  to 
1«.  6d.  per  day.  Much  has  been  done  to 
reclaim  waste  lands,  and  I  strongly  ad- 
vocate a  continuance  of  that  as  a  moans 
of  increasing  the  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try, I  may  say  that  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land the  people  have  been  thankful  for 
the  valuable  assistance  sent  to  them.  As 
to  the  political  aspect  of  the  question,  I 
must  regret  that,  when  all  who  have  the 
true  interests  of  the  country  at  heart  are 
doing  their  best  to  meet  the  difficulty, 
hard  words  and  mis-statements  calcu- 
lated to  disturb  the  country  should  have 
been  uttered.    In  1869,  Mr.  Qladstono'a 
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Government  passed  an  Insh  Land  Act; 
but  no  improvement  as  regards  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  country  seems  to  have  re- 
sulted from  that  measure.  Now,  it  ap- 
pears to  be  the  object  of  some  people  to 
create  what  is  called  a  peasant  proprie- 
tary, which  seems  to  mean  peasant  pro- 
prietors with  their  estates  deeply  en- 
cumbered. That  is  a  proposition  which 
can  hardly  be  looked  upon  with  favour, 
especially  when  the  question  comes  on, 
where  is  the  money  to  come  &om  ?  The 
country  would  hardly  be  more  prosper- 
ous or  more  content  were  there  no  land- 
lords. I  will  not  detain  your  Lordflhips 
longer,  but  will  simply  second  ue 
Address.     [See  page  14.] 

Earl  GkANVILLE  :  My  Lords, 
having  been  in  this  House  for  many 
years,  I  have  observed  that  the  nsnal 
practice  for  a  person  in  my  position, 
who  speaks  early  in  a  debate  upon  the 
Address,  is  this :  He  pays  a  compliment 
to  the  Mover  and  Seconder,  when  it  is 
deserved.  He  makes  some  very  general 
observations  on  the  legislation  which 
has  been  promised  in  tne  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  adds  s6me  remarks  upon 
what  has  passed  during  the  Beoess,  and 
asks  some  questions  as  to  the  present 
and  future  policy  of  the  Government. 
But,  before  I  attempt  to  perform  any 
part  of  this  duty,  you  will  allow  me  to 
express,  for  myself  and  for  my  noble 
Friends  around  me,  how  completely  we 
agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Onslow)  as  to 
our  satisfaction  that  the  health  and 
strength  of  Her  Majesty  have  enabled 
her  to  arrive  here  to-day,  amid  the 
acclamations  of  the  people,  on  one  of 
the  most  important  and  graceful  occa- 
sions for  Her  Majesty's  presence  among 
her  subjects.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
attempt  usually  made  to  get  information 
out  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment,  I  am 
obliged  to  confess  that  of  late  years  I 
have  not  been  very  successful  in  obtain- 
ing answers  to  the  questions  which  I 
have  put,  and  which  appeared  to  me  to 
relate  to  matters  of  great  public  interest. 
Nevertheless,  I  hope  to  be  more  fortu- 
nate in  getting  some  information  which 
the  public  await  with  great  anxiety. 
With  respect  to  the  Clover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  I  can,  with  the  greatest 
sincerity,  congratulate  the  noble  Earl 
who  moved  it  on  the  facility  and  clear- 
ness of  his  speech,  wliich  appeared  to 
me  the  more  agreeable  because  theve 
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was  added  to  it  a  little  flavour  of  Party 
spirit.  With  reference  to  the  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  it  is  not  the  first  time 
the  noble  Earl  has  spoken  in  this  House. 
Some  time  ago  there  was  a  speech  made 
by  him  full  of  matters  about  the  country 
to  which  he  belongs  ;  and  on  that  occa- 
sion I  had  an  opportunity  of  compli- 
menting him  on  the  hereditary  claims 
he  has  to  the  respect  of  this  House. 
With  regard  to  the  legislation  promised 
in  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech,  I 
have  this  to  remark — that  on  the  open- 
ing of  the  six  last  Sessions  the  promise 
of  legislation  has  on  each  occasion  been 
smali,  and  even  that  small  promise  has 
not  been  kept.  That  legislation  has 
been  impeded  by  Parliamentary  obstruc- 
tion, and  by  wars  and  rumours  of  wars, 
is  true  ;  but  I  have  always  doubted  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  much 
regretted  it — whether  they  did  not  wish 
by  a  masterly  inactivity  to  show  a 
brilliant  contrast  to  the  legislative  energy 
of  their  Predecessors.  It  seems,  how- 
ever, that  I  was  wrong,  and  that  they 
were  only  concentrating  their  efforts  on 
the  last  Session — that,  like  the  Irish 
ostboy,  they  were  reserving  their  trot 
or  the  avenue.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Oolonies  told  us  the  other  day 
that  this  was  to  be  a  Session  of  real 
work.  No  one  denies  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  the  legal  right  to  keep  a 
Parliament  together  for  seven  years. 
But  it  is  a  question  whether  it  is  right, 
especially  in  a  Conservative  sense,  to 
put  the  utmost  strain  upon  the  Septen- 
nial Act,  particularly  when  there  are  a 
host  of  new  and  important  issues  upon 
which  the  constituencies  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  giving  an  opinion.  I 
own  there  are  temptations  in  this  case. 
The  large  majority  which  insures  the 
existence  of  a  Government  which  is  con- 
sidered by  them  necessary  for  the  safety 
of  the  Empire — their  misgivings  as  to 
the  result  of  the  General  Election — 
these  are  temptations,  and,  if  I  am  right 
with  respect  to  their  wishes  on  the  sub- 
ject of  legislation,  it  would  be  a  pity  to 
lose  a  Parliament  so  admirably  fitted  to 
do  nothing.  But  that  the  Government 
really  expect  to  carry  an  extended  list  of 
important  measures  I  can  hardly  believe. 
Judging  by  former  averages,  one  or  two 
is  all  that  they  can  hope  for  out  of  the 
whole.  There  is,  indeed,  one  measure 
not  announced  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
but  which,  I  am  told,  will  appear  in  the 


shape  of  a  Private  Bill,  on  which  I 
heartily  congratulate  your  Lordships.  It 
may  possibly  prove  to  be  the  most  useful 
measure  of  this  Parliament.  I  called  at- 
tention last  Session  to  the  miserable  sup- 
ply of  water  in  the  Metropolis  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  fire.  A  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Camperdown),  who  had  often,  without 
any  encouragement  from  the  Government, 
brought  the  whole  subject  before  your 
Lordships,  announced  his  intention  of 
asking  your  Lordships  to  agree  to  a 
Resolution  on  the  subject.  Mr.  Cross, 
however,  told  us  that  he  intended  to 
take  the  matter  in  hand,  and  deprecated 
further  discussion  in  this  House  till  he 
could  make  his  statement.  I  believe 
that  he  fulfilled  his  pledge,  and  has 
been  successfully  working  on  the  lines  of 
the  excellent  Iteports  of  the  Society  of 
Arts.  With  regard  to  any  retrospect  as 
to  what  has  happened  during  the  Becess, 
I  have  this  difficulty.  It  has  been  usual 
during  a  Becess  for  the  Opposition,  who 
have  plenty  of  leisure,  to  make  frequent 
extra-Parliamentary  speeches,  and  for 
Ministers,  who  are  more  fully  occupied, 
to  speak  at  much  greater  intervals,  re- 
serving themselves  for  the  meeting  of 
Parliament.  The  present  Cabinet,  small 
in  numbers,  and,  perhaps,  not  the  worse 
for  that,  contains  most  distinguished 
orators.  In  1878,  a  week  had  not 
elapsed  after  the  Prorogation  before 
Cabinet  Ministers  were  beginning  to 
harangue  the  Provinces.  In  1879  the 
majority  of  the  Cabinet  have  done  more 
of  what  is  vulgarly  called  "  stumping 
the  country  "  than  any  previous  Aami- 
nistration  has  done  during  all  the  Be- 
cesses  of  any  one  Parliament.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Oppo- 
sition have  not  been  remiss  in  doing 
their  duty  in  this  respect,  and  the  result 
is  that  the  people  are  constantly  hearing 
both  sides  of  the  subject.  That  does  not 
diminish  the  importance  of  discussing 
these  matters  fully  in  Parliament  ; 
but  it  takes  off  the  gloss  which 
might  otherwise  here  belong  to  them. 
Some  Members  of  the  Government  have 
complained  of  the  use  of  strong  lan- 
guage ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  that  is 
a  feeling  in  which  the  Prime  Minister 
does  not  share.  We  all  know  with  what 
ridicule  he  has  treated  such  mealy- 
mouthed  objections  to  strone  language 
on  vital  questions ;  and,  therefbre,  though 
he  may  approve  his  friends  and  sup- 
porters in  calling  the  Opposition  unpa- 
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triotic  enemies  to  their  country,  and  men 
who  wish  to  break  up  the  Empire  abroad 
and  bring  about  revolution  at  home, 
he  could  hardly  consider  them  as  com- 
pliments, or  that  they  hardly  gave  to  the 
Opposition  that  monopoly  of  abuse  which 
is  attributed  to  them.  Among  the  sub- 
jects discussed  has  been  the  depression  in 
the  trade  and  agriculture  of  the  country, 
and  the  state  of  foreign  affairs.  As  re- 
gards agriculture,  I  am  a  little  surprised 
that  not  one  word  of  sympathy  is  expressed 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  as  to  the  depres- 
sion under  which  the  whole  agriculture  of 
the  United  Kingdom  is  suffering  at  this 
moment.  As  regards  trade,  leading  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  have  spoken  in 
the  most  decided  way  as  to  the  impossi- 
bility of  reverting  to  Protection,  direct 
or  indirect,  as  a  mode  of  relieving  dis- 
tress. But  in  declaring  that  a  return  to 
Protection  was  impossible,  I  regret  cer- 
tain language  which  has  been  held  by 
some  Members  of  the  Government.  I 
regret  I  do  not  see  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  here  to- 
night, not  only  on  account  of  his  indis- 
position, which  I  hope  is  not  serious, 
but  on  accoimt  of  the  reference  I  intend 
to  make.  The  noble  Marquess,  speaking 
in  a  town  which  is  supposed  to  be  the 
head-quarters  of  Free  Trade,  took  credit 
as  a  Freetrader  for  having  reduced  the 
duty  on  a  single  article  in  the  Indian 
tarijff  at  a  time  when  the  Indian  Debt 
was  being  increased.  He  went  on,  still 
as  a  Freetrader,  to  deplore  the  walls  of 
Protection  which  he  found  surrounding 
most  of  the  g^eat  countries  of  the  world, 
and  then  suddenly,  and  apparently  to 
the  astonishment  of  his  hearers,  he  ex- 
pressed the  deepest  regret  at  the  com- 
plete manner  in  which  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  his  successors  had  adopted  Free 
Trade  as  far  as  we  were  concerned,  in- 
stead of  retaining  the  duties  on  a  num- 
ber of  articles  which  might  have  enabled 
us  to  haggle  with  foreign  Governments, 
varying  as  we  went  along  our  own  im- 
port duties  according  to  the  fancies  and 
prejudices  of  the  States  with  which  we 
were  dealing.  Now,  my  Lords,  the 
noble  Marquess  is,  I  am  sure,  very 
anxious,  as  ho  stated,  to  persuade  foreign 
countries  to  reduce  their  tarilfs,  and  he 
finds  no  doubt  a  difficulty,  from  the  fact 
of  our  having  few  reductions  left  to 
make,  in  dealing  with  statesmen  who 
believe  that  to  reduce  a  duty  is  to  confer 
a  benefit  upon  us  and  not  upon  the  in- 
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habitants  of  their  own  country.  But 
has  he  reflected  upon  the  immense  diffi- 
culty which  language  such  as  his,  and 
such  as  the  much  stronger  expressions 
used  by  the  first  Legal  Adviser  of  the 
Crown  in  the  House  of  Commons,  throws 
in  the  way  of  our  diplomatic  agents 
when  endeavouring  to  obtain  a  reduc- 
tion? Secretaries  of  State  and  First 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  cannot  make 
public  speeches  exclusively  for  home  con- 
sumption— they  get  published  abroad; 
and  is  it  not  certain  that  a  Protectionist 
foreign  statesman  will  say — '*I  believe 
the  reduction  of  duties  is  dangerous  -  to 
the  industries  of  my  country ;  but  I  am 
also  convinced  that  they  have  proved  to 
be  so  even  for  those  of  Great  Britain,  for 
do  I  not  find  some  of  the  most  import- 
ant personages  of  your  Gt)vemment 
expressing  extreme  regret  that  for  30 
years  the  freedom  of  your  oommeroe  has 
been  complete  ?  Either  it  has  been  an 
advantage  or  it  has  not ;  and  it  is  per- 
fectly impossible  that  it  should  be  an 
advantage  if  your  ablest  men  are  of 
opinion  that  it  would  have  been  wise  to 
exclude  our  goods  because  we  did  not 
admit  yours."  I  presume  it  is  from 
some  practical  experience  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  meeting  such  arguments  that 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  has,  I  am 
glad  to  see,  been  employing  language 
which  is  entirely  opposed  to  the  regrets 
expressed  by  his  Chidf.  The  advantages 
of  Free  Trade  for  this  country  have  not 
been  more  clearly  shown  by  our  extra- 
ordinary industrial  prosperity  during  the 
quarter  of  a  century  following  the  Hepeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws  than  by  the  fact  of 
our  having  suffered  less  in  the  recent 
time  of  depression  than  other  countries 
afflicted  with  Protection.  That  this  is  so 
is  x)i^oved  in  a  striking  manner  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  tables,  which  show  that 
while  there  has  been  hardly  any  dimi- 
nution in  the  amount  of  goods  which  we 
have  exported,  the  value  of  those  g^ds 
has  only  fallen  8  per  cent ;  whereas  the 
decrease  in  the  value  of  our  imports  has 
been  more  than  30  per  cent.  A  year  ago 
I  stated  that  the  Government  had  for 
two  previous  years  been  seeing  bits  of 
blue  sky  not  visible  to  the  unofficial  eye ; 
and  I  asserted  my  belief  that  if  they 
only  stuck  to  their  text  they  would,  at 
last,  find  themselves  in  the  right.  I 
believe  that  the  revival  of  trade  has  been 
retarded  by  the  want  of  political  as  well 
as  commercial  confidence ;  but  the  tide 
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has  oertainlj  tamed,  and  although  there 
may  be  danger  from  exaggerated  specu- 
lation, I  shall  be  surprised  if,  during 
the  next  few  years,  we  have  not  addi- 
tional proofs  of  the  industrial  supenority 
of  a  country  enjoying  Free  Trade  over 
those  which  interpose  artificial  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  its  full  development.  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  Ministers  in  France 
give  no  encouragement,  at  all  events,  to 
increased  Protection  in  that  rich  country. 
With  regard  to  agriculture,  I  am  afraid 
the  question  of  revival  is  one  for  the 
future  and  not  for  the  present.  Farmers 
have  been  ruined,  landowners  much 
embarrassed,  and  labourers  suffering, 
though  to  a  much  less  degree.  The 
immediate  cause  has  been  the  coinci- 
dence of  a  succession  of  bad  harvests  in 
this  country  with  a  succession  of  wonder- 
fully good  harvests  in  America,  accom- 
panied by  a  great  depression  among 
consumers  of  agricultural  produce  both 
here  and  in  the  United  States.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  last  year 
that  this  was  the  only  interest  which  had 
suffered  from  Free  Trade.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  Protection  would  have  helped 
the  farmer  more  than  it  did  in  the  years 
when  it  still  existed,  while  it  would  have 
been  absolute  ruin  to  the  labourer.  But 
the  strain  of  competition  has  been  great, 
and  figures  are  g^ven  which  threaten  much 
more  severe  competition.  One  grain  of 
comfort  might  be  derived  from  the  revival 
of  one  of  those  branches  of  industry  to 
which  I  have  alluded.  Seven  months  ago 
there  was  not  an  expert  in  the  iron  trade 
who  did  not  think  it  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther we  could  compete  with  the  Ameri- 
can ironmaster  in  the  neutral  markets, 
and  was  not  certain  that  we  should 
never  send  a  ton  of  iron  or  steel  again 
to  the  States.  For  the  last  four  months 
we  have  been  doing  the  Americans  that 
which  Protectionists  would  call  the  in- 
jury of  inundating  them  at  their  own 
request  with  iron.  Is  not  this  a  lesson 
that  we  must  not  attach  too  much  im- 
portance to  the  gloomy  predictions  even 
of  the  most  experienced  men  in  times  of 
great  depression  ?  But  of  this  we  may 
be  sure — that  a  competition  which  has 
rediiced  the  rent  of  land  in  the  Eastern 
States  of  America  to  nil  will  make  it 
necessary  for  us  to  make  every  effort  to 
free  British  agriculture  from  all  that 
may  clog  its  most  beneficial  exercise.  I 
am  especially  glad  to  have  heard  the 
announcement  made  in  the  Speech  in 


reference  to  a  Bill  for  some  alteration  in 
the  Land  Laws.  Forty  years  ago  I 
formed  my  own  opinion  that  the  Land 
Laws  of  France  and  those  of  this  coun- 
try were  alike  in  extremes  —  those  of 
France  in  taking  away  nearly  all  free- 
dom of  testamentary  disposition  and 
making  the  peurtition  of  estates  almost 
compulsory,  and  those  of  EnglMid  in 
restricting  sales,  in  making  the  transfer 
of  land  expensive,  in  cramping  the 
liberty  of  the  supposed  possessor,  in 
discouraging  improvements  by  the  land- 
owner and  the  best  cultivation  by  the 
tenant,  and  by  making  artificial  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  either  dividing  or 
agglomerating  estates.  I  believe  that 
change  is  necessary,  and  that  some 
change  would  be  aesired  by  farmers 
and  would  not  really  be  objected  to  by 
landlords,  whatever  might  be  the  feel- 
ings of  some  of  their  advisers.  Those 
changes  should  be  in  the  direction  of 
simplifying  titles;  of  making  the  pre- 
sumption of  law,  both  as  regards  the 
succession  to  land  and  the  relation  of 
landlord,  conform,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
right  principle,  and,  without  destroying 
freedom  of  contract,  should  give  more 
liberty  of  action  to  the  nominal  land-- 
owner.  I  am  quite  certain  that  if  the 
measure  contemplated  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  carries  out  some  such  prin- 
ciples as  these,  the  measure  will  be  one 
which  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  can 
approve.  I  should  hardly  venture  to 
speak  of  the  subject  of  distress  in  Lre- 
land  after  the  full  manner  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  has  referred  to  the 
subject.  I  am  exceedingly  anxious  to 
hear  from  the  Government  the  way  in 
which  they  intend  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  detail.  I  hope  they  have 
not  neglected  the  experience  gained  by 
Lord  Russell's  Government,  and  that 
they  will  use  the  means  best  adapted  to 
relieve  distress  without  in  any  way  in- 
terfering with  the  general  labour  market. 
I  think  it  is  not  possible  to  makesufiicient 
provision,  without  deliberately  break- 
ing the  solemn  provision  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  not  long  ago.  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  im- 
pute wickedness  to  Irishmen  because 
they  advocate  Home  Rule,  if  they  think 
conscientiously  that  it  would  be  for  the 
public  advantage.  I  deplore  the  £act 
that  men  of  great  ability  and  influence 
shpuld  waste  their  efforts  upon  what  I 
believe  to  be  a  sterile  agitation,  instead 


27 


AddrMt  in 


[LOEDS} 


Answ0r  to  Ser 


38 


of  profiting  by  our  present  institutions 
to  join  with  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen 
in  promoting  measures  for  the  welfare 
of  our  common  country.  I  use  the  word 
sterile  advisedly,  and  I  need  not  argue 
in  this  Assembly  that  it  is  impossible  for 
Home  Bule,  such  as  exista  in  Canada, 
could  be  established  in  the  sister-  King- 
dom. But  if  you  talk  of  giving  to 
Irishmen  more  power  to  do  their  own 
local  work  I  entirely  agree.  I  believe 
what  is  wanted  is  a  thorough  reform 
of  the  local  governments  of  Ireland, 
and  that  we  should  then  throw  upon 
these  reformed  bodies  the  greatest  pos- 
sible amount  of  local  duties  and  re- 
sx>onsibilities.  You  would  in  this  way 
relieve  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  from  an  intolerable  burden 
that  now  presses  upon  them.  I  regret 
the  violent  language  used  and  the  violent 
measures  advocated  by  Mr.  Parnell, 
and  I  do  so  on  this  ground.  During  the 
whole  of  this  century  there  have  been 
two  parties  in  England  and  Scotland, 
one  very  jealous  of  Ireland  and  desirous 
of  keeping  a  heavy  hand  upon  it,  and 
the  other  anxious  to  meet  whatever  was 
proposed  by  Irishmen  and  to  act  in 
accordance  with  their  feelings,  and  even 
with  their  prejudices,  so  far  as  that 
could  be  done  without  a  breach  of  prin- 
ciple. I  believe  that  during  the  whole 
of  that  time  the  one  party  has  dimi- 
nished in  strength  and  the  other  has 
gained  ground  in  strength  and  in  num- 
bers ;  and  I  do  fear  that  the  violent  lan- 
guage used  by  and  the  proceedings  of 
persons  like  Mr.  Parnell  tend  to  create  a 
re -action  in  this  country,  and  to  make  it 
difficult  to  go  on  with  those  measures  of 
amelioration  connected  with  Ireland 
which  most  of  us  ardently  desire.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  alluded  to  a  recent 
proposal  of  Mr.  Bright.  Mr.  Bright  is 
a  very  remarkable  man,  and  has  given 
much  attention  to  the  ills  of  Ireland, 
and  has  suggested  measures  for  their 
removal,  scrupulously  endeavouring  to 
make  them  consistent  with  a  due  regard 
for  the  riffhts  of  property.  His  pro- 
posal may  bo  open  to  all  the  objections 
which  have  been  raised,  not  only  by  the 
Conservative  Party,  but  by  men  like  Mr. 
Fawcett;  but  I  think  there  can  bo  no 
doubt  of  his  honest  desire  to  ameliorate 
the  present  state  of  things.  Merely  from 
the  fact  of  agrarian  propositions  in  a  dif- 
ferent quarter,  I  have  seen  Mr.  Bright 
treated  as  if  he  were  a  revolutionary  and 
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an  agrarian  Socialist.  In  my  opinion  it  is 
the  duty  of  both  Englishmen  and  Xrish- 
men  to  discuss  questions  of  this  kind 
calmly  and  in  the  spirit  of  the  late  Lord 
Bessborough — a  man  known  and  liked 
in  this  House,  and  still  more  known  and 
liked  in  his  own  country  of  Ireland,  for 
his  singular  calmness,  firmness,  and 
judgment,  mixed  with  tiie  greatest  pos- 
sible liberality  in  relation  to  snbjecta  of 
this  kind.  Connected  with  the  preyions 
subjects  there  is  a  question  wni(^,  we 
have  been  informed  on  high  authority, 
is  the  strong  point  of  the  Government. 
Lord  Carnarvon  last  year  said  that  good 
government  made  good  finance.  He  im- 
mediately apologized  for  having  unin- 
tentionally borrowed  the  phraae  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  am  af^d 
that  the  First  Lord  owes  another  apology 
to  Baron  Louis,  who  is  quoted  by  all  the 
contemporary  memoirs  as  having  used 
this  expression  at  the  time  of  the  He- 
storation;  and  Baron  Louis  probably 
owed  apologies  to  the  Ministers  of  Henri 
Quatre  and  Queen  Elizabeth.  The 
maxim  is  so  obvious  that  it  must  haye 
occurred  to  many  minds.  That  in  a 
time  of  imusual  depression  we  have 
been  spending  an  unusual  amount  of 
money  there  is  no  doubt;  that  gpreater 
expenditure  means  a  certain  preseure 
upon  trade  and  a  greater  pressure  upon 
those  who  are  employed  in  re-productiTe 
labour,  no  one  can  question.  The  g^reat 
question  is  this  :  Whether  the  objects  of 
Uer  Majesty's  Government  and  the  re- 
sults which  have  attended  their  policy  jus- 
tify the  evil  of  an  increased  expenditure. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  spoken  a 
good  deal  on  foreign  affairs ;  but  they 
certainly  have  not  g^ven  those  accurate 
detailed  explanations  with  regard  to  their 
policy  which  we  might  expect  in  Parlia- 
ment. They  have  chiefly  confined  them- 
selves to  some  vague  general  declarations 
as  to  England  having  risen  in  the  scale 
of  nations,  and  that  sort  of  thing ;  and 
then  they  tutn  round  upon  the  Opposi- 
tion, and  adopt  a  peculiar  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding. They  imagine  a  foreign  policy 
adopted  by  the  late  Government,  and  it 
is  much  easier  to  do  this  in  consequence 
of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment having  been  seriously  questioned 
in  Parliament.  Then  on  this  assumed 
policy  they  proceed  with  the  neatest 
satisfaction  to  throw  stones  and  sticks 
at  us.  I  see  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  "War 


29 


MaJMty^B  Most 


(Febbuaby  5,  1880}  Gracious  Speech. 


30 


( Yiscount .  Bury)  laughing ;  but  it  is 
exactly  what  he  did  when  he  went  to 
Nottingham  a  short  time  ago.  He  there 
made  a  most  eulogistic  speech  in  favour 
of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  then  he  proceeded  to 
find  the  most  severe  fault  with  one 
act  of  the  foreign  policy  after  another 
which  had  been  pursued  by  successive 
Liberal  Secretaries  of  State.  The  noble 
Lord  has  great  advantages  in  discuss- 
ing these  questions.  We  know  that 
he  has  a  mind  open  to  conviction  on 
political  subjects.  He  has  the  advan- 
tage not  generally  possessed  by  noble 
Lords  on  this  side  or  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  He  has  been  able  to  study  these 
questions  from  different  points  of  view. 
Unlike  the  knights  of  old,  he  has  been 
able  to  see  both  the  silver  and  the  gold 
sides  of  the  shield-  What,  however, 
puzzles  me  a  little  is  how  he  can  throw 
such  blame  upon  acts  done  at  the  Foreign 
Office  in  the  time  of  Lord  Palmerston, 
Lord  Clarendon,  Lord  Bussoll,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  and  myself,  when  I  fancied 
that  during  the  greater  part  of  that 
time  he  appeared  to  be  a  supporter  of 
those  pubfic  men.  Now,  I  do  not  ob- 
ject to  his  giving  his  more  or  less  fixed 
opinions  to  the  electors  of  Notting- 
ham. But  I  have  a  right  to  claim  that  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  speaking 
with  official  authority,  should  be  par- 
ticular as  to  his  facts.  He  told  Not- 
tingham that  the  late  Government  had 
abandoned  the  Black  Sea  to  the  Bus- 
eians.  What  are  the  facts?  One  of 
the  conditions  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris 
was  the  neutralization  of  the  Black  Sea. 
It  was  not  one  of  the  conditions  recorded 
by  Count  Buol  and  Lord  Clarendon  as 
thought  necessary  at  the  Conference  of 
Vienna  by  the  Powers  of  Europe  as  a 
condition  of  peace.  It  was  an  after- 
thought of  M.  I>rou3m  de  Lhuys.  Lord 
Palmerston  thought  this  provision  would 
have  the  practical  effect  of  giving  time 
to  Turkey  to  recover  the  naval  position 
she  held  before  the  unfortunate  destruc- 
tion of  her  Fleet  at  Sinope.  Ho  did  not 
think  it  could  be  permanently  retained. 
Ho  never  thought  that  condition  could 
1  ast .  What  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone on  that  subject  r  He  denounced  it 
in  the  strongest  manner  as  a  condition  to 
which  it  was  impossible  that  a  great  mili- 
tary Power  could  be  Bubiected,  seeing 
that  it  deprived  Bussia  oi  the  right  of 
defending  its  own  coaats  and  its  own 


trade.  I  do  not  expect  to  convince  the 
noble  Lord  by  citing  Mr.  Gladstone's 
opinion  ;  but  the  noble  Earl  the  Prime 
Minister  thought  it  a  most  humiliating 
condition,  and  ho  was  supported  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  who,  with  his 
usual  fertility,  gave  several  illustrations 
of  the  absurd  injustice  of  the  condition. 
France  told  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  that, 
in  her  opinion,  that  condition  ought  to 
be  modified;  Germany  did  the  same; 
Austria  followed  Germany  ;  and  Italy 
followed  Austria ;  and  we  were  left  alone 
in  our  silence.  Prince  Gortchakoff,  in 
an  awkward  and  discourteous  manner 
as  regarded  the  co-signatories  of  the 
Treaty  of  1856,  denounced  the  duty  of 
the  Emperor  to  be  bound  by  it.  We 
called  upon  Europe  to  join  with  us  in 
repelling  what  seemed  to  us  an  offensive 
assumption.  Baron  Brunnow  tried  day 
after  day  to  obtain  from  me  some 
inkling  of  what  would  be  our  course  if 
the  retractation  was  made.  I  positively 
refused  to  give  that  information  until 
that  fact  was  accomplished.  The  most 
ample  retractation  was  made — one  that 
has  been  quoted  with  effect  by  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  —  and 
then,  and  not  till  then,  all  Europe  agreed 
not  to  abandon  the  Black  Sea  to  Bussia, 
as  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  stated  at 
Nottingham,  but  to  substitute  for  it  an- 
other arrangement.  It  was  to  admit  not 
only  Bussia,  but  Turkey  also,  with  her 
magnificent  Fleet,  to  the  Black  Sea,  and  to 
give  the  latter  the  power  which  she  did 
not  then  possess  of  calling  in  her  maritime 
allies  even  in  time  of  peace.  The  Turkish 
Ambassador  stated  that  was  the  very  thing 
that  Turkey  wanted.  It  is  an  arrange- 
ment which  no  one  can  pretend  was  of  the 
slightest  advantage  to  Bussia  in  the  last 
war.  I  remember  a  conversation  in  this 
House  on  the  subject.  I  described  the 
alternatives  whicn  we  might  have 
adopted,  all  of  which  seemed  to  me 
to  be  bad.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  following  asked 
whether  another  had  not  suggested 
itself  to  me — namely,  to  do  nothing. 
Tho  suggestion  did  not  occur  to  me,  and, 
at  all  events,  it  has  not  been  adopted  by 
him  in  a  somewhat  similar  case.  When 
Bussia  claimed  Batoum,  which  she  has 
now  got,  the  noble  Marquess  was  not 
satisfied  in  doing  nothinfi^.  He  secretly 
engaged  with  Bussia  to  join  Europe  in 
giving  sanction  to  their  possessing  the 
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best  port  in  Asia  Minor.    I  really  think 
the  noble  Lord  has  given  me  a  fair 
locus  standi  to  come  forward  to  do  what 
I  have  never  done  before — defend  the 
Foreign  Office.    We  have  been  attacked 
for  having  during  the  late  Administra- 
tion said  so  little  about  foreign  affairs. 
It  is  a  fault  which  cannot  be  imputed  to 
the  present  Cabinet.     I  doubt  whether 
any  former  Administration  ever  talked 
so  much.     It  has  its  advantages,  but 
they  are  hardly  of  a  lasting  character. 
In  the  long  run  it  does  not  give  strength, 
and  when  so  much  is  said  it  is  almost 
impossible  lor  Ministers  not  to  contra- 
dict one  another  and  even  themselves. 
We  all  remember,  when  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  was  signed,  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters told  us  they  had  saved  Kussia  going 
to  Constantinople — which  I  do  not  be- 
lieve at  all — that  they  had  brought  back 
peace  with  honour,  that  they  had  led 
Europe,  and  that  they  had  saved  Europe. 
It  was  pointed  out  the  other  day  that  the 
secret  Memorandum  was  necessary  to  in- 
duce Prince  Bismarck  to  hold  the  Con- 
ference at  all.     It  is  said  that  when 
Bussia  endeavoured  to  deviate  from  the 
lino  traced  in  it,   he  kept  her  to  the 
point.     It  is  said  that  when  the  British 
Plenipotentiaries,     frightened    by    the 
storm  raised  by  the  publication  of  the 
secret  Memorandum,  tried  to  withdraw 
from  the  concession  they  had  promised 
respecting  Batoum,  Prince  Bismark  held 
them    to    their  bond.      Could    anyone 
doubt  that  Prince  Bismarck  had  an  im- 
portant hand  in  the  Treaty  ?     Well,  did 
he  talk  of  saving  and  leading  Europe  ? 
No,  he  minimized  his  share,  his  interest 
in  the  work;  he  described  in  the  humblest 
illustration  the  nature  of  his  work.     I 
have    some    doubt     whether    the    real 
strength  lay  with  those  who  had  talked 
the  biggest.     The   First   Lord    of  the 
Admiralty   the   other  day   said   that  it 
was  now  known  that  when  England  said 
that  a  thing  was  not  to  be  done,  all  the 
power  and  strength  of  England  would 
bo  exerted    to  prevent  it.      I   do  not 
know   any  such   a  thing.     It   happens 
that   at    the    end  of    Mr.    Gladst(mo*s 
Administration  I  said  in  this  House — 
and    I    said    it    without    contradiction 
and  without  the  fear  of  contradiction — 
that  wo  had  never  said   one  word  to 
which    wo    had    not     adhered.      Is    it 
possible    to    say     this   regarding    this 
very  Treaty  of  Berlin  ?    Head  the  cele- 
brated Circular  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
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Could  anything  be  stronger  than  the 
objections  stated  in  it  to  the  San  Stefiuio 
Treaty?  As  to  the  annexation  bvBuaBia 
of  Bessarabia,  the  acquisition  of  the  im- 

gortant  harbour  of  Batoum,  the  stzong- 
olds  of  Armenia,  the  indemnity  from 
the  Turks — not  one  of  these  objections 
has  been  met  by  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 
It  is  true  that  the  noble  Marquess  says 
that  those  who  think  so  cannot  ever  have 
read  the  Circular,  because  there  is  a 
sentence  in  the  Circular  — "  lliese  re- 
sults arise  not  so  much  from  a  sinfi^le 
Article  as  from  the  operation  of  the  in- 
strument as  a  whole.''    And  we  are  told 
that  the  political  and  military  supremacj 
of  the  Sultan  in  Eastern  Bonmelia  will 
compensate  for    all   the   other    objec- 
tions; but  even  if  this  were  so,  whidi 
no    one    can    think,    what    does    the 
supremacy    of  the   Sultan  in    Sastem 
Boumelia  amount  to  ?    He  cannot  ear- 
rison  the  impregnable  barrier,  and  he 
has  not  sufficient  interest  with  the  Go- 
vernor of  Eastern  Boumelia  to  obtain 
the  dismissal  of  Militia  officers  who  in- 
sult him.    Now,  my  objections  to  the 
Berlin  Treaty  are  not  great ;  there  are 
great  faults  in  it,  but  it  was  a  tolerable 
arrangement  under  the  whole  of  the  cir- 
cumstances.   But  what  I  object  to  is  the 
singular  inconsistency  of  the  Treaty  with 
the  big  words  you  used.    The  Circular 
had    created  great  enthusiasm  among 
certain  classes  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government.    The  Treaty  of  Berlin  was 
an   immense   disappointment  to  these. 
And    this    disappointment    drove    the 
Government  into  the  most  indefensible 
Convention    that    England    has    made 
during    this    century  —  a    Convention 
which,  while  it  destroys  the  proud  boast 
of  a  Conservative  statesman  that  Eng- 
land is  strong  because  she  fears  nothing 
and  wants  nothing,  throws  upon  us  and 
our  survivors  indefinite  liabilities  uBder 
all  possible  contingencies,  without  giving 
us  the  slightest    additional  means    of 
carrying  out  those  engagements  or  of 
reforming  tlie  Turks.     With  reg^ard  to 
these  two  Treaties,  I  beg  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  a  few  questions. 
We  know  that  Turkey  has  fulfilled  her 
engagements  towards  Eussia    and  to- 
wards   Austria.      What    progress    has 
been  made  with  respect  to  the  conces- 
sion,  wliich  the    Prime    Minister    de- 
scribed in  Kni^htsbridge  to  be  so  great, 
to    Greece  ?     Are    the    other    Powers 
agreed  on  the  subject?    Are  we  acting 
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with  them  ?  Again,  what  progress  has 
been  made  in  carrying  out  the  Treaty 
respecting  Montenegro  ?  I  entirely 
ag^ee  with  the  Mover  of  the  Address  in 
what  he  said  on  the  subject  of  the  Con- 
vention for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  more  effec- 
tual than  the  promises  in  the  same 
direction  hitherto  given.  I  would  also 
like  to  know  something  about  that  mys- 
terious incident,  the  demonstration  with 
regard  to  the  persecution  of  the  mission- 
ary and  his  assistant,  and  the  menaces, 
if  any,  which  were  used  by  Sir  Austen 
Laycurd,  and  what  was  the  ultimate  suc- 
cess of  the  measures  which  he  took  ? 
With  regard  to  Cyprus,  if  Lord  Salisbury 
had  been  here,  I  should  have  liked  to 
know  whether  the  internal  administra- 
tion has  profited  by  the  strange  expe- 
dient of  placing  it  under  his  personal 
superintendence,  rather  than  committing 
it  to  the  care  of  the  Colonial  Office,  so 
full  of  traditions  ?  I  will  venture  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield),  whether  the  steaming  in 
during  the  healthy  time  of  the  year  of 
men-of-war  into  the  pestilential  harbour 
of  Famagosta,  and  steamine  out  again 
as  soon  as  possible,  is  a  fulfilment  of  the 
pledge  which  was  to  have  been  re- 
deemed eight  months  ago  as  to  an  avail- 
able port  for  all  our  commerce,  and 
whether  it  will  contribute  much  to  the 
establishment  of  a  place  of  arms  ?  There 
is  a  lone  paragraph  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  about  South  Africa.  I  entirely 
join  with  the  noble  Mover  in  rejoicing 
that  the  war  is  ended.  The  fact  of  its 
being  at  an  end  does  not  in  the  slightest 
diminish  my  regret — I  may  say,  my  in- 
dignation— that  it  ever  was  conmienced. 
Two  Ministers  have  lately  laid  great 
stress  on  the  fact  that  the  Government 
not  only  did  not  sanction,  but  forbade 
the  war,  and  they  greatly  deplored  it.  But 
the  war  was  either  just  or  necessary,  or 
it  was  cot.  If  it  was  just  and  neces- 
sary, why  did  the  Government  forbid  it  ? 
If  it  was  not  just  and  necessary,  I  can 
conceive  no  more  deplorable  proof  of 
weakness — nothing  of  a  worse  example 
— than  that  a  war  should  be  begun  and 
carried  on  with  varied  disaster  and  suc- 
cess, at  a  g^eat  cost  of  blood  and  trea- 
sure, with  the  perfect  acquiescence  of  a 
Government  which  deplores,  but  does 
not  prevent  it.  It  is  true  that  a  third 
Ministe^as  since  declared  that  now  the 
war  is  over,  and  succossAilly,  ho  thinks 
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that  the  Government  were  wrong  and 
Sir  Bartle  Frere  was  right.  As  Papers 
are  promised,  I  presume  they  will  give 
us  the  grounds  for  the  promise  which 
has  often  been  held  out  to  us  of  a  speedy 
Confederation,  and  the  mode  in  which  it 
is  proposed  to  settle  the  country.  This 
Speech  does  not  announce,  like  a  pre- 
vious one,'  that  the  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal  has  been  received  throughout 
the  Province  with  enthusiasm.  I  pre- 
sume the  Papers  will  show  whether  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley's  declarations  were  the 
result  of  instructions  from  home,  and, 
if  not,  whether  they  have  been  approved. 
There  are  two  paragraphs  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  on  a  subject  upon 
which  the  interest  of  the  country  is 
deeply  concentrated.  Forty  years  ago  a 
dreadful  disaster  happened,  the  worst 
that  has  happened  to  this  coimtry  during 
this  century.  The  bitter  lesson  was 
taken  to  heart  by  the  East  India  Com- 
pany, by  successive  Advisers  of  the 
Crown,  by  successive  Viceroys  and  dis- 
tinguished Anglo-Indian  soldiers  and 
administrators.  It  was  only  after  the 
accession  of  the  present  Government  to 
power  that  a  change  of  policy  was  de- 
cided upon,  a  policy  not  announced,  but 
carefully  concealed  from  the  people  of 
this  country.  What  has  been  the  re- 
sult ?  Let  anyone  take  up  the  accoimt 
by  the  historian  Kaye,  or  the  statesman 
soldier  Sir  Henry  Durant,  and  shut  his 
eyes  to  the  dates,  and  he  will  fancy  that 
he  is  reading  step  by  step,  with  the 
great  exception  of  the  incompetency  of 
some  British  officer,  every  incident  of 
the  present  day.  In  the  same  way  I 
read  in  the  newspapers  of  the  last  year 
of  the  easy  overrunning  of  Afghanistan 
by  our  troops,  of  the  fanaticism  excited 
by  our  advance,  of  the  massacre  of  our 
gallant  Bepresentative,  the  difficulty  in 
which  we  found  outselves,  and  which  is 
indicated  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  of  re- 
maining or  going  away.  I  can  hardly 
help  fancying  that  I  am  hearing  the  very 
words  which  the  late  Lord  Lawrence, 
with  not  a  grain  of  that  Party  feeling 
which  may  excite  some  of  us,  and  with 
almost  tears  in  his  eyes  for  that  India 
which  he  loved  and  had  served  so  well, 
rophesied  in  conversation  to  me,  as  he 
id  in  public,  the  certain  results  of  the 
step  so  falsely  taken.  What  is  the  pre- 
sent position  of  things  ?  We  have  some 
45,000  British  troops  there — more  are 
hurrying  up  from  Bombay;  we  hardly 
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do  more  than  hold  our  own ;  we  have 
silent  millions  in  destroying  the  only 
Government ;  the  outlying  Provinces 
north  and  west  are  incomplete  anarchy; 
and  all  this  has  been  done  not  to  pre- 
vent Russia  invading  us — because  that 
the  Prime  Minister  said  was  almost  im- 
possible— but  to  destroy  the  possibility 
of  Eussian  intrigue.  Is  it  possible  to 
imagine  more  completely  playing  the 
game  of  Eussia  or  any  Power  that  wishes 
to  intrigue?  What  the  country  want 
to  know — and  I  do  not  speak  merely  of 
the  Opposition,  thoughtful  Conservatives 
are  just  as  anxious  as  we  are — what  we 
want  to  know  is,  what  is  the  policy  of 
Her  Maj  esty*s  Government  ?  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach  pledges  the  Government 
to  take  such  measures  as  will  revive  the 
prosperity  of  the  Afghans.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  says  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  to  refrain 
from  annexation  except  when  circum- 
stances absolutely  compel  them  to  resort 
to  it,  not  only  for  their  own  preservation, 
but  for  the  interests  of  the  people  an- 
nexed. Sir  Stafford  Northcote  says  it 
is  a  policy  of  self-defence,  and  not  a 
policy  of  annexation.  It  is  a  policy 
which  aims  at  securing  India  from  vain 
alarms  of  movements  and  invasions 
from  outside.  It  must  bo  exceedingly 
difficult  for  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  \o 
define  a  policy  which  is  at  once  con- 
sistent with  the  principles  he  has  pub- 
licly laid  down  about  the  folly  of  going 
beyond  our  former  Frontier  and  the 
policy  which  his  Colleagues h ave  initiate d . 
Lord  Lytton  says  that  it  is  not  the  acqui- 
sition of  territory,  but  the  firm  estab- 
lishment of  durable  foundations  for  the 
future  good  behaviour  of  India's  Afghan 
neighbours.  Her  Majesty's  gracious 
Speech  indicates  that  the  troops  are  to 
remain  until  this  wild-  country  is  settled, 
and  it  adds — which  really  in  a  State 
document  sounds  like  a  joke  at  this 
moment — that  it  desires  to  remain  on 
friendly  relations  with  the  Eulors  who 
no  longer  exist,  and  with  the  people 
whoso  hatred  they  have  so  deeply  stirred. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  policy.  But  so  ignorant 
is  every  Peer  in  this  House  who  is  not 
in  the  Cabinet  of  their  views,  and  so 
accustomed  are  wo  to  surprises,  that  I 
doubt  whether  there  is  any  one  of  us 
who  would  bo  much  astonished  if  they 
heard  that  the  Government  had  decided 
either  to  withdraw    to    that    scientific 
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Frontier  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much,  but  the  definition  of  which  is  not 
known  to  us — the  Annexe  to  the  Treaty 
of  Gandamak  having  been  steadily  with- 
held from  us — or  that  they  had  decided 
to  retain  Cabul  and  Candahar ;  that  they 
were  marching  on  Herat,  or  adding  a 
fresh  guarantee  to  our  stock  with  respect 
to  Persia.  Surely,  my  Lords,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  shoidd  give  us  not 
vague  generalities,  but  some  clear  indi- 
cation of  what  their  policy  is.  I  must 
make  one  remark  upon  the  reckless  way 
in  which  boasts  are  made  even  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  The  march 
upon  Cabul  is  described  as  rapid.  The 
murder  of  the  gallant  Cavagnari  was  on 
the  3rd  of  September.  The  orders  to 
advance  were  on  the  6th,  and  the  dis- 
tance was  82  miles.  How  long  do  you 
take  to  make  this  march  ? — just  one 
month.  The  distance  from  Lundi  Kotal, 
the  post  on  the  scientific  Frontier  in  the 
Khyber,  to  Cabul,  is  157  miles.  The 
order  to  advance  was  given  on  the  6th. 
The  force  reached  Jellalabad,  52  miles 
from  Lundi  Kotal,  on  the  13th  of  Octo- 
ber, and  was,  therefore,  more  than  a 
month  in  marching  52  miles.  These 
were  marches  at  a  pace  which  a  snail 
would  not  call  rapid.  The  fatdt  was 
not  in  the  least  that  of  the  officers ;  it 
was  that  of  the  arrangements  and  want 
of  preparations  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, whom  the  Government  insisted 
upon  our  thanking  at  the  end  of  the 
Session.  My  Lords,  there  are  two.  sub- 
jects to  which  I  must  allude,  though  it 
is  with  the  greatest  pain  that  I  do  so. 
A  charge  has  been  made  by  Bishop 
Colenso  of  acts  done  by  our  countrymen 
in  defiance  of  all  the  laws,  not  ofpeacOy 
but  of  acknowledged  waifare.  1  need 
not  say  that  Bishop  Colenso  is  an  impor- 
tant witness,  from  his  position,  his  nigh 
character,  and  his  knowledge  of  the 
country.  But  his  sympathy  with  the 
Natives,  which  does  him  so  much  honour, 
his  detestation  of  a  war  which  has  ap- 
peared to  him  unjust,  unnecessary,  and 
un-Christian,  is  so  strong  that  it  may 
have  warped  his  judgment  in  judging 
of  evidence.  I  devoutly  wish  that  this 
may  be  the  case.  Another  Memorial 
has  been  presented  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, in  calm  and  almost  judicial  language, 
dcuouncing  certain  acts  committed  by 
the  British  authorities  in  Afghanistan 
contrary  to  the  laws  of  civilized  war- 
fare,  and  certain  to  be  followed  t>y  dia- 
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grace  and  dishonour,  and  asking  for  an 
inquiry.  The  noble  Earl  will,  I  have 
no  doubt,  be  prepared  to  say  what  know- 
ledge he  has  of  these  facts,  what  in- 
quiries have  been  made,  what  have  been 
the  results,  and  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  with  reference  to  this 
matter.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Viscount  Sandon)  speaks  lightly 
of  struggles  unto  the  death.  It  is  a  phrase 
he  uses  in  every  speech  of  his,  and  it  is 
a  grave  question  whether  such  struggles 
are  imminent  upon  us.  The  noble  Vis- 
count is  reported  to  have  stated  at  Liver- 
pool the  other  day  that  our  neighbours 
had  enormous  Annies,  and  were  trying 
to  injure  us  in  all  directions.  This  is 
most  portentous  information,  even  if 
true,  to  be  blurted  out  for  the  first  time 
by  a  Cabinet  Minister  in  an  electioneer- 
ing speech.  The  first  part  of  the  intel- 
ligence is  superfluous — the  second  is 
perfectly  now  to  me.  Germany,  France, 
Austria,  and  Italy  have  aU  enormous 
Armies.  Are  they  all  or  any  of  them 
trying  to  injure  us  in  all  directions? 
And  if  only  one  was  meant,  and  that 
Bussia,  I  wish  to  know  what  are  the 
attempts  that  Bussia  is  known  to  be 
making  since  August  last,  when  the 
Prime  Minister  solemnly  announced  that 
the  Emperor  of  Bussia 

*'  hafl  fulfilled  his  cngagemonts  with  diflpiity 
and  honour,  and  is  at  this  moment  cordially 
operating  with  this  country  and  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe  in  a  pohcy  the  ohject  of 
which  is  to  secure  and  maintain  the  general 
peace?" 

If  Viscount  Sandon  is  right,  why  did  the 
Prime  Minister  lull  us  into  a  false  se- 
curity in  August,  and  why  does  he  tell 
us  in  the  Speech  to-day  that  the  rela- 
tions of  the  Queen  with  Foreign  Powers 
are  all  friendly?  However,  whether 
wo  are  to  have  a  struggle  unto  death 
depends  much  upon  our  own  jwlicy.  If 
our  foreign  policy  is  to  be  conducted  on 
a  system  of  jerks  and  surprises  ;  if  when 
we  touch  the  Eastern  Question  we 
sanction  the  material  advance  of  Bussia, 
and  at  the  same  time  make  ourselves 
equally  detested  by  Bussians,  by  Slavs, 
by  Turks,  and  by  Greeks  ;  if  in  another 
Continent  we  carry  on  a  bloody  and  in- 
glorious war,  whidi.  Ministers  tell  you, 
they  not  only  did  not  order,  but  actually 
prohibited  and  which  they  openly  de- 
plore; if  in  that  Continent  you  annex 
settlers  of  a  European  race— a  race 
as  obstinato    as   ourselvos^and    after 


promising  them  freedom,  annoxmce  that 
you  mean  to  govern  them  despotically 
and  to  govern  them  for  ever ;  if  in  India 
you  disregard  all  the  lessons  of  expe- 
rience and  all  the  best  recent  advice, 
and  pour  out  blood  and  treasure  on  a 
mountainous  district,  which  you  abso- 
lutely manure  as  a  hotbed  for  hostile  in- 
trigues, and  which  it  is  equally  difficult 
to  remain  in  or  to  retire  from ;  if  you 
think  to  govern  the  whole  world  by 
phrases  —  defiant  phrases  periodically 

f>roduced,  now  in  a  dead,  now  in  a  living 
anguage,  and  which  daily  collect  arouna 
them  an  increasing  flavour  of  ridicule— 
I  do  not  know  that  a  struggle  unto  death 
may  not  be  nearer  than  is  supposed. 
But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  your  policy  is 
firm  and  conciliatory,  not  saying  more 
than  you  mean  to  perform,  and  if  you 
adhere  to  what  you  say ;  if  you  lealously 
protect  yourself  from  real  injury  and 
insult;  if,  while  requiring  respect,  you 
fully  respect  the  rights  of  others ;  if  you 
show  that  you  do  not  covet  the  lands  of 
others,  but  throw  all  the  weight  of  your 
influence  in  the  European  CounciLs  in 
favour  of  j'ustice,  of  nreedom,  and  of 
peace,  I  have  such  confidence  in  the 
geographical  position,  the  maritime  re- 
sources, the  accumulated  wealth,  the 
free  institutions,  and  the  spirit  of  this 
eople,  that*I  do  not  believe  that  it  will 
e  the  interest  or  the  wish  of  our  neigh- 
bours to  engage  us  in  a  struggle,  or 
that  the  struggle,  if  it  came,  womd  be  a 

struggle  unto  death.  

Tub  Earl  OF  BEACONSFIELD :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
addressed  us  has  given  us  a  very  pic- 
turesque description  of  the  rhetoncal 
campaign  carried  on  during  the  Becess. 
According  to  the  noble  Earl,  scarcely 
a  single  leading  Member  of  either 
of  the  two  great  Parties  in  the  State 
has  not  played  a  part  more  or  less 
distinguisnea  in  those  efl'orts  of  elo- 
quence. One  alone  was  wanting,  and 
that  was  the  noble  Earl  himself;  but 
to-night  he  has  certainly  made  up  for  all 
the  deficiencies  of  the  Becess.  The  noblo 
Earl  has  shown  us  that  he  has  been  a 
careful  and  a  brilliant  critic  throughout 
the  Becess  of  all  those  efibrts  of  elo- 
quence that  we  have  heard.  The  noble 
Earl  has  given  us  an  article,  a  summary, 
a  literanr  production  of  no  ordinarycha- 
racter,  full,  I  conclude,  of  plain  Whig 
principles.  He  has,  I  think,  placed  be- 
fore us  in  a  very  able  manner — and  cer- 
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tainly,  all  will  admit,  in  a  very  agreeable 
manner — some  of  the  sayings  of  his 
opponents,  mixed  up  with  some  of  their 
doings,  though  hardly  introduced  into 
discussion  to-night  with  the  usual  fair- 
ness which  distinguishes  our  debates; 
for  certainly  I  did  not  expect  we 
should  bo  called  upon  to  vindicate 
the  negotiations  that  terminated  with 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  a  subject  which 
has  been  brought  most  fully  before 
your  Lordships'  House  before,  upon 
which  your  Lordships  have  given  your 
opinion,  and  in  a  manner,  with  num- 
bers present,  and  with  power  of  de- 
bate and  discussion,  which,  I  think, 
should  bo  considered,  in  this  Parliament 
at  least,  conclusive  as  to  the  judgment 
which  can  be  formed  upon  those  events. 
I  would  not  have  touched  upon  that  sub- 
ject now,  even  in  a  cursory  way,  had  it 
not  been  for  two  or  three  authentic  anec- 
dotes of  the  noble  Earl's — I  will  not  say 
invented  for  the  occasion,  because  I  am 
sure  ho  has  some  authority  for  them 
beyond  his  own  fancy — which  I  cannot 
pass  over  without  notice.  I  will  not 
dwell  upon  his  charge,  repeated  more 
than  once,  that  we  described  the  Balkans 
as  **  an  impregnable  bulwark  and  fron- 
tier,'' when  such  an  epithet  was  never 
used,  and  could  not  be  used,  by  anyone 
who  had  any  knowledge  of  the  facts. 
What  was  said  at  the  time — and  what, 
I  believe,  is  perfectly  justified  by  cir- 
cumstances— is  that  the  Balkans  were 
"  an  intelligible  frontier,"  not  **  an  im- 
pregnable frontier,"  and  everyone  ac- 
Suainted  with  these  matters  will,  I 
^  link,  agree  with  that.  The  noble  Earl, 
in  speaking  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  con- 
nected it  with  the  Turkish  Convention. 
Accurately  speaking,  it  was  not  part  of 
the  negotiations  of  Berlin,  nor  does  it 
appear  in  the  Treaty ;  but  the  noble 
Earl,  noticing  the  guarantee  given  to 
the  Porte  as  to  Asia  Minor,  says — 

"  It  is  well  known — I  believe  there  is  no 
doubt  about  it,  he  says — that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  general  discontent  that  was  felt 
in  Knj^land,  when  the  results  of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  were  made  known,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  then  had  recourse  to  this  Con- 
vention in  order  to  distract  public  attention 
and  obloquy.** 

Now,  if  the  noble  Earl  will  only  look  at 
the  date  of  the  Treaty — of  the  Conven- 
tion with  the  Sultan  respecting  Asia 
Minor — he  will  see  that  that  instrument 
was  negotiated  and  signed  before  the 
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labours  of  the  Berlin  Oonferenoe  had 
ceased,  or,  indeed,  I  believe^  before  they 
had  even  commenced.  The  nobleEarl  says 
he  has  often  asked  questions  which  have 
not  been  answered.    I  have  endeavoured 
to-night  to  make  a    catalogue  of   his 
questions,  so  as  to  answer  them  catego- 
rically.   The  noble  Earl  wishes  to  know 
what  has  been  done  with  regard  to  tJie 
delimitation  of  Montenegro.    Well,  that 
is  a  business  which  is  not  concluded ; 
but  I  should  think  that    at    no  time 
have  the  prospects  of  its  being  con- 
cluded in  a  satisfactory  manner  been  more 
hopeful  than  at  the  present.    Upon  that 
point  I  can  speak  with  some  confidence. 
The  noble  Earl  next  wants  to  know  what 
we  have  done  about  Ghreece.     Well,  I 
consider  the  policy  of  Her  Majeely's  Qo- 
vemment  respecting  Greece  to  be  one 
which,  if  it  were  fairly  challenged  by 
the  noble  Earl,  we  should  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  defending.    But  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  meet  questions  which  are  not  pre- 
ceded by  any  statement  of  facts,  or  by 
any  detailed  argument  from  which  you 
may  infer  the  object  of  those  questions. 
I  do  not  wish  to  so  into  the  difficulty 
respecting  the  settlement  of  the  Greek 
Frontier  under  the  Treaty  of  Berlin; 
but  I  may  explain  that  at  present  the 
state  of  the  case  is  this.     On  the  1 7th 
of  last  month,  after  long  and  protracted 
negotiations,  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  French  Government,  which  had  been 
for  some  time  under  the  notice  of  the 
Powers,  was  brought  under  the    con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Govemmenty 
and  in  consequence  of  it  we  made  a 
proposition  which,  in  our  opinion,  and  in 
the  opinion  of  others,  gives  us  every 
reason  to  hope  that  the  affair  may  bo 
shortly  concluded.     That  was  the  17th 
of  last  month.     Of  course,  it  is  not  in 
my  power,  at  the  present  time,  to   go 
into  any  detail  on  the  matter.     When  a 
proposition  is  before  the  Powers,  nothing 
can  be  more  irregular,  and  no  step  can 
be  taken  that  is  more  calculated  to  in- 
jure the  chances  of  success,  than  that 
we  should  enter  into  the  discussion  of 
the  conditions  wbicli  are  matters  of  dip- 
lomatic deliberation.     But  I  do  say  this 
— that  I  look  forward  with  confidence  io 
a  settlement  of  that  question ;  and  I  am 
sure  that  when  all  the  Papers  respecting 
it  are  placed  before  Parliament  they  wiU 
bo  such  that  no  British  Minister  ncod  be 
ashamed  of  laying  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.    The  noblo  Earl  wants  inforzoa- 
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tion  upon  the  question  of  the  missionary. 
Now,  the  question  of  the  missionary  is, 
I  hope,  not  one  of  such  importance  as 
the  noble  Earl  would  make  it.  I  hope 
he  will  find  that  the  general  result  is  of 
a  satisfactory  character.  There  are 
Papers  to  be  placed .  upon  the  Table 
which  will  give  the  noble  Lord  all  the 
information  he  desires.  I  may  take 
thitf  opportunity  of  sajdng  that  Papers 
will  also  be  presented  forthwith  upon 
the  affairs  of  Central  Asia  and  the  settle- 
ment of  boundaries  and  other  matters 
under  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  which  will 
show  that  no  ordinary  pains  have  been 
taken,  not  only  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  by  all  the  signatories  to 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  to  carry  into  effect 
arrangements  conducive  to  the  main- 
tenance of  general  peace.  The  noble 
Earl  then  comes  to  what  he  calls  the 
unjust  and  unnecessary  war  in  South 
Africa,  and  says  he  cannot  understand 
how  a  war  can  be  at  the  same  time  un- 
just and  yet  necessary.  Well,  I  will  not 
enter  into  any  controversy  about  words ; 
but  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  be  very 
dissatisfied  with  the  condition  of  affairs, 
and  wanted  to  know  whether  there  was 
any  prospect  of  this  scheme  of  South  Afri- 
can Confederation  being  carried  into  ef- 
fect ;  and,  without  entering  into  any  con- 
troversy on  the  question  how  a  war  can  be 
just  that  is  unnecessary,  I  would  refer  for 
one  moment  to  the  conviction  which  the 
noble  Earl  seems  to  entertain,  that  there 
is  no  prospect  of  any  scheme  of  Con- 
federation being  carried  into  effect  in 
South  Africa.  I  will  read  to  the  noble 
Earl  a  telegram  recently  received  from 
Sir  Bartle  Frere,  under  date  January 
27.    It  is  as  follows : — 

'*  My  Ministers,  having  considered  the  sub- 
ioct  of  your  despatch  dated  the  11th  of  Docem- 
Dcr,  have  informed  mo  that  they  are  willing  to 
deal  with  Gri(|iialand  West  and  Kaffirland. 
They  propose  a  Conference  to  draft  details  for 
the  union  of  all  the  South  African  Colonics — 
the  Capo  to  be  represented  by  the  Governor  and 
six  monibers  ;  Natal,  Transvaal,  and  Oriqua- 
land  West,  each  by  three ;  totol  number  of  re- 
presentatives at  Conference,  15.  A  practical 
solution  of  many  difficulties  is  offered  by  this 
Minute.  To-day *8  mail  takes  a  despatch  on  the 
subject." 

I  think  that  toleeram  is  a  sufficient 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord  so  far  as 
South  Africa  is  concerned.  Well,  then 
the  noble  Earl  comes  to  the  case  of 
Afghanistan.  I  must  oonfess  to  being 
at  a  loss  to  know  exactly  what  the  noble 


Earl  wants  us  to   tell  him.     He   ad- 
dresses to  us  a  question  which  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  founded  upon  fact, 
or  to  have  any  character  of  reality.     He 
assumes  certain  opinions  and  imputes 
them    to    the    Chiefs    and    Sirdars  of 
Afghanistan.     He  informs  us  that  the 
whole  country  is  against  us;   whereas 
those  who  have  studied  the  question  on 
the  spot  know  that  only  a  very  limited 
portion  of  the  population  is  against  us. 
Then  he  wants  to  know  what  the  Go- 
vernment are  going  to  do  ?    Well,  that 
is  a  question  which  it  is  difficult  to  an- 
swer, if  only  in  this  sense — that  it  con- 
cerns matters  which  are  in  an  unfinished 
state.    You  must  consider  the  question 
of  Afghanistan  first  of  all  with  reference 
to  the  British  Empire,  and,  secondly, 
with    reference    to  Afghanistan  itself. 
So  far    as    the  relations  between  this 
country  and  Afghanistan  are  concerned, 
our  policy  is  perfectly  clear.     It  was 
adopted  after  due  consideration,  and,  as 
we  believed,  with  complete  and  perfect 
knowledge,  and  no  mistake  has  been 
made  in  carrying  it  into  effect.    It  is 
true  that  a  great  disaster  has  occurred, 
but  to  such  contingencies  human  affairs 
are  always  subject.    As  regards  Afghan- 
istan, what  we  aimed  at  was  to  secure 
an  adequate  and  powerful  Frontier  for 
our  Indian  Empire.     That  we  obtained, 
and  we  obtained  it  in  a  very  short  time, 
with    brilliant    military  success ;    and, 
having  obtained  that,  we  negotiated  the 
Treaty  of  Gandamak,  which  described 
and  sealed  that  policy.     It  is  unneces- 
sary to  recall  to  the  notice  of   noble 
Lords  the  terrible  circumstances  which 
have  for  a  moment  prevented  that  policy 
from  being  carried  into  effect.    No  doubt 
it  is  possible,  in  applying  the  same  prin- 
ciples which  have  always  influenced  us, 
that  circumstances  may  occur  to  alter 
some  details  of  the  scheme  which  were 
not  contemplated  at  the  outset.     But  our 
policy  remains  the  same.    It  is  a  policy 
opposed  to  annexation — a  policy  in  fa- 
vour of  the  people  of  Afghanistan  being 
governed  by  their  own  Chief,  or  Chiefs 
— they  can  decide  who  these  should  be 
— ^but  which,  at  the  same  time,  retains 
our    powerful    and    adequate    military 
Frontier.    That  is  our  policy  60  far  as 
England    is    concerned.      As    regards 
Afghanistan,   we  must  be    guided  by 
circumstances  over  which  we  have  not 
always  entire  control.    It  is  an  error 
to  suppoee  that  Afghanistan,  generally 
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labours  during  all  the  Bpeeohes  in  the 
Beoess  have  not  furnished  him  with  a 
catalogue  of  points  which  we  have  not 
been  aole  to  answer.  I  was  glad  to  hear 
the  noble  Earl  use  the  expressions  which 
he  did  with  respect  to  Irish  politics  grow- 
ing unfortunately  out  of  this  Irish  dis- 
tress. For  the  first  time  for  a  long  while  I 
have  the  satisfaction  of  agreeing  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  views ;  but  I  was  sorry 
to  find,  at  last,  that  the  noble  Earl  was 
ready  to  suggest  a  great  many  changes 
as  possible  in  the  conduct  of  Irish  local 
business,  and  so   on.     It  is  to  be  re- 

fretted  these  suggestions  were  not 
rought  forward  at  a  more  favourable 
time,  and  at  a  time  less  open  to  be  mis- 
conceived. It  is  very  easy  to  talk  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  of  Parliament 
generally  being  overladen  with  business 
— to  a  great  degree  with  Irish  business — 
and  that  it  would  be  very  desirable  that 
a  gpreat  portion  of  Irish  business  should 
be  transacted  in  Ireland.  Well,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  this  business  is  that 
is  to  be  transacted  in  Ireland.  It  is  so 
easy  to  say  these  things ;  but  there  is 
no  business  which,  generally  speaking, 
refers  to  Ireland  whiSi  would  not  equally 
apply  to  England.  There  are  the 
people  of  York,  for  instance.  VThj 
should  they  not  transact  their  own  busi- 


ness 
says 


.  r*Hear,  hear!"]  '^  Hear,  hear!" 
the  noble  Eturl;  but  you  may  so 
go  on  until  you  have  no  Parliament  at 
all.  We  should  find  the  noble  Earl  in 
a  short  time  coming  to  this  point.  Well. 
what  is  the  present  result  ?  Why,  it  is 
avoweii  that  there  is  to  be  a  Parlia- 
ment in  St.  Stephen's  Green.  The  noble 
Karl,  who  has  such  iutimato  infor- 
mation of  what  is  g\nng  on  at  ai\  eloc» 
tion  that  he  tiiked  down  the  wonls  of 
a  Cabinet  Minister,  knows  very  well 
that  the  Party  fNnlUni  the  Ilome  Rule 
Party — that  i*.  the  Kepeal  of  the  Union 
Party — have  defiutni  their  |H\lievti>  be  the 
revival  of  the  Irish  l\irHameut.  Yhe  noble 
Earl  will  allow  me,  as  he  has  quotinl  a 
CVUKvigue  of  mine,  to  quote  a  Cv^lUvijruo 
of  his,  one  who,  although  he  display tnl 
grtNut  symi^thy  with  the  new  »ohi>\>l. 
ami  although  *  he  was  not  pn^parxsl 
to  be  a  Member  of  the  IWliameut  iu 
St*  Stephen**  Grwn — not  yet  pri^jvirtHl 
«— alill  did  not  oaxt^  how  many  (Viends 
be*  bad  who  sat  up^m  th\v»e  Inmehes.  1 
wish  to  say,  whatever  may  W  the  result 
erf  that  election,  I  trust  that  Knghuid 
will  ttuderstund  what  is  tho  isttue  at  Uie 


present  moment  on  this  subject.  I  wish 
the  country  to  understand  that  it  means 
nothing  else  but  the  dismemberment  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  I  do  not  care 
where  a  man  sits  in  this  House — whether 
opposite  me,  or  on  my  own  side — those 
who  favour  such  a  policy  are  false  to  their 
Sovereign  and  to  their  country,  and  will 
live,  I  feel  confident,  soon  to  regret  the 
responsibility  which  by  their  conduct 
they  are  incurring. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  There  was  one 
declaration  of  the  noble  Earl  who  has 
just  sat  down  which  gave  me  the  greatest 
possible  satisfaction — the  solemn  declara- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  upon  a  most 
grave  and  solemn  occasion  that  he  did 
not  believe  the  reports  respecting  the 
executions  at  Cabul.  But,  then,  I  con- 
fess my  satisfaction  at  this  declaration 
was  very  much  qualified  when  he  went 
on  to  say  that  he  did  not  believe  in  them 
any  more  than  he  believed  certain 
other  reports  of  horrors.  He  referred, 
I  suppose,  to  his  celebrated  speech  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  relation  to  the 
horrors  of  Batak,  which  he  ridiculed 
exactly  as  he  has  ridiculed  thb  other 
matter  to-night.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
the  horrors  of  Batak  were  exaggerated ; 
but  I  hope  the  noble  Earl  was  satisfied 
that  3.000  men,  women,  and  children 
were  murdered  in  the  village  of  Batak. 
When  he  tells  us  that  the  executions  in 
Cabul  have  the  same  foundation  as  the 
murders  in  Batak,  I  can  only  say  I  hope 
not.  But  there  was  another  remark  of 
the  noble  Earl  with  reference  to  these 
alleged  executions  at  Cabul  which  I  lis- 
tened to  with  the  utmost  astonishment. 
He  said  there  was  no  foundation  for 
them,  except  a  few  foolish  newspaper 
mragraphs.  The  noble  Earl  must  have 
been  asleep.  He  cannot  have  r©ad  the 
l\i|H>rs  on  this  subject.  Is  he  not  aware 
that  the  India  Office  has  published  in 
this  country  a  telegram  from  the  Viceroy 
giving  the  Proclamation  of  General 
KoWrts  to  the  people  of  Cabul  ?  iSoes 
the  uv^ble  Earl  know  what  the  charge 
against  General  Koberts  is?  Does  he 
su|>|Hvto  that  we  have  charged  him  wiUi 
gvnug  there  and  instituting  a  genml 
massiure?  No  such  thing.  u.e  is 
aivustxl  of  this— and  I  ask  the  noble 
Karl  who  will  siH>ak  aAer  me  to  answer 
this  qut>stiv\n— Wheth<»  General  Bobezts 
has  not  had  shot  by  his  orders  men  who 
had  lH>en  guilty  of  nothing  but  the  de- 
foitce  of  their  country?     Thai   is  tlie 
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question  wliioh  I  ask.  K  General  Eo. 
berts  merely  shot  men  wliom  he  had 
good  reasons  for  believing  had  act  or 
part  in  the  murder  of  Sir  Louis  Cavag- 
nari  and  his  suite,  then  I  admit  that  he 
was  justified  in  the  act ;  but  if  he  shot 
men  who  had  done  nothing  but  oppose 
the  advance  of  the  British  troops  in  the 
invasion  of  the  country,  then  I  say  the 
act  was  as  infamous  a  one  as  was  ever 
committed  by  the  Emperor  Napoleon. 
That  is  the  accusation.  I  must  say  I 
feel  indignant  at  the  way  the  noble  Earl 
has  treated  the  subject.  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  signed  the  Memorial.  I 
did  not  sig^  it  when  asked.  I  said — ^^  I 
do  not  know  the  facts,  and  I  shall  wait 
until  Parliament  meets  to  know  the 
facts; ''  and  therefore  I  did  not  sign  it. 
But  what  is  this  Proclamation  of  General 
Boberts  ?  First  of  all  he  spoke  of  those 
who  had  act  or  part  in  the  murder  of  the 
English  Mission,  and  then  came  the  re- 
ference to  those  who  opposed  the  advance 
of  the  British  troops,  and  the  Afghans 
were  told  that  by  opposing  that  advance 
they  became  rebols.  Howards  were 
offered  for  information  leading  to  the 
capture  of  any  persons  implicated  in  the 
attack  on  the  Residency,  and  similar  re- 
wards were  offered  for  those  who  had 
fought  against  the  British  troops  since 
the  3rd  of  September.  I  say  that  this 
threat  was  an  infamous  thing.  These 
men  were  defending  their  country ;  and 
do  you  mean  to  say  that  because' they 
did  not  show  obedience  to  the  puppet 
you  had  under  your  care  they  were  there- 
fore rebels  ?  Large  rewards  were  offered 
for  rebel  officers  of  the  Afghan  Army. 
The  noble  Earl  tells  us—**  That  is  all 
made  up  b^  a  few  scraps  in  the  news- 
papers." I  beg  to  tell  him,  in  addition 
to  the  telegrams,  we  have  the  letters 
from  officers  in  the  Army,  correspondents 
of  the  Press,  who  give  us  much  better 
information  than  the  Government  give 
ufl.  I  do  not  know  whether  action  was 
equal  to  the  threat ;  but  we  have  it  in 
evidence  that  numbers  have  boon  sliot 
and  hanged  for  no  other  crime  whatever 
than  that  they  defended  their  country, 
which  they  had  a  right  to  do.  I  may 
express  satisfaction  at  another  part  of 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl.  He  was 
askea — by  mv  noble  Friend  behind  mo 
(Earl  (h-anville)— What  is  the  policy  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  Afghan- 
istan y — and  he  replied  that  it  was  a  very 
awkward  question  to  bo  asked.    1  havo 


no  doubt  it  is;  but  he  answered  it  to 
some  extent  by  saying — "  We  mean  to 
go  back  to  the  principle  laid  down  at 
Gandamak."  My  Lords,  I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  it.  I  think  it  is  a  foolish  Treaty 
and  Frontier ;  but  of  the  various  alter- 
natives before  you  this,  perhaps,  does 
the  least  mischief.  But  my  satisfaction 
was  very  much  qualified  by  his  saying 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  must 
bo  governed  from  time  to  time  by  cir- 
cumstances over  which  —  and  then  he 
stopped.  Ho  was  going  to  say  by  '*  cir- 
cumstances over  which  we  have  no  con- 
trol." Now,  what  are  the  circumstances 
over  which  they  have  no  control  ?  One 
of  them  is  the  Viceroy.  They  have  no 
control  over  him.  I  believe  a  great  deal 
has  been  done  by  the  Viceroy  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Government — he  is, 
indeed,  the  wild  elephant  which  they 
cannot  control.  A  g^eat  many  of  tho 
violent  actions  of  the  Government  were 
due  to  the  fact  that  they  had  not  been 
able  to  keep  their  Viceroy  under  control, 
n  we  are  dependent  on  tho  Viceroy  we 
shall  not  be  able  to  go  back  to  anything 
like  the  Treaty  of  Gandamak.  What 
about  the  occupation  of  Candahar  ? 
That  does  not  look  much  like  going 
back  to  the  Treaty  of  Gandamak.  It 
is  much  more  probable  that  the  policy 
of  the  article  in  Ths  Nineteenth  Cen- 
tury is  the  policy  to  be  pursued. 
Then  there  is  another  passage  in  the 
noble  Earl's  speech  which  I  cannot  be- 
lieve— although,  of  course,  I  believe 
perfectly  in  his  sincerity — and  that  is 
that  we  have  not  met  with  the  hostility 
of  tho  great  bulk  of  tho  people  of  Af- 
glianistan. 
The    Eael    of    BEACONSFIELD  : 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  The  noble 
Earl  cheers  that.  But  does  he  know 
tho  country  as  well  as  Sir  Henry  Raw- 
linson?  In  that  article  in  'The  Nine- 
teenth Century  the  Chairman  of  the 
Political  Comnntteo  at  the  India  Office 
tells  us,  in  three  or  four  paragraphs, 
that  we  have  earned  tho  hatred  of  tho 
groat  mass  of  the  people  of  North  and 
East  Afghanistan,  the  most  dangerous 
and  difficult  parts  of  the  country.  This 
debate  is  necessarily  desultory,  and  I 
do  not  pretend  to  enter  upon  the  great 
question  of  our  policy.  I  have  placed  on 
tho  Notice  Paper  to-night  a  Notice  that  I 
shall  on  this  day  fortnight,  or  on  Friday, 
tho  20th,  call  tho  attention  of  tho  Houso 
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to  the  consoquences  whicli  have  followed 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  the  Afghan  Question,  and  I  shall  then 
open  the  whole  of  that  question  in  a 
manner  which  I  trust  will  enable  the 
House  more  freely  and  more  fully  to 
debate  the  whole  question.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  should  now  sit  down,  if  it  were 
not  for  one  paragraph  in  Her  Majesty's 
most  gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
which  I  cannot  let  pass  without  a  word 
of  remonstrance— 

**  The  course  of  events  since  the  prorogation 
of  Parliament  has  tended  to  furnish  additional 
security  to  the  maintenance  of  European  peace, 
on  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  believe  that  statement 
to  be  entirely  unfounded.  I  believe  the 
progress  of  events  since  the  Treaty  has 
been  such  that  we  are  at  present  in  the 
greatest  possible  danger  of  war — a  diffi- 
cult, a  oiscreditable,  and,  possibly,  a 
disastrous  war,  arising  out  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Treaty.  This  is  a  very 
serious  matter,  on  which  I  wish  to  say 
a  few  words  to-night.  My  belief  in  this 
danger  arises  from  the  relations  which 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  bears  to  the  Treaty 
of  Paris.  I  had  my  humble  share  of 
responsibility  for  the  Treaty  of  Paris; 
and  I  have  always  contended  that  by 
that  Treaty  the  protectorate  of  the 
Ohristian  population  of  Turkey  was 
taken  away  from  the  claim  of  Kussia 
and  made  over  to  the  European  Powers. 
They  undertook  by  that  Treaty  a  certain 
protectorate  of  the  subject-populations 
of  Turkey.  At  one  of  the  Conferences 
which  preceded  the  signing  of  the  Treaty, 
Baron  Brunnow  said  ho  wished  one 
Article  modified  and  extended  in  favour 
of  the  protection  of  the  Christians,  and 
he  urged  it  upon  this  ground — that  his 
august  Master  had  special  and  particular 
reasons  for  it.  The  amendment  was 
negatived  by  all  the  other  Powers.  The 
Representative  of  England  (Lord  Cowley) 
said  he  coidd  not  allow  the  claim 
which  had  been  made  to  pass  unnoticed 
— that  of  the  Emperor  of  Pussia  to  be 
the  champion  of  the  Christian  popula- 
tions of  Turkey — and  that  England, 
France,  and  Austria  had  equal  interest 
in  their  protection ;  and .  on  that  the 
special  provision  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris 
was  made.  But  there  is  this  difference 
between  the  Treaty  of  Paris  and  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin — the  Treaty  of  Paris 
provided  a  means  whereby  war  might 
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be  avoided  on  the  execution  of  thai 
Treaty  by  prescribing  that  no  one  Power 
should  interfere  with  Turkey  unless  after 
a  common  consultation  with  all  the 
Powers,  and,  failing. such  consultation, 
each  of  the  Powers  had  a  right  of 
quarrel  with  Turkey.  I  quite  admit 
the  duty  we  undertook  was  vague,  and 
especially  the  clause  of  the  Treaty  re- 
lating to  the  reforms  proposed  to  be 
executed  by  Turkey.  The  doctrine 
which  has  been  put  upon  the  Treaty  by 
the  present  Government  is  that  Turkey 
was  intended  to  be  upheld  in  a  particu- 
lar strategic  position.  That  is  a  mon- 
strous doctrine,  in  my  opinion  an  immoral 
doctrine,  and  one  which  is  at  variance 
with  the  whole  spirit  of  the  Treaty.  It 
has  been  said  by  the  noble  Viscount 
opposite  (Viscount  Cranbrook),  that 
if  we  had  coerced  the  Turks  and 
a  single  life  had  been  sacrificed, 
that  would  have  been  murder  in  the 
first  degree,  and  he  based  that  opinion 
on  the  clause  which  forbad  our  inter- 
fering in  the  details  of  Turkish  affairs. 
That  clause  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  subject ;  it  was  confined  to  a  par- 
ticular communication  made  by  the 
Turks,  and  it  did  not  absolve  us  from  the 
duty  of  protecting  the  subject-popula- 
tions of  Turkey.  I  want  to  point  out 
the  difference  in  this  respect  between 
the  two  Treaties.  The  Treaty  of  Berlin 
has  gone  a  great  deal  further  in  assum- 
ing the  protectorate  of  the  Christian 
populations.  No  thanks  to  you  for  that. 
Every  one  of  those  clauses  was  taken 
from  the  Treaty  of  San  Stefano;  they 
were  extracted  from  the  Turk  by  the 
Eussian  Army,  and  they  would  never 
have  been  extracted  by  you.  Finding 
them  in  the  Treaty,  and  not  daring  to 
throw  them  out,  you  adopted  them.  The 
promises  are  given  by  Turkey,  not  to  all 
the  Powers,  but  to  each,  and  there  is 
no  provision  for  common  action  before 
Eussia  or  any  other  Power  quarrels 
with  Turkey  and  goes  to  war  with  her. 
Do  you  not  see  the  enormous  danger  to 
which  Europe  is  exposed  ?  The  time  at 
which  we  may  be  exposed  to  war  de- 
pends upon  the  Turks.  Is  there  any 
Member  of  the  Government  who  believes 
that  the  promises  of  Turkey  to  reform 
will  be  fulfilled  ?  They  apply  to  the 
whole  of  Turkey  in  Europe.  They  are 
not  vague  and  general, .  like  the  pro- 
posals of  1856,  but  <)'  lite  and  specific. 
The  Treaty  o^  a    >provided  that 
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the  fulfilment  of  the  promises  was  to 
be  seen  to  by  a  Commission ;  you  struck 
out  the  words  and  left  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Turks,  knowing  that  the 

{promises  would  then  bo  nugatory.  So 
ong  as  the  Turks  do  not  fuldl  those 
promises  to  Europe,  each  and  every  one 
of  the  Powers  has  a  standing  quarrel 
with  Turkey,  and  may  go  to  war  with 
her  at  any  moment.  In  Asiatic  Turkey 
the  condition  of  things  is  as  bad  as  over. 
The  promises  of  the  Turks  are  even 
more  binding  than  in  regard  to  Europe, 
and  each  one  of  the  Powers  may  call  for 
their  fulfilment.  The  noble  Earl  spoke 
of  the  guarantee  we  had  given  on  cer- 
tain conditions ;  but  he  did  not  go  on  to 
say  what  they  are.  I  have  hoard  friends 
of  the  Government  say  tliat  if  Turkey 
does  not  fulfil  her  promises  our  guarantee 
fails.  It  would  be  well  if  it  were  so, 
and  no  doubt  the  Government  may  put 
any  interpretation  they  like  on  the  Con- 
vention. That,  however,  says  the  obli- 
gation is  to  depend,  not  upon  the  Turks 
reforming,  but  on  the  Turks  giving  a 
promise.  They  have  given  a  promise ; 
you  have  given  your  promise ;  and  the 
Turks  are  doing  nothing.  You  are  bound 
to  defend  every  bit  of  that  territory  from 
Bussian  aggression.  You  know  that,  in 
addition  to  general  misgovernmont,  there 
is  the  danger  arising  from  the  incursions 
of  the  Kurds  into  Armenia.  Bussia  may 
say  to  Turkey — '*  You  promised  to  main- 
tain order.  You  promised  it  to  England 
under  a  separate  Convention.  We  have 
nothing  to  do  with  that.  You  promised 
it  to  Europe  and  to  us ;  and  unless  you 
keep  these  people  in  order  wo  will  do  it 
for  you  ;  we  will  take  possession  of  that 
part  of  Asia  inhabited  by  the  Kurds, 
and  we  will  keep  them  in  order.'*  What 
are  you  to  do  then  ?  Are  you  to  inter- 
fere with  Bussia  ?  Bemembor,  the 
secret  of  your  Convention  was  the  wish 
not  to  aid  the  population,  that  was  a 
secondary  object — but  it  was  to  koop 
Bussia  out  of  that  part  of  Turkey.  Y<ni 
are  in  this  position — Bussia  has  got  nn 
Army  in  the  Caucasus  of  150,000  men, 
and  you  have  guaranteed  Turkey  that 
she  shall  not  suffer  for  her  broach  of 

£  remise  to  you  and  the  rest  of  Europe. 
hope  you  will  give  instructions  to  the 
illustrious  Duke  who  sits  on  the  cross- 
benches  (the  Duke  of  Cambridge},  to 
double  the  standing  Anuv  of  Great 
Britain — which  I  have  no  doubt  would 
bo  a  popular  stop  with  many  classes  in 


Great  Britain — but  I  do  not  believe  that 
even  that  would  be  sufficient.  What  are 
your  facilities  for  conducting  these  ope- 
rations? You  have  a  place  eParmes  at 
Cyprus ;  but  it  is  ridiculous  now  to  men- 
tion the  name  of  that  island.  What 
good  can  it  do  vou  ?  What,  then,  is 
the  use  of  the  noole  Earl  telling  us  that 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  has  been  fulfilled  ? 
What  do  you  mean  ?  Bussia  has  ful- 
filled it  most  loyally  and  faithfully ; 
Austria  and  Germany  has  fulfilled  it; 
but  Turkey  has  not ;  and  I  say  that 
under  the  obligations  you  have  taken  to 
Turkey  England  may  be  brought  into 
war  at  any  moment,  and  from  causes 
over  which  she  has  no  control.  It  would 
be  most  discreditable  and  dishonouring 
in  England  to  defend  Turkey  with  re- 
gard to  any  part  of  her  territory,  in  the 
government  of  which  she  has  failed  to 
carry  out  the  promises  which  she  has 
given,  unless  you  adopt  the  principle 
that,  however  horrible  the  government 
of  Turkey  may  be,  however  ruinous  it 
may  be  to  the  population  over  which  she 
rules,  you  are  determined  in  your  own 
interests  to  maintain  her  in  that  position. 
I  believe  that  is  the  secret  doctrine  of 
your  own  hearts ;  but  I  tell  you  it  is  a 
doctrine  that  the  English  people  will 
not  stand,  and  which  you  have  not  the 
power  to  sustain.  I  say  that  the  para- 
graph is  most  inaccurate,  and  if  it  is 
sincere  it  is  the  sincerity  of  mere 
thoughtlessness.  Neither  of  these 
Treaties — the  Treaty  of  Berlin  nor  the 
Anglo-Turkish  Convention  —  is  really 
securing  peace.  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  if  he  ap- 
proves of  the  Chninimn  of  Foreign  Be- 
lations  at  the  India  Office  publishing  a 
paper  which  may  be  translated  and  sent 
over  all  Asia,  and  with  rogard  to  which 
he  may  be  suppopod  to  be  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Vicoroy.  [*'  Oh,  oh!"] 
I  am  not  speaking  without  reason.  Sir 
llonry  Bnwlinson  has  himself  published 
lottors  written  to  him  by  Lord  Mayo ; 
and  I  think  it  extremely  possible  that 
lie  may  be  in  communication  with  Lord 
Lytton.  At  any  rate,  the  Chairman  of 
Foreign  Bolations  may  be  supposed  to 
be  in  communication  with  Lord  Lytton ; 
and  I  want  to  ask  the  noble  Viscount  if 
ho  approves  of  a  man  in  his  position 
publishing  recommendations  that  the 
British  Government  should  annex  Can- 
dahar  and  Jellalabad,  deliver  Ilerat  to 
Persia,  and  enter  into  a  Treaty  of  gua- 
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rantee  Trith  Persia  against  Bussia  ?  If 
that  policy  is  followed,  we  shall  be  in  a 
most  dangerous  position. 

The  Duke  of  NOETHUMBERLAND 
rose  to  Order.  The  noble  Duke's  pre- 
sent course  of  observation  was  not  fair  to 
Lord  Lytton. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  Is  the  noble 
Duke  aware  of  this — which  I  believe'to 
be  a  fact — that  in  the  course  of  last  year 
Lord  Lytton  disapproved  so  much  the 
policy  of  the  Government  that  he  wrote 
an  elaborate  paper,  sent  it  home,  and 
had  it  distributed  among  private  indi- 
vidual Members  of  this  House  ?  I  am 
told  that  there  is  in  possession  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  a  document  recom- 
mending measures  much  more  severe 
and  violent  with  regard  to  Central  Asian 
politics  than  those  approved  of  by  the 
Government.  This  happened  when  the 
Government  were  considering  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Ultimatum  to  Shore  Ali. 
They  recommended  that  another  appeal 
should  be  made  to  Shere  Ali  to  see 
whether  he  would  not  give  way.  The 
decision  of  the  Government  was  sent  out 
on  the  25th  of  October.  The  Cabinet 
declared  that  the  Viceroy  should  be  in- 
structed to  send  another  appeal  to  Shere 
Ali  to  get  him  to  give  way  without  war. 
What  happened?  The  message  was 
secret  and  sent  in  cipher.  The  Corre- 
spondent of  The  Daily  News  at  Simla  got 
possession  of  the  substance  of  that  tele- 
gram. He  could  not  have  got  it  except 
by  communication  with  the  Government 
of  India.  [**0h!"]  I  do  not  know 
wjio  the  correspondent  was,  whether  he 
was  Mr.  Forbes  or  not;  but  the  telegraph 
was  employed  to  raise  excitement  in 
India  and  England  against  the  decision 
of  the  Queen's  Government.  **  We  are 
humiliated  by  the  orders  which  have 
come  from  the  Cabinet."  This  was  the 
language  of  the  Correspondent  at  Simla, 
not  perhaps  in  the  exact  words,  but  in 
substance.  That  telegram  from  the  Im- 
perial Government  could  not  have  been 
communicated  to  the  Correspondent  of 
The  Daily  Netos  except  by  the  authority 
of  some  Member  of  the  Government  of 
India.  In  this  way  an  appeal  was  made 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
passions  of  the  Indian  Services,  military 
and  civil,  which,  as  Sir  John  Kaye  has 
said,  are  always  in  favour  of  war.  Lord 
Lytton  or  his  Government  was  respon- 
sible for  that  betrayal  of  political  con- 
fidence. 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


The  Earl  of  HAEDWIOKE  :  I 
really  must  rise  to  Order.  I  think  the 
noble  Duke  is  making  statements  which 
ought  not  to  be  made  in  this  House.  I 
thmk  the  statements,  are  not  founded 
upon  that  just  consideration  which  the 
noble  Duke  ought  to  show  to  Lord 
Lytton  in  this  matter. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL :  Let  me  tell 
my  noble  Friend  that  if  I  have  made  a 
mistake  in  anything  I  have  said  to-night 
I  shall  come  down  and  apologize  for  it ; 
but  I  want  evidence.  I  give  you  my 
evidence,  and  you  must  produce  yours. 
Surely  that  is  a  fair  bargain  ?  My  evi- 
dence is  this — that  in  the  published 
Papers  presented  to  Parliament  you 
have  the  Message  to  the  Indian  Gt)vern- 
ment,  and  that  next  morning  you  have 
the  substance  of  this  telegram  communi- 
cated to  The  Daily  News.  I  do  not  say 
it  was  Lord  Lytton  who  communicated 
the  telegram ;  but  some  Member  of  the 
Government  betrayed  the  Cabinet.  I 
go  farther,  and  say  an  appeal  was  made 
against  the  policy  of  the  Queen's  Cabinet, 
and  when  you  had  got  a  temporary  heat 
in  the  Gt>vemment  of  India  you  cannot 
be  sure  that  the  pacific  appeal  the  Go- 
vernment meant  to  send  to  the  Ameer 
was  ever  given  to  him.  I  only  say  the 
Members  of  the  Indian  Service,  although 
they  might  be  perfectly  sincere  in  thiuK- 
ing  the  policy  of  the  Gt)vemment  a 
humiliating  policy,  had  no  right  to  put 
their  own  opinion  against  that  of  the 
Government,  so  as  practically  to  prevent 
a  conciliatory  message  being  given  to 
the  Ameer.  In  these  circumstances,  I 
repeat,  we  have  no  security  whatever  for 
peace,  either  under  the  Treaties  already 
concluded  or  under  the  negotiations  now 
proceeding. 

YiscouNT  CEANBEOOK :  When  the 
noble  Duke  told  us,  at  the  beginning  of 
his  speech,  that  he  had  not  signed  a 
certain  Memorial  because  he  was  not 
acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the  case,  I 
think  he  would  have  done  exceedingly 
well  if  he  had  made  his  speech  on  the 
same  principle,  and  had  not  ventured  to 
discredit  public  servants  by  guessing 
about  what  was  the  state  of  their  minds. 
I  venture  to  appeal  to  those  who  have 
occupied  any  public  oflSce  in  this  country 
whether  on  any  previous  occasion  any- 
one who  has  held  the  Office  of  Seoretaiy 
of  State  has  ventured  to  impugn  the 
character  and  conduct  of  a  GtoTexnor 
General  of  India  without  tiaTiag 
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him  the  facts  on  which  to  found  the 
charge  ?  To  guess  at  the  state  of  mind 
of  the  GoTomor  General,  to  guess  that 
he  would  disobey  the  Government  at 
home,  to  g^ess  that  he  would  bring  that 
€K>yemment  into  discredit  by  following 
out  a  policy  which  he  knew  they  disap- 
proyedy  I  tell  the  noble  Duke  that  he 
forfeits  his  title  to  the  name  of  a  states- 
man when  he  adopts  such  a  course,  and 
is  doing  a  wrong  and  an  injury  to  a 
public  servant,  who  is  not  here  to  defend 
himself.  I  will  say  more — I  say  that  Lord 
Lytton  has  loyally  obeyed  the  expressed 
wishes  of  the  Government  at  home ;  I 
say  that  he  has  in  the  frankest  and  most 
open  manner  discussed  the  question  of 
tne  policy  of  the  present  Government ; 
and  T  should  despise  a  Governor  General 
who  did  not  give  the  best  reasons  which 
he  could  for  the  policy  which  he  desired 
to  pursue,  and  I  say  that  Lord  Lytton 
has  g^ne  to  the  full  extent  of  his  duty  in 
following  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  every  particular.  With  regard  to  the 
Ultimatum  of  which  the  noble  Duke 
speaks,  it  is  perfectly  true  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  did  desire  to 
delay  the  war,  and,  if  possible,  to  avoid 
the  necessity  of  war,  with  Shere  Ali. 
They  did  not  rush  hastily  into  war,  but 
were  anxious  to  give  him  the  fullest  time 
for  consideration.  But  when,  after  the 
fullest  consideration  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  the  Ultimatum  was  sent  to 
Lord  Lytton,  without  a  moment's  hesi- 
tation he  obeyed  it.  And  am  I  to  be 
told  that,  because  The  Daily  News  Cor- 
respondent by  some  intrigue,  or  some 
means  of  which  I  know  nothing,  became 
acquainted  with  the  substance  of  the 
telegram  sent  to  Lord  Lytton,  it  being 
obtained  by  the  representative  of  a  news- 
paper not  in  their  interests — am  I  to  bo 
told  that  those  who  immediately  took  steps 
to  carry  out  faithfully  the  policy  of  tlie 
Gh>vemment  have  betrayed  their  duty  by 
striving  to  raise  public  opinion  in  India 
against  the  Government?  My  Lords, 
such  charges  are  utterly  unworthy  of  the 
noble  Duke.  I  should  be  the  last  man 
to  say  anything  of  the  noble  Duke  bo- 
hind  his  back  which  I  would  not  Fay  bo- 
fore  his  face ;  and  I  suppose  the  noble 
Duke  would  respect  his  opponents  and 
treat  them  with  fairness,  and  not  impute 
to  them  discreditable  conduct  without 
BOoh  distinct  evidence  as  would  claim 
the  oonaideration  of  your  L<)rdshi])s' 
HoUM*    The  noblo  Duke  has  boon  told 


that  Lord  Lytton  did  so  and  so  ;  but  he 
does  not  give  the  name  of  his  correspond- 
ent or  informant.  If  I  were  to  get  up 
here  and  state,  in  the  noble  Duke's  ab- 
sence abroad  or  elsewhere,  I  had  been 
told  the  noble  Duke  had  done  so  and  so, 
without  any  more  certain  knowledge  of 
the  facts,  I  should  be  ashamed  of  myself. 
When  the  noble  Duke  makes  charges 
against  a  public  servant,  who  is  in  a  distant 
part  of  the  world,  it  is  a  point  of  honour 
that  he  should  formulate  those  charges, 
and  give  due  notice  of  them  and  enable 
the  person  accused  to  meet  them.  I  will 
come  now  to  other  points  to  which  the 
noble  Duke  has  referred.  In  the  first 
place,  an  imputation  has  been  made  as 
if  I  had  something  to  do  with  articles 
published  by  Menibers  of  the  Council  of 
India.  When  I  took  Office  as  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  what  did  I  find  ?  I 
found  that  Members  of  the  Council  had 
written  publicly  in  their  own  names  on 
this  question  of  Eastern  policy.  Sir 
Henry  Rawlinson,  as  everybody  knows, 
had  publislied  a  large  book  on  this  sub- 
ject with  the  knowledge  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
felt  myself  precluded  fram  interfering. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  tell  the  noble  Duke 
what  I  think  on  this  subject,  as  he  has 
asked  for  my  opinion.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
great  pity  that  Members  of  the  Council 
of  India  should  have  entered  in  that  way 
into  discussions  on  political  subjects  con- 
nected with  the  India  Department ;  but, 
as  is  perfectly  well  known,  they  have 
been  allowed  to  do  so,  and  the  thing  has 
not  been  confined  to  Sir  Henry  Rawlin- 
son. Now,  with  respect  to  Sir  Henry 
Rawlinson* s  article,  I  have  not  read  it. 
Sir  Henry  Rawlinson  asked  me  whether 
I  would  wish  to  see  it  in  proof,  and  I  said 
— "  Certainly  not.  It  is  your  affair,  not 
mine."  I  thought  I  was  not  entitled  to 
interfere  in  the  matter.  The  Council  of 
India  hold  an  extremely  peculiar  posi- 
tion ;  they  are  not  exactly  like  ordinary, 
public  servants.  They  hold  an  indepen- 
dent position ;  and  I  do  not  sec  how  it 
is  possible  to  control  them  any  more  in 
their  writings  than  in  their  conversa- 
tions. I  felt  that  I  was  not  authorized 
to  interfere ;  and  I  did  not  think  it 
would  be  consistent  with  my  duty  or 
with  the  dignity  of  the  position  I  held 
that  I  should  attempt  to  interfere  where 
I  had  no  authority.  It  will  not  bo  ne- 
cessary for  me,  therefore,  to  enter  into 
anything  stated  by  Sir  Henry  Rawlinson, 
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because  I  am  in  no  sense  responsible. 
But,  to  the  best  of  my  belief,  Sir  Henry 
Bawlinson  has  not  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Viceroy  on  this  subject, 
and  I  consider  it  impossible  that  such 
a  thing  could  have  taken  place  without 
my  knowledge.  I  come  now  to  another 
point.  Strong  language  has  been  used, 
imputing  to  General  Eoberts  conduct  of 
which  I  am  quite  sure  he  will  be  found 
to  be  entirely  innocent. 

The  Duke  op  AEGYLL:  I  referred 
to  his  own  Proclamation. 

Viscount  CEANBEOOK:  I  think 
that  when  the  noble  Duke  comes  to  see 
the  Proclamation  as  it  was  really  sent 
forth,  he  will  find  that  it  is  of  a  rather 
different  character  from  what  he  has 
supposed — that  the  expressions  used  and 
the  measures  adopted  are  not  so  strong 
as  he  seems  now  to  think.  I  am  not 
going  now  into  the  case  of  General 
Eoberts,  because  when  these  charges 
were  made  against  him  he  was  called 
upon  to  state  what  he  had  to  say  for 
himself  on  the  subject ;  and  his  reply 
not  haying  yet  been  received,  I  think  I 
should  be  doing  him  a  grave  injustice  if 
I  were  to  undertake  his  defence  in  any 
manner  differing  from  that  which  he 
himself  might  adopt.  The  noble  Duke 
has  said  that  General  Eoberts  has  shot 
men  who  had  been  only  guilly  of  de- 
fending their  country.  But  1  affirm 
upon  statements  received,  not  from 
General  Eoberts  himself,  but  from 
others,  that  not  one  single  man  has 
been  so  shot.  I  have  been  shown  pri- 
vate letters  from  gentlemen  of  the 
highest  position  and  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances,  stating  that,  in  their 
opinion,  if  General  Eoberts  had  erred, 
he  had  erred  on  the  side  of  mercy.  I 
say  nothing  myself.  I  only  wish  the 
House  now  to  see  that  there  are  two 
sides  to  the  question,  and  I  ask  them  to 
suspend  their  judgment  until  General 
Eoberts  has  given  us  his  own  defence. 
As  this  is  the  first  opportunity  which  I 
have  had  of  speaking  recently  with  re- 
gard to  Afghanistan — for  I  am  not  one 
of  those  Members  of  the  Cabinet  to 
whom  the  noble  £arl  (Earl  Granville) 
alluded  as  having  spoken  a  good  deal 
during  the  Eocoss — let  me  say  that  I 
have  had  the  advantage  of  reading  pri- 
vate letters  from  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari 
and  Lieutenant  Hamilton,  which  have 
g^ven  me  the  highest  opinion  of  their 
ability  and  character  as  Eepresentatives 

Viscount  CranWook 


of  the  Queen  in  Afghanistan;  and  I 
take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that  I 
feel  that  the  country  has  sustained  a 
very  great  loss  in  their  death.  The 
noble  Duke  must  acknowledge  that  we 
have  a  solemn  responsibility  thrown  on 
us  by  what  has  occurred  in  Afghan- 
istan. There  are  those  in  Afghanistan 
who,  to  a  certain  extent,  have  sacrificed 
their  position  in  order  to  help  us.  It  is 
impossible  that  we  should  desert  them 
or  give  them  up  to  enemies  who  might 
wreak  vengeance  on  them.  But  I  think 
it  is  quite  within  our  power,  without 
addingessentiallyto  ourterritory  or  to  the 
charge  of  our  territory,  that  such  mea- 
sures should  be  taken  as  will  put  us  in  a 
position  to  protect  our  friends.  Consider- 
ing that  we  are  dealing  with  savage  and 
barbarous  tribes  who  are  given  to  plun- 
dering, it  is  not  improbable  that  we 
may  have  difficulties  yet  to  encounter  in 
Afghanistan ;  but  there  is  no  desire  on 
our  part  to  take  any  step  which  is  not 
just  and  fair  to  that  country.  I  feel 
confident  that  the  Generals  who  lead 
our  Army  will  not  use  their  power  un- 
justly against  men  who,  from  a  sense  of 
duty,  have  fought  for  their  country ;  and 
I  feel  confident,  also,  that  that  has  not 
been  done  hitherto.  I  now  pass  from 
Afghanistan  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
noble  Duke  as  to  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 
And  here  I  will  say  I  am  sorry  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  who 
is  so  much  better  qualified  to  speak  on 
the  subject  than  I  am,  is  absent.  The 
noble  Duke  appears  to  me,  first  of  all, 
to  put  a  strictly  technical  interpretation 
on  the  Treaty,  and  then  to  impute  to  us 
that  we  are  trying  to  put  upon  it  a  new 
interpretation  which  was  never  put  be- 
fore. With  regard  to  the  Convention 
into  which  we  entered  with  Turkey,  I 
stated  on  another  occasion,  and  in  ''  an- 
other place,"  that  that  Convention  is  a 
conditional  Convention,  and  it  is  not 
merely  on  the  condition  of  making  pro- 
mises, but  of  fulfilling  promises,  that  it 
exists.  The  noble  Duke  wishes  us  to 
say  what  we  think  Turkey  will  or  will 
not  do ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  our  business 
is  to  induce  her  to  do  what  is  for  her 
best  interests.  I  do  not  despair  that 
under  legitimate  pressure  she  may  be 
made  to  redeem  her  promises,  and  may 
see  it  to  be  for  her  interest  to  act  up  to  what 
she  has  undertaken.  I  object  altogether 
to  taking  the  line  which  the  noble  Duke 
wishes  us  to  take.    He  quotea  Irj^^Mstiht- 
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tioal  cases,  and  wants  me  to  say  what  I 
should  do  if  certain  things  occurred. 
Let  the  things  occur,  and  then  I  will  tell 
him^hat  I  will  do ;  but  until  they  have 
occurred,  the  matter  must  be  left  in  that 
Hmio  of  uncertainty  to  which  all  futurd 
events  belong.  The  noble  Duke  may, 
however,  rest  perfectly  confident  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  desire  expressed  in 
the  Speech  of  Her  Majesty,  the  Govern- 
ment will  do  all  that  is  in  their  power 
to  give  due  effect  to  the  Treaty  of  Ber- 
lin, and  to  maintain  the  peace  of  the 
world. 

Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dmentienie, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDAiiE  appointed, 
nsmino  duientiMte,  to  take  the  Chair  in 
aU  Committees  of  this  House  for  this 
Session. 

OomaTTEB  POE  PniviLEaBS  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-CoXiaTTEE  FOB  THE  JoUBNALS — 

Appointed. 
Appeal  Committee — ^Appointed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Nine 

o*  clock,  tiU  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

beforo  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  bth  February,  1880. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  dock. 

Message  to  attend  Her  Majesty ; — 

The  House  went; — and  having  re- 
turned ; — 

KEW  WRITS  DURING  THE  RECESS. 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House, 
— *that  he  had  issued  Warrants  for  Nsta 
Writs,  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  Counties, 
f.  Honble.  Alexander  William  Duff, 
OQOunonly  oalled  Viscount  Macduff,  now 


Earl  of  Fife,  called  up  to  the  House  of 
Peers  ;  for  Sheffield  Borough,  v.  Bight 
honble.  John  Arthur  Boebuck,  deceased; 
for  Liverpool  Borough,  v.  John  Torr, 
esquire,  deceased ;  for  Donegal  County, 
V,  William  Wilson,  esquire,  deceased. 

PRIVILEGES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES    BILL. 

Bill  "  for  the  more  effectual  prevent- 
ing Clandestine  Outlawries,'*  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Sir  George  Macpherson  Ghrant,  baronet, 
for  Elgin  and  Nairn  Counties ;  Thomas 
Lea,  esquire,  for  Donegal  Coimty. 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

For  Barnstaple  Borough,  v.  Samuel 
Danks  Waddy,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hun- 
dreds ;  for  Southwark  Borough,  t;.  John 
Locke,  esquire,  deceased. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH  FROM  THE 

THRONE. 

Mr.  speaker  reported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  made  by  Her  Chancellor, 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

CoLOKEL  DEUMMOND-MOEAY,  in 
rising  to  move  the  Address  in  reply  to 
Her  Majesty's  graoious  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  feel 
that  in  undertaking  so  onerous  and  yet 
so  honourable  a  task  as  the  one  before 
me,  I  must  appeal  to  the  House  to  g^ant 
mo,  to  the  fullest  extent,  that  generous 
forbearance  which  it  has  always  shown 
to  those  in  a  similar  position.  Sir,  when 
we  contrast  the  present  state  of  the 
Eastern  Question  with  its  condition  at 
this  time  last  year,  I  venture  to  think  it 
bears  a  very  favourable  comparison. 
The  Treaty  of  Berlin  has  been  success- 
fully carried  out.  Eussian  troops  no 
longer  occupy  Turkish  territory.  Eussia 
is  no  longer  at  the  gates  of  Adrianople, 
as  she  probably  would  have  been  if  the 
original  Bulgaria,  as  defined  by  the 
Treaty  of  San  Stefano,  had  been  allowed 
to  remain  as  a  Province.  And  Bulgaria 
itself,  reduced  to  half  the  size  proposed 
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byEussia,  has  been  pushed  back  behind 
the  Balkans — the  passes  of  which  moun- 
tains the  Turks  have  a  right  to  seize  and 
occupy  in  the  event  of  Bussian  aggres- 
sion. Besides  this,  Austria  holds  a  posi- 
tion not  only  of  great  military  but  of 
j^eat  administrative  importance  in 
Bosnia  and  Herzegovina.  It  was  said 
at  first  that  success  would  never  attend 
the  efforts  of  Austria  to  administer  these 
Turkish  Provinces  on  the  principles  of 
Western  civilization,  and  that  Bosnia 
would  always  resist  her  troops ;  yet  what 
is  the  state  of  affairs  there  now  ?  We 
see  now  that  perfect  tranquillity  reigns 
in  that  coimtry,  and  that  religious 
equality  has  been  established.  Farming 
of  the  tithes  has  been  abolished,  and 
this,  together  with  all  taxes,  are  col- 
lected regularly  and  at  stated  times. 
The  result  is  that  the  burden  of  taxation 
is  not  nearly  so  much  felt  as  formerly, 
and  it  is  the  belief  of  persons  well 
qualified  to  form  an  opinion  that  before 
long  that  Province  wHl  be  able  to  pay 
its  own  way.  I  admit  that  Turkey  has 
been  slow  to  begin  any  reforms  ;  but  we 
must  remember  that  the  habits  of  a 
country  are  not  to  be  changed  at  once, 
that  the  official  class  is  naturally  against 
all  reforms,  and  that  it  is  only  within 
the  last  year  or  two  that  the  necessity 
for  reform  has  been  insisted  upon.  Be- 
sides, Turkey  has  only  just  emerged 
from  a  long  and  disastrous  war,  she  has 
no  available  money,  and  she  has  no 
longer  that  credit  amongst  other  nations 
which  she  once  had,  and  which  she  has 
so  unfortunately  wasted.  But  as  Austria 
has  been  successful  in  Bosnia,  we  may 
hope  that  Turkey,  with  such  an  example 
before  her,  may  yet  see  that  security  for 
property,  justice  in  taxation,  and  im- 
proved means  in  conmiunication,  would 
D6  the  basis  for  a  lasting  and  prosperous 
future.  The  closing  act  of  last  Session 
was  a  discussion  on  the  Treaty  recently 
concluded  by  this  country  with  the 
Ameer  of  Afghanistan.  At  that  time 
Sir  Louis  Cavaenari,  appointed  under 
the  provisions  of  that  Treaty  to  be  Hor 
Majesty's  Representative  at  the  capital 
of  that  country,  at  the  express  desire 
and  under  the  especial  guarantee  of  the 
Ameer,  had  arrived  at  Cabul,  and  had 
been  received  with  all  the  honour  due  to 
his  position.  Within  a  month,  we  re- 
ceived the  lamentable  tidings  that  he 
and  all  his  Staff  had  been  treacherously 
massacred.      Whatever    may    be    our 
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opinion  as  to  the  policy  of  that  Treaty, 
and  of  the  war,  we  must,  I  am  sure,  all 
join  in  lamenting  the  death  of  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  and  able  of  our 
Ijidian  officials;  and  we  must  all  feel 
that  another  act  of  gallantry  has  been 
added  to  the  already  long  list  that  the 
history  of  our  Indian  Empire  contains 
when  we  recall  to  our  memories  the 
brave  defence  made  by  our  Envoy  and 
his  devoted  followers  against  an  over- 
whelming crowd  of  treacherous  Afghans. 
I  may  even  go  further  and  say,  with 
universal  assent,  that  when  an  Envoy  of 
Great  Britain  and  his  Staff  has  been 
cruelly  and  treacherously  murdered,  the 
only  course  that  could  possibly  be 
adopted  was  that  of  vindicating  the  dig- 
nity of  this  country  and  dealing  prompt 
justice  for  the  crime  that  had  been  com- 
mitted. Fortunately  for  us,  the  arrange- 
ments that  had  been  made  under  the 
Treaty  of  Gandamak  ereatly  facilitated 
our  action,  for,  whilst  hopel^  as  to  the 
permanence  of  our  relations  with  Yakoob 
Khan,  the  Government  of  India  had 
rendered  its  position  substantially  in- 
dependent against  all  accident  by  se- 
curing the  permanent  command  of  the 
main  roads  and  passes  from  India  into 
Afghanistan.  When,  therefore,  it  be- 
came necessary  to  move  upon  Oandahar 
and  Cabul  the  advanced  positions  which 
we  held  on  the  Frontier  proved  of  the 
most  material  assistance,  and  fully  justi- 
fied the  selection  which  had  been  made. 
Since  then.  Sir  Frederick  Boberts  has 
had  to  contend  with  difficulties  which 
have  required  all  his  skill  as  a  general 
to  meet,  and  I  venture  to  think  that  this 
House  must  feel  that  it  was  fully  justi- 
fied in  the  eulogium  which  it  has  already 
passed  upon  him,  showing  its  high 
appreciation  of  the  manner  in  which  his 
duty  has  been  discharged,  and  of  the 
valour  and  devotion  displayed  by  all  Ims 
troops,  both  British  and  Native,  who 
have  been  engaged  in  that  campaign. 
Nor  should  we  fail  to  acknowledge  the 
peaceful  conduct  of  affairs  in  South 
Afghanistan  under  the  guidance  of  Sir 
Donald  Stewart,  who  has  shown  himself 
to  be  not  only  a  gallant  soldier  but  also 
an  able  administrator.  Sir,  Her  Ma- 
jesty, in  Her  Gracious  Speech,  informs 
us  that  the  military  occupation  of  the 
country  still  continues  to  be  a  necessity ; 
but  we  must  all  hope  that  the  time  vml 
soon  arrive  when  further  military  opera- 
tions may  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
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people  of  Afghanistan  will  bo  satisfied 
that  we  have  no  desire  to  annex  their 
country  or  to  unduly  interfere  with  them ; 
but,  whilst  securing  our  Frontier  and  our 
own  legitimate  influence,  our  desire  is 
to  live  on  friendly  terms  with  them  in 
future.  There  is  no  part  of  our  recent 
proceedings  which,  I  think,  we  may  all 
agree  in  looking  upon  with  more  satis- 
faction than  the  system  of  Frontier  rail- 
ways, which  has  been  commenced.  Not 
only  will  they  be  of  inestimable  advan- 
tage from  a  military  point  of  view,  by 
improying  our  means  of  communication, 
but  they  will  also,  it  may  be  hoped,  at 
no  distant  period,  lead  to  the  develop- 
ment of  commercial  intercourse,  which 
will,  of  itself,  be  the  best  means  of  ex- 
tending our  influence  and  the  blessings 
of  peace  and  civilization.  The  Zulu 
War  is,  we  may  trust,  both  now  and  for 
erer  a  thing  of  the  past.  We  none  of 
UB  can  forget  the  news  of  a  year  ago  of 
the  melancholy  catastrophe  of  Isand- 
lana,  and  the  gallant  defence  of  Borke's 
Drift.  We  cannot  forget  how  the  Go- 
vernment, although  the  war  was  in  no 
way  begun  by  iheir  direction  or  with 
their  consent,  sent  out  lar^e  re-in- 
forcements  with  such  praiseworthy 
celerity  that  in  a  few  short  months  the 
campaign  was  brought  to  a  close  by  the 
decisive  victory  of  Ulundi — a  victory 
most  fflorious  in  itself,  for  our  foes,  al- 
though termed  naked  savages,  were 
f  ready  superior  to  us  in  point  of  num- 
ers,  and  were  probably  the  bravest 
enemy  that  had  ever  fought  against  the 
troops  of  Great  Britain.  There  must 
naturally  be  some  difficulty  for  a  time 
with  the  Transvaal  and  T\ath  tho  Con- 
federation of  all  the  South  African 
States ;  but  we  may  indulge  in  the  hope 
that  now  South  Africa,  as  a  whole,  is 
relieved  from  its  inmiinent  danger  of 
aggression  from  an  artificially  great, 
but  most  dangerous  military  State,  she 
will  be  enabled  to  carry  out  hor  un- 
doubted future  of  defending  herself 
without  aid  from  this  country.  With 
respect  to  Home  affairs,  much  as  wo  may 
reg^t,  yet  wo  cannot  hide  the  fact  from 
ourselves,  that  a  groat  and  widespread 
depression  is  now  felt  throughout  tho 
ag^oultural  community  of  Great  Britain. 
In  some  districts  it  may  be  more  deeply 
felt  than  in  others;  but  through  tho 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country,  from 
the  largest  and  most  experienced  farmers 
to  the  smallest  holders  of  land,  all  have 
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suffered  more  or  less  severely.  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  it  is  not  very  difficult 
to  trace  the  causes  of  this  depression. 
We  know  what  the  harvests  of  the  last 
few  years  have  been.  In  1879,  owing 
to  the  long-continued  wet  and  cold,  the 
harvest  was  deficient  both  in  quality  and 
quantity,  and  in  some  districts  it  is  no 
exaggeration  to  say  that  there  was  no 
harvest  at  all.  In  1878,  the  harvest, 
although  not  so  deficient  in  qucmtity, 
was  far  from  what  it  ought  to  have  been 
in  quality.  In  1877,  in  1876,  and  in 
1875,  we  find  that  the  harvest  was  in 
each  year  more  or  less  deficient.  But  it 
has  not  only  been  against  bad  harvests 
that  the  British  farmer  has  had  to  con- 
tend. He  has  had  also  to  contend 
against  bad  prices,  prices  the  lowness  of 
which  has  been  brought  about  by  the 
stagnation  in  trade,  coupled  with  an 
almost  unlimited  importation  of  grain 
and  cattle  from  abroad — prices  which 
have  made  it  well-nigh  impossible  for 
our  farmers  to  work  their  land  at  any- 
thing but  a  loss  to  themselves.  During 
last  Session  a  Boyal  Commission  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  whole  cause 
of  Agricultural  Distress,  and  to  see  how 
far  it  might  be  possible  for  us  to  try  and 
prevent  such  a  catastrophe  from  again 
occurring.  That  this  Commission  could 
in  itself  alleviate  the  distress,  I  am  sure 
that  neither  myhon.  Friend  who  moved 
that  it  should  be  appointed  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin), or  any  of  his  warmest  supporters, 
ever  for  a  moment  supposed ;  but  when, 
as  at  the  present  time,  all  soi-ts  of 
reasons  for  this  distress  are  given  and 
all  sorts  of  remedies  are  proposed,  the 
Commission,  by  inquiring  fully  into  tho 
matter,  may  prove  most  useful  as  a 
means  to  an  end  whereby,  if  it  lies  in 
our  power,  we  m^  discover  how  to 
guard  ourselves  in  the  future.  But,  Sir, 
besides  the  reasons  which  I  have  given 
for  tho  present  state  of  a^cultural 
affairs,  many,  I  know,  lay  the  blame  upon 
the  Land  Laws,  and  maintain  that  if 
they  were  in  some  cases  abolished,  and 
in  other  cases  greatly  altered  or  modi- 
fied, we  should  never  again  be  liable  to 
a  crisis  such  as  that  which  we  are  now 
passing  through.  They  say  all  our  dis- 
tress is  due  to  the  Laws  of  Entail  and  Pri- 
mogeniture— to  the  large  size  of  estates, 
to  tho  restrictions  of  cropping ;  and  they 
maintain  that  so  long  as  the  land  is  not 
their  own  farmers  will  not  be  able  to 
farm    for    their    own    profit.      Others, 
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again,  contend  that  peasant  proprietor- 
ship is  the  real  panacea  for  aU  our  evils 
— in  short,  that  our  land  system  has  prac- 
tically broken  down.     I  am  not  here 
either  to  condemn  or  defend  our  Land 
Laws.     If  it  be  clearly  and  conclusively 
proved  that  they  are  a  stumbling-block 
and  a  hindrance  to  the  progress  of  agri- 
culture, doing  harm  alike  to  landlord 
and  tenant,  then  I  feel  sure  that  no 
sensible  man  would,  for  one  moment, 
object  to  such  alterations  being  made  in 
them   as  might  seem  best.     And  it  is 
upon  matters  like  these  that  I  believe  a 
Commission,    such    as  that  which  has 
been  appointed,  may  make  a  most  use- 
ful and   instructive  Report,   from   the 
powers  that  it  possesses  of  collecting 
evidence  from  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  from  men  of  all  shades  of 
opinion.    Begrets  have  been  expressed 
that  there  are  not  a  greater  number  of 
small  proprietors,  and  that  the  number 
of  yeomen,  or,  as  they  are  called  in 
Cumberland,  statesmen,  is  rapidly  dimi- 
nishing.     I  think  all  will  agree  with 
me  that  it  is  a  great  pity  such  should  be 
the  case ;  but  with  respect  to  the  former 
class,  if  we  take  Scotland — and  I  sup- 
pose in  England  it  is  much  the  same — 
if  we  make  an  investigation,  we  shall 
find  that  there  are  many  lairds  owning 
properties  of  fair  size  as  to  average,  but 
poor  in  the  quality  of  the  soil — with  all 
the  surroundings  to  make  home  charm- 
ing, yet  without  the  means  of  keeping  it 
up,  who  have  found  it  be  more  profit- 
able to  sell  their  properties,  yielding 
only  3  per  cent  with  a  large  yearly 
expenditure,  to  some  wealthy  man  from 
Edinburgh  or  Glasgow,  and  to  invest  the 
money  thus  obtained  in  securities  which, 
without  any  annual  expense,  will  bring 
them  in  a  return  of  4  per  cent  or  more. 
In  the  same  way,  we  shall  find  that  the 
veomen  or  statesmen  prefer  to  sell  their 
land,  and  with  the  proceeds  of  the  sale 
rent  a  farm  from  some  large  proprietor. 
Although  the  classes  I  have  mentioned 
are  not  so  nuniierous  as  formerly,  yet 
there  is  in  England  a  district  in  which, 
at  the  present  time,  a  large  proportion 
of  small  freeholders  exist.  I  refer  to  that 
part  of  Lincolnshire  which  lies  between 
the  banks  of  the  Humber  and  the  sea 
coast.     Those  frooholdors  have  bought 
their  land,  partly  with  their  own  savings 
and  partly  with  money  which  they  have 
borrowed.     Thoy  inhabit  a  large  and 
fertile  tract  of  country — there  are  no 
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resident  landlords,  no  woods,  and  no 
game.  Now,  if  it  can  be  shown  that 
these  freeholders  are  in  bad  times  better 
off  than  the  surrounding  tenant  farmers, 
then,  doubtless,  there  is  good  ground 
for  saying  that  there  is  something  wrong 
in  our  system  of  landlords  and  tenants. 
But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it  can  be 
shown  that  in  bad  times  many  of  these 
freeholders,  farming  for  their  own  profit, 
cannot  improve  their  land — paying  no 
rent  cannot  pay  the  interest  on  the 
money  they  nave  borrowed— cropping 
their  land  as  seems  to  them  best  yet 
growing  less  than  formerly — if  it  is 
shown  that,  holding  their  own  small 
holdings,  unfettered  by  any  laws  of 
entail  or  primogeniture,  they  are  not 
only  worse  off  than  the  tenant  farmers, 
but  are  not  even  so  well  off,  in  many 
cases,  as  the  hired  labourer,  although 
they  both  work  and  fare  harder  than  he 
does — then  I  think  we  may  fairly 
assume  that  there  are  other  causes  to 
account  for  the  prevalence  of  amcol- 
tural  distress  besides  the  Land  Laws, 
and  that  a  system  of  peasant  proprietors 
will  not  meet  the  case.  For  my  own  part, 
whilst  I  quite  recognize  the  fact  that  tnere 
may  be  some  useful  alterations  made  in 
the  Land  Laws,  yet  I  trust  that  in  the 
course  of  this  and  the  following  years 
we  shall  find  the  real  remedy  for  the 
ag^cultural  distress  in    the    shape  of 

food  harvests  and  revived  trade.  But, 
ir,  much  as  we  may  regret  the  distress 
that  existe  in  England  and  Scotland,  our 
sympathies  must  be  still  more  deeply 
roused  by  the  sad  state  of  things  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  There  the  farmer 
seldom  knows  prosperity  even  in  fair 
seasons,  and  his  usual  struggle  to  obtain 
a  livelihood  becomes,  after  a  season 
like  the  last,  a  struggle  ag^ainst  abso- 
lute famine.  We  can  only  hope  that, 
by  means  of  the  liberal  oontnbntionB 
now  being  raised  in  this  and  in  other 
countries,  by  the  exertions  of  the  resi- 
dent landlords,  by  the  issue  of  food  and 
-fuel  as  ordered  by  the  (Government 
wherever  it  may  be  necessary,  and  by 
the  loans  offered  by  it  at  a  nominal  rate 
of  interest,  this  lamentable  calamity 
may  yet  be  averted.  Her  Majesty  has  an- 
nounced in  Her  Oracious  Speech  thai  two 
measures  of  great  importimce — namelr, 
the  Criminal  Code  Bill  and  the  Banlc- 
ruptey  Bill,  will  be  submitted  to  our 
notice.  I  trust  that  the  Hoi  se  will  give  ite 
fuUest  consideration  to  tl  )Be  meMOMi^ 
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and  aafiifit  Her  Majesty's  Government  "  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
in  passing  them  during  the  course  of  ing  us  that  the  abdication  of  the  Ameer  and  the 
this  Session.  Now,  Sir,  at  the  conolu-  unsettled  condition  of  the  Country  render  the 
sion  of  my  task,  which  I  feel  that  I  have  recall  of  Her  Troops  impossible  for  the  pre- 
but  ill-fiufilled,  I  beg  to  thank  the  sent;  but  that  the  principle  on  which  Her 
House  for  the  extreme  kindness  with  Majesty's  Government  has  hitherto  acted  re- 
which  it  has  listened  to  my  remarks.  I  mains  unchanged,  and  that,  whilst  determined 
beg  to  move—  to  make  the  frontiers  of  Her  Indian  Empire 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  strong,  Her  Majesty  desires  to  entertain  friendly 

H«r  Majesty  to  thank  Her   Majesty  for  the  relations  alike  with  those  who  may  rule  in 

Host  Gracious  Speech  which  Her  Majesty  has  Afghanistan   and   with   the   People   of    that 

addzeMod  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament :  Country  : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform-  "  ^^  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  ub 

log  QB  that  Her  relations  with  all  the  Powers  ^^^  ^^  anticipations  as  to  the  early  estab- 

oontinne  to  be  friendly,  and  that  the  course  of  hsl^nent  of  peace  in  South  Africa  have  been 

erenta  sinoe  the  prorogation  of  Parliament  has  ^'ilfill®^!*  a^d  that  the  capture  and  deposition  of 

tended  to  furnish  additional  security  for  the  th©  Zulu  King,  and  the  breaking  up  of  the 

maintenance  of  European  Peace  on  the  prin-  notary  organization  on  which  his  dynasty  was 

dples   laid    down   by  the  Treaty  of    Berlin,  ^^^  ^ve  relieved  Her  Majesty's  possessions 

although  much  remains  to  be  done  to  repair  the  ^  *^*  P*^  ^^  ^®  '^^^^^  ^^  *  danger  which 

disorder  with  which  the  late  War  has  affected  seriously  impeded  their  advancement  and  oon- 

many  parts  of  the  Turkish  Empire :  soUdation : 

*'  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  "  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  infonn- 

tbat  a  Convention  for  the  Suppression  of  the  ing  us  that  a  native  outbreak  in  Basutoland  of 

Slave  Trade  has  been  oonduded  between  Her  considerable  importance  has   been   effectually 

Higeety's  Government  and  that  of  His  Imperial  quelled   by  Her   Colonial   Forces,    while  the 

liijesty  the  Sultan :  Transvaal  has  been  freed  from  the  depredationa 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform-  ^^  *  powerful  Chief,  who,  having  successfully 

log  us  of  the  hope  expressed  by  Her  Majesty  resisted  the  former  Government  of  that  Country, 

at  the  dose  of  last  Session  that  the  Treaty  of  ^^  persistently  rejected  all  attempts  at  con- 

Oundamak  had  happily  terminated  the  War  in  ciliation : 

Afghanistan ;  and  that,  in  conformity  with  its  "  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 

provisions.  Her    Majesty's    Envoy,    with   his  that  Her  Majesty  has  reason  to  hope  that  the 

retinue,   was  honourably  received  and  enter-  time  is  now  approaching  when  an  important 

tained  by  the  Ameer  of  Cabul :  advance  may  be  made  towards  the  establish- 

«To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  iiiforming  ue  "»<"»*  o'»"  Umon  or  Confederation  under  which 

that,  while  engaged  in  the  exerciv.  of  their  th«P<>wers  of  seU-goyemment,  dready  enjoyed 

J  ,.       „      T^,  .   °  ,     -,               J    XV  by  the  mhabitants  of  the  Cape  Colony,  may  bo 

duty,   Her  Majesty  s  Envoy  and    those  oon-  *    ^  ^   *     ir      a  u-    *     •       xv           _/     ^ 

^  J      .,,    -,      J;    ,                     .        ,          ,  extended  to  Her  Subjects  in  other   parts  of 

neoted  with  the  Embassy  were  treacherously  „     ^,     ...  .             j  x    ^^     »_  ^^     -.»  f  ^    ^ 

^    ,    ,  V        V  1    •             V            A     ti.  South  Africa :   and  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for 

attaoked  by  overwhelming  numbers,  and,  after  ...            ^i    ^  t>                .,             ,    ., 

•n  heroic  defence,  ahnort  aU  n>«<»cred :  mf orming  u«  that  Papers  on  these  and  other 

matters  will  be  laid  before  us : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Maiesty  for  inform- 
ing  us  that  SO  intolerable  an  outrage  called  for  ^^^^^  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  directing 
condign  chastisement,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  *^^  E»tmiates  of  the  year  to  bo  prepared  and 
Ttoope,  who,  pursuant  to  the  stipulations  of  Pr«»entod  to  us  without  delay : 
the  Treaty,  had  withdrawn  or  wore  withdraw-  u  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing from  the  territories  governed  by  the  Ameer,  ing  us  that  the  Commission  issued  at  the  doso 
were  ordered  to  retrace  their  steps :  of   the  Session  to  inquire  into  the  causes  of 
r   "  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  of  Agricultural  Depression  throughout  the  United 
the  skill  exhibited  by  the  officers  and  men  of  Kingdom  is  pursuing  its  labours : 
Her  Majoety's  British  and  Native  Forces  in  the  "  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
rapid  mardi  upon  Cabul,  and  on  other  lines  of  of  the  special  precautions  which  Her  Majesty's 
action,  and  of  the  high  credit  thereby  reflected  Government  have  deemed  it  necessary  to  take 
apoo  thoie  Forces  whose  bravery  has  shone  in  view  of  the  threatened  distress  in  Irolandt 
with  tta  wonted  lustre  in  every  eoUision  with  and  of  the  measures  which  the  course  they 
Um  mmaj  i  havo  adopted  will  render  necessary  : 
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"Humbly  to  attnue  Her  Mejeaty  that  onr 
careful  conflidcration  shall  Tio  giTon  to  such 
measures  oa  may  ho  Butmitted  to  hb,  and  that 
we  earnestly  trust  that  the  blesfling  of  the 
Almighty  may  attend  and  direct  oar  labours.  " 


Mh.  J.  P.  COREY :  Sir,  I  rise  to  ee- 
cond  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Perthshire  (Co- 
lonel Dnimmond-Moray),  and  in  doing 
BO,  I  feel  that  it  ia  not  necessary  for  me 
to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  if, 
as  an  Irishman  and  one  who  haa  the 
honour  of  being  one  of  the  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  the  largest  and  most  self-reliant 
constituency  in  Ireland,  that  I  should 
first  of  ^1  refer  specially  to  that  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech 
which  relates  to  the  present  state  of 
matters  in  that  country,  and  what  ie  to 
be  submitted  to  Parliament  in  reference 
thereto.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer baa  already  given  Notice  that  he 
will  ask  leave  to-morrow  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  give  effect  to  the  views  of  the 
Government,  which,  I  think,  shows  that 
they  are  not  indifferent  to  the  matter. 
When  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Downpatrick  (Mr.  Mulholland)  in  1876 
occupied  the  position  I  have  now  the 
honour  of  filbng,  he  congratulated  the 
House  on  the  omission  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  of  any  reference  to  the 
affaire  of  Ireland,  and  he  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  country  was  so  peace- 
able and  prosperous  that  it  was  not  re- 
quisite in  any  reference  to  the  state  of 
tne  country  to  separate  it  &om  the  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  am 
sure  no  one  regrets  more  deeply  than 
Her  Majesty  that  the  same  state  of  mat- 
tors  does  not  exist  at  present.  Sir,  there 
are  not  many  subjects  about  which  we 
can  all  agree;  but  I  think  I  may  safely 
venture  the  statement,  that  few  will  be 
found  to  dispute,  that  we  have  in  these 
countries,  for  the  past  four  or  five  years, 
been  paseinf  through  a  period  of  great 
— I  would  almost  say  exceptionally  great 
— commercial  and  agricultural  depres- 
aipn,  and  that  Ireland  being  the  poorest 
country  it  has  been  more  seriously  felt 
there  Uian  in  either  England  or  Scot- 
land. But  even  at  the  risk  of  giving 
offence  to  some  of  my  countrymen,  and 
of  even  being  contradicted,  I  feel  bound 
to  tell  the  House  and  the  country  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  distress  in  Ireland  is 
not  so  general  as  one  would  be  led  to 
expect  from  the  way  it  is  being  written 
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and  spoken  about  in  some  quarters.  I 
admit  to  the  fullest  extent,  and  deeply 
deplore,  that  in  some  districts  of  the 
country,  especially  that  lying  along  the 
Atlantic  Ocean,  there  is  very  great  dis- 
tress, and,  as  far  as  I  can  learn,  and  I 
have  taken  some  trouble  to  inquire,  I 
believe  that  in  some  parts  it  arises  quite 
as  much  from  a  scarcity  of  fuel  as  it  does 
from  a  scarcity  of  food.  But,  Sir,  what 
is  the  history  of  these  very  localities, 
even  in  the  most  prosperons  times? 
Why,  that  there  is  a  considerable  amount 
of  poverty  and  hand-to-mouth  existence 
amongst  the  people,  and  one  of  the 
causes  which  gives  rise  to  that  state  of 
matters  is  over-population.  What  is  it 
that  has  happened  ?  It  ie  this.  A  farm 
wae  originally  let  to  a  tenant,  by-and- 
bye  his  family  increases  and  it  becomes 
divided  between  him  and  one  or  two  of 
his  sons,  and  in  order  that  the  sub-divi- 
sion may  not  come  under  the  notice  of 
the  landlord  or  his  agent,  the  rent  con- 
tinues to  be  paid  by  one,  whilst  it  is 
made  up  by  two  or  three,  and  hence  the 
farm  that  could  have  supported  one 
family  has  two  or  three  Bving  on  its 
production.  What  is  more,  the  seed, 
especially  of  the  potato,  has  not  been 
changed  for  30  yean.  The  only  remedy 
for  such  a  state  of  matters  is  emigration. 
This,  however,  ia  a  cure  which  I  am 
aware  is  not  popular  in  some  quarters. 
This  is  so  for  many  obvious  reasons. 
One,  no  doubt,  is  tliat  agitators  find  it 
better  to  have  a  multitude  of  half- 
starved  ignorant  people  who  will  be  led 
by  them,  and  through  whose  clamour 
they  may  get  up  an  excitement,  and,  if 
poe  Bible,  goad  whatever  Oovemment 
may  be  in  powerto  pass  measures  which 
are  not  for  the  wdiare  or  prosperity  of 
the  entire  community.  With  regard  to 
the  Province  of  Ulster,  I  can  speu;  con- 
fidently ;  and  I  assert,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  at  present,  with  the 
exception  of  the  coast  line  of  Donegal, 
that  the  state  of  matters  are  on  the  whole 
better  than  they  were  this  time  last  year, 
and  in  those  districte  where  manofao- 
turing  industries  are  carried  on  th^  are 
very  much  better  indeed.  As  to  the 
staple  trade  of  Ulster,  I  venture  to  mt  it  - 
has  not  been  for  years  in  eo  prosperous 
idition  as  at  present,  aud  that  thoi 
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is  no  doubt  that  the  improvement  of  the 
trade  in  the  North  of  Ireland  has  arisen 
from  the  undoubted  improvement  which 
began  to  show  itself  in  the  United  States 
in  the  beginning  of  last  year,  and  which 
reached  us  in  October.  One  of  the  great- 
est wants  in  the  other  Provinces  of  Ire- 
land is  manufacturing  industries;  but 
can  it  be  wondered  that  no  one  has  con- 
fidence enough  to  start  anything  of  the 
kind  ?  Unless  there  is  security,  no  sane 
man  would  risk  his  capital  in  a  country 
where  it  would  be  liable  to  be  rendered 
worthless  at  any  moment  by  such  an 
agitation  as  has  been  sweeping  over  the 
greater  part  of  Ireland  for  the  repudia- 
tion of  just  liabilities.  Why,  Sir,  it  is 
the  old  story.  Agitation  is  the  curse  of 
my  unfortunate  country.  To  the  ques- 
tion. Why  is  capital  not  attracted  to  Ire- 
land, when  so  much  of  it  is  seeking  in- 
vestment?— the  answer  is  undoubtedly 
what  I  have  given.  One  bubble  has 
scarcely  time  to  burst  until  another  of 
greater  dimensions,  and  possibly,  as  I 
believe  in  the  present  case,  of  more  dan- 
gerous materi^s,  is  being  blown.  It  is 
oifficult  for  an  Irishman,  who  has  a  deep 
and,  perhaps,  a  much  deeper  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  his  country  than  the  so- 
called  patriots,  to  read  with  any  degree 
of  patience  the  inflammatory,  and  I  will 
say  in  many  cases  disloyal,  language 
which  is  addressed  to  his  excitable  and 
possibly  uneducated  countrymen.  We 
are  beinfi^  constantly  told  that  the  chief 
cause  01  all  the  distress  and  discontent 
which  exists  in  Ireland  arises  from  the 
want  of  having  an  Irish  Parliament 
meeting  in  College  Green.  Why,  Sir, 
the  prosperity  of  Ulster  since  the  Union 
has  been  as  great  as  that  of  almost  any 
other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
we,  Sir,  who  live  there  most  certainly  do 
not  want  to  go  backwards.  In  Ulster 
we  understand  Home  Rule  to  mean  He- 
peal  of  the  Union,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  99  out  of  every  1 00  who  call  them- 
selves Home  Hulers  mean  by  it  nothing 
short  of  that.  Most  of  us,  no  doubt,  have 
read  the  letter  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liveipool  (Mr.  Hathbone),  who  sits  be- 
liind  Aim,  with  reference  to  the  pledge 
whkh  the  noble  Lord  who  is  at  present 
eontetting  that  boroueh  in  the  Liberal 
iaftnett  has  given  to  the  Home  Hulers 
to  isoiire  their  support.  I  think  we 
ifm  iUB  House,   and  the  country  ge- 
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nerally,  would  be  glad  to  learn  from 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion more  definitely  than  is  expressed  in 
that  letter  what  his  views  are  on  the 
HomeHule  Question,  which,  I  say,  means 
Hepeal  of  the  Union.  No  doubt,  the  noble 
Lord  does  say  that  he  could  not  see  his 
way  to  give  the  pledge  Lord  Hamsay 
has  done ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
goes  on  to  say  that  he  has  no  pretension 
to  dictate  to  an  independent  candidate, 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  has  his  warmest 
sympathy  and  cordial  wishes  for  his 
success.  Is  the  language  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  be  interpreted  by  Liberal  can- 
didates for  Parliamentary  seats  to  moan 
that  they  may  give  similar  pledges  to 
that  Lord  Hamsay  has  given  whenever 
there  is  a  considerable  Home  Hulevote? 
If  so,  and  a  number  of  the  noble  Lord's 
supporters  in  the  next  Parliament  come 
in  pledged  to  vote  for  this  very  innocent 
inquiry,  I  wonder  what  Lobby  he  will 
find  himself  in  ?  We  all  remember  what 
happened  last  Session  on  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Hegulation  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  expressed  very  strong  views 
as  to  the  flogging  clauses ;  but  owing  to 
the  pressure  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  who  sits  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  those  who  were  acting  with 
him,  the  noble  Lord  felt  himself  com- 
pelled to  change  his  front ;  and  I  believe 
I  am  correct  in  saying  that  he  actually 
moved  a  Hesolution  to  abolish  flogging 
in  the  Army.  On  that  occasion  it  looked 
to  me  as  if  the  noble  Lord  was  being 
driven  instead  of  leading,  and  what  has 
happened  before  may  happen  a^ain.  I 
therefore  think  we  should  have  irom  the 
noble  Lord  a  declaration  more  explicit 
than  he  has  yet  given  with  reference  to 
the  whole  matter.  Perhaps  I  may 
here  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  read 
with  great  interest  a  letter  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  York  wrote  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  I  hope  the  suggestions 
contained  in  it  will  receive  the  earnest 
attention  of  the  Government,  as  I  am 
satisfied  that  a  further  extension  of  the 
Provisional  Order  system  would  be  found 
in  many  local  matters  of  great  advantage 
to  England  and  Scotland  as  well  as  to 
Ireland.  Ulster,  in  many  respects,  is  not 
so  favourably  situated  as  the  other  Pro- 
vinces, and  yet  everyone  who  visits  Ire- 
land is  struck  with  the  difference  which 
is  observable  in  the  thrift  and  comfort 
of  its  inhabitants  from  the  other  parts  of 
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Ireland.  The  borough  which  my  re- 
spected Colleague  and  myself  have  the 
honour  of  representing  comprises  about 
the  24th  part  of  the  entire  population, 
and  if  all  Ireland  were  to  ioUow  its 
example  the  Government  would  not 
have  much  trouble  in  providing  for  ex- 
ceptional times  of  distress.  I  recollect 
very  well  the  Famine  of  1847,  and  how 
in  many  parts  of  Ulster  the  distress  that 
did  exist  over  and  above  that  which 
was  provided  for  by  the  Poor  Law  was 
locally  met,  and,  in  addition,  large  con- 
tributions were  given  to  help  the  dis- 
tress in  other  parts  of  the  country.  Sir, 
those  who  have  been  taking  the  lead  in 
the  recent  and  present  agitation  boast 
that  the  result  of  it  has  been  a  general 
reduction  of  rents ;  and  had  it  not  been 
for  them  no  effort  would  have  been 
made,  either  by  the  Government  or 
private  individuals,  to  meet  the  excep- 
tional state  of  matters  which  I  have 
already  admitted  exists  chiefly  on  the 
sea-coast.  That  I  most  emphatically 
deny.  I  am  aware  that  the  noble  Duke 
who  so  worthily  represents  Her  Majesty 
in  Ireland,  and  those  associated  with 
him  in  its  government,  did  not  wait 
for  any  pressure  to  be  put  upon  them; 
for  so  soon  as  it  was  i^ared,  from  the 
unfavourable  state  of  the  weather,  that 
there  might  be  a  deficient  harvest,  in- 
structions were  at  once  given  for  ac- 
curate and  reliable  information  to  be 
collected  and  supplied  to  them,  especially 
from  those  localities  which  were  hkoly  to 
suffer  most ;  and  it  is  well  known  tiiat 
early  in  November  the  Local  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  issued  a  Circular  offer- 
ing loans  for  drainage  and  other  works, 
which  would  enable  landlords  and  town 
commissions  to  give  employment;  but 
for  some  reason  very  few  availed  them- 
selves of  the  offer.  The  cry  of  the  agi- 
tators was,  and  still  is,  that  the  Govern- 
ment undertake  reproductive  works. 
Yes,  Sir,  another  of  our  great  curses  in 
Ireland  is  the  want  of  self-reliance. 
So  soon  as  any  pressure  comes,  the  Go- 
'/emment  is  called  on  to  do  what  you  in 
England  and  Scotland  do  for  yoiirselves, 
and  also  what  we  in  Ulster  do.  What 
has  been  done  by  the  Government  since 
November?  Of  course  they  acted  as 
wise  men,  with  the  facts  of  the  case 
before  them,  and  knowing  what  took 
place  after  the  famine  of  1847,  when 
money  was  wasted  to  an  enormous  extent. 
They  have    been  acting   through    the 

Mr.  J.  P.  Carry 


constitutional  and  legitimate  channels ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt,  from  the  reports  of 
the  action  of  landlords,  town  and  har- 
bour commissions,  and  others,  that  there 
will  be  a  larger  expenditure  of  money  in 
useful,  and,  I  hope,  in  most  cases,  of 
reproductive  improvements.  As  we  have 
been  informed  by  Her  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Speech,  in  mciking  such  ar- 
rangements the  Government  has  ex- 
ceeded its  powers,  and  Parliament  will 
be  asked  to  pass  a  Bill  of  Indemnity, 
which  I  cannot  imagine  will  occupy 
much  time  or  give  rise  to  any  difference 
of  opinion.  In  speaking  on  the  question 
of  land,  I  feel  that  I  can  do  so  without 
the  prejudices  of  either  a  landlord — as 
in  the  ordinary  acceptation  of  the  term  I 
am  not  one,  owning  no  agricultural  land 
—or  that  of  a  tenant  farmer.  Every- 
one is  aware  that  after  the  Famine  of 
1847  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court  was 
established,  which  brought  into  the 
market  very  large  estates,  which  were 
broken  up  or  sold  to  parties  who  had 
the  money,  not  only  to  invest  in  the 
land,  but  idso  to  spend  on  its  improve- 
ment. That  is  whiat  has  been  going  on 
ever  since — ^now  under  the  Landed  Es- 
tates Court  to  a  greater  or  less  extent, 
and  more  recenUy  under  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commissions ;  so  that  it  is 
idle  to  say  that  land  in  Ireland  has  not 
been  accessible  to  all  who  had  the  desire 
to  acquire  and  money  to  invest  in  it.  I 
am  free  to  say  that  I  am  one  of  those 
who  consider  that  the  transfer  of  land 
might  be  made  less  tedious  and  less  ex- 
pensive ;  and,  for  myself,  I  can  see  no  ob- 
lection  to  an  extension  to  the  Landed 
Estates  Court,  or  the  same  system  of 
sales  as  has  been  adopted  by  the  Church 
Temporalities  Conmiissions.  At  the  same 
time,  I  would  have  it  most  strictly  and 
safely  guarded,  so  as  to  prevent  abuses. 
I  am  told  on  very  good  authority  that  of 
some  of  the  properties  which  were  held 
by  the  Church  Commission,  and  which 
have  been  sold  to  the  tenants,  only  the 
good  farms  have  been  sold,  and  that  the 
inferior  ones  are  still  on  their  hands,  and 
that  the  probability  is  that  what  is  called 
the  Church  Surplus  will  be  ffreatlj  re- 
duced by  a  much  lower  price  naving  to 
bo  taken  for  the  unsold  lots.  Besides,  I 
believe  there  is  no  doubt  but  that,  in  not 
a  few  instances,  those  who  have  pur- 
chased are  in  arrear  of  their  annual  pay- 
ments; indeed,  very  reliable  authority 
has  been  furnished  on  that  point  by  the 
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Secretary  to  theOhoroli  Commission,  who 
states  that,  out  of  a  total  sum  of  £  1 32, 800 
receivable  in  1879  for  land  instalments 
and  interest  of  mortgages,  the  arrears 
on  the  dlst  December  last  was  £7,450. 
I  would  ask,  what  is  the  amount  likely 
to  be  on  the  31st  December,  1880? 
From  another  source  we  learn  that  out 
of  41  parties  who  purchased  holdings, 
or  rather  seemed  to  do  so,  in  28  cases 
the  conveyances  were  made  out  in  the 
name  of  another  person.  These  facts 
do  not  point  with  any  great  satisfaction 
to  the  great  panacea  which  has  been 
insisted  on  for  all  the  evils  of  Ireland — 
namely,  that  of  getting  rid  of  the  land- 
lords and  the  establishment  of  peasant 
proprietors.  I  have  no  objection  to  see 
an  morease  of  peasant  proprietors  ;  but 
it  must  be  carried  out  without  any  com- 
pulsion or  violent  changes.  I  hold  the 
opinion  that  a  very  long  time  would  not 
elapse  before  there  would  be  large  pro- 
prietors again.  I  cannot  allow  this  op- 
portunity to  pass  without  expressing  my 
nigh  appreciation  of  the  praiseworthy 
and  dismterested  work  which  that  noble 
lady  the  Duchess  of  Marlborough,  who 
has  all  the  instincts  of  her  noble  family, 
which  we  in  the  North  of  Ireland  are  so 
proud  of,  undertook  in  starting  a  Belief 
Fund  to  aid  those  special  cases  of  distress 
which  employment  nor  any  other  means 
of  assistance  was  likely  to  reach,  and 
the  hearty  response  which  has  been 
given  to  her  appeal  by  the  Lord  Mayor 
and  citizens  of  London  and  other  places 
in  England  and  ScoUand.  So  soon  as 
the  anti-rent  agitation  was  started, 
bankers  and  those  who  had  money  lent 
in  the  country  got  frightened,  and  at 
once  an  order  went  forth  to  stop  all 
further  advances  and  collect  as  much  as 
possible  of  outstanding  debts.  Especially 
as  soon  as  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1870,  all  over  the  country  a  class  of 
money  lenders  has  started  into  existence 
who  have  been  lending  money  on  most 
usurious  terms.  What  takes  place  is — 
a  farmer  wants  £10  or  £20  for  a  month 
to  make  up  his  rent.  lie  obtains  it 
from  the  money  lender  to  whom  he  is  to 
refund  £21  for  the  £20  borrowed,  and 
if  it  is  not  forthcoming  at  the  end  of  the 
month  he  pays  £1  and  the  loan  con- 
tinues on  the  same  terms,  so  that  if  it 
runs  over  12  months  the  moderate  rate 
of  60  i)er  cent  would  be  paid  for  the 
loan*  No  one  knows  better  than  my  hon. 
Kde&d  the  Member  for  county  Cork  (Mr. 


Shaw),  who  is  chairman  of  a  prosperous 
and  well-managed  bank  whose  business 
is  chiefly  in  the  South  and  West  of  Ire- 
land, that  what  I  am  stating  is  correct. 
I  was  told  on  very  good  authority  that 
a  bank  in  Ireland,  which  has  a  large 
business  amongst  the  farming  class,  had 
lately  as  many  as  100  processes  at  one 
quarter  sessions ;  and  I  must  say  I  was 
more  than  astonished  when  I  read  a 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  county  Cork,  in  which  he  is  reported 
to  have  said  that  there  was  in  Ireland  a 
national  antipathy  to  a  bailiff  and  pro- 
cess-server ;  that  he  felt  it  himself  when 
he  saw  one  of  those  fellows  prowling 
about  the  country — he  felt  inclined  to 
take  the  linchpin  out  of  the  wheel  of  the 
car.  When  I  read  it,  I  looked  back  to 
see  if  it  was  not  the  utterance  of  some 
less  responsible  person,  knowing  the 
usual  moderation  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  the  way  in  which  he  addresses  him- 
self to  any  question  he  undertakes  to 
bring  before  this  House ;  and  I  cannot 
think  how  he  can  allow  his  name  to  be 
associated  with  such  teaching.  His 
words  will  be  treasured  up  by  those  who 
will  not  scruple  to  use  them  in  a  literal 
sense,  and  by  others  who  will  And  it 
convenient  to  repudiate  all  sorts  of  con- 
tracts. It  was  not  from  the  landlords 
that  the  pressure  flrst  came,  but  from 
those  parties  I  have  been  referring  to. 
The  poor  deluded  people  have  been  told 
in  the  most  emphatic  way  to  pay  the 
shopkeepers,  and  those  whom  they  want 
again.  The  most  prominent,  no  doubt, 
are  the  money  lenders ;  but  the  landlords 
are  either  not  to  be  paid  at  all,  or,  if  bo, 
only  what  the  tenant  considers  a  fair 
rent.  I  have  no  doubt  but  amongst 
those  who  have  been  active  in  denounc-^ 
ing  the  landlords  and  landlordism  are 
those  very  moneylenders,  and  who  will 
not  be  amongst  those  who  will  make 
any  abatement  in  their  demands.  I  ask, 
can  it  be  wondered  at  that,  after  such 
teaching  as  that  we  are  all  now  familiar 
with,  there  should  bo  an  outbreak 
of  lawlessness  ?  And  I  greatly  foar  wo 
have  not  seen  the  cud  of  what  has 
been  smouldering  for  some  time.  Sir, 
after  what  has  been  said,  and  so  well 
Boid,  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  on 
the  other  topics  referred  to  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
dwell  at  any  length  on  them.  But  I 
cannot  allow  the  opportunity  to  pass 
without  saying  that,  when  it  is  insisted 
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on  by  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  their  friends  outside,  that 
the  Government  are  responsible  for  the 
South  African  War,  which  has  been 
successfully  terminated,  and  which  I 
hope  will  be  the  last  this  country  will 
ever  be  engaged  in,  in  my  judgment  no- 
thing could  be  farther  from  the  truth. 
The  Government  has  given  abundant 
proof  in  the  Papers  which  have  been 
submitted  to  Parliament  that  they  did 
everything  they  could  to  prevent  such  a 
calamity;  but  when  it  was  forced  on 
them  they  acted  with  that  decision  which 
is  characteristic  of  Englishmen,  and  of 
Irishmen,  too,  as  in  the  settlement  which 
has  taken  place  a  distinguished  Irishman 
played  an  important  part.  I,  of  course, 
refer  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.  I  wonder 
what  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  have  done  had  they  been  in  Office? 
Would  they  have  recalled  the  troops  that 
were  already  in  the  country,  or  would 
they  have  sent  out  additional  ones  ?  I 
am  sure  that  they  would  have  acted  pre- 
cisely as  the  Government  did,  and  in 
that  they  would  have  been  sustained  by 
the  Conservative  Party.  But  how  has 
the  great  Liberal  Party  acted  during  all 
this  anxious  time?  Why,  everything 
that  possibly  could  be  said  and  done  to 
weaken  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
but  with  what  effect  they  know  best 
themselves.  With  reference  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  Afghanistan,  can  it 
be  possible,  no  matter  how  blind  some 
people  wish  to  be,  that  anyone  can  doubt 
but  that  Bussia  had  been  for  some  time 
intriguing  with  Shere  Ali,  and  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Indian  Government  to  see  that 
it  did  not  go  too  far  ?  And  as  soon  as  it 
was  decided  to  test  the  matter,  and  the 
Embassy  which  we  were  sending  was 
turned  back,  the  cry  of  the  Liberal 
Party  was — **What  else  could  be  ex- 
pected, seeing  that  there  was  such  a  dis- 
play of  force  accompanying  the  Em- 
bassy ?  "  And  then,  recently,  it  was — 
*'  That  the  Government  are  greatly  to 
blame  for  having  such  an  insufficient 
force  in  Cabul  to  protect  the  late  la- 
mented Sir  Louis  Cavagnari.  * '  No  matter 
what  is  done,  we  are  told  on  very  high 
authority  that  it  is  done  in  a  stupid  and 
blundering  manner ;  and  until  the  pre- 
sent Government  is  displaced,  and  the 
enlightened  Government  who  occupy 
the  front  Opposition  Bench — or  as  many 
of  them  as  will  remain  after  the  next 
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General  Election  are  in  their  places — 
nothing  will  be  right;  not  even  the 
weather.  Sir,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  put 
the  question — How  was  the  honour  and 
interests  of  this  great  Empire  upheld 
during  the  late  Administration,  and  how 
have  they  been  under  the  present  one  ? 
Why,  it  was  then  said  that  the  British 
Lion  was  asleep,  and  that  the  country 
occupied  the  position  of  a  second-rate 
Power,  if  even  that.  Is  that  the  lan- 
guage that  is  held  now  either  in  this 
country  or  abroad?  This  House  has 
over  and  over  again  given  the  answer, 
reflecting,  as  I  believe,  the  voice  of  the 
country.  I  must  say  that  I  cannot  see 
the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  placing 
in  the  fore-front  of  their  attack  the  ques- 
tion of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is,  however,  an  issue  which  I 
am  sure  Gentlemen  sitting  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  also  our  friends  out- 
side, are  quite  ready  to  meet  them  on. 
We  cannot  object  to  their  plan  of  re- 
uniting the  divided  sections  of  their 
Party,  and  they  have  my  best  wishes  for 
the  failure  of  this  experiment.  Hecently, 
a  storm  of  words  swept  over  a  section  of 
Scotland,  and  I  believe  that  the  country 
which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Mover  of  this  Address  represents  came 
in  for  a  share  of  it.  At  the  moment  the 
noise  was  so  terrific,  that  all  outside  the 
charmed  circle  who  had  been  instru- 
mental in  raising  it  expected  that 
everything  which  in  any  shape  stood  in 
its  way  would  be  uprooted  and  never  be 
heard  of  again  ;  but,  greatly  to  their  sur- 
prise, when  it  passed  over,  and  the  at- 
mosphere cleared,  there  was  no  damage 
done,  but  instead,  everything  was  more 
staple  and  secure  than  before.  I  be- 
lieve, Sir,  that  when  matters  are  settled 
in  Afghanistan,  as  indicated  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  we  will  have  a  North- 
West  Frontier  to  our  Indian  Empire 
so  impregnable  that  the  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  country  will  be  secured  for 
a  very  long  time.  Those  who  have  lis- 
tened to  or  read  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  during 
the  Eecess  must  have  been  amazed  at 
his  coolness  and  powers  of  assertion;  and 
when  wo  consider,  and  that  on  his  own 
authority,  that  to  his  other  unquestion- 
ably great  gifts  he  has  added  that  of 
being  a  prophet,  and  not  even  content 
with  that,  but  also  that  he  claims  to  haye 
the  only  true  interpretation  of  his  own 
prophecies,  it  must  be  gratifying  to  his 


81 


Majesty* 8  Most 


{February  5,  1880) 


Orao%ou%  Speech,         82 


friends.  In  my  humble  judgment,  it 
would  be  strange  if  the  interpretation 
did  not  fit  into  the  prophecy  ;  but  I  think 
it  will  be  found,  now  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  come  to  the  place 
where  his  statements  can  be  challenged, 
that  it  will  turn  out  that  his  prophecies 
will  prove  to  be  the  creation  of  a  strongly 
imaginative  brain,  and  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  wished  hereafter 
to  be  remembered  as  the  Prophet  of 
Oxford,  it  would  be  with  the  epithet 
which  I  leave  others  to  supply.  I  had 
intended,  as  a  mercantile  man,  to  have 
said  something  on  the  financial  question, 
but  I  have  already  detained  the  House 
too  long ;  and  being  a  subject  which  will 
engage  the  attention  of  those  much  more 
competent  to  deal  with  it,  I  will  only  say 
now  that  as  the  tide  of  improved  trade 
has  undoubtedly  set  in  the  hopes  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  may  revive  also,  and  that  if 
not  this  year,  when  next  year's  Finan- 
cial Statement  comes  to  be  made — as  I 
fully  expect  that  he  will  occupy  the  same 
seat  after  the  General  Election — he  will 
be  able  to  say  that  the  Revenue  has 
again  begun  its  leaps  and  bounds,  and 
that  it  is  not  the  case,  as  our  opponents 
have  been  telling  us  and  the  country, 
that  only  during  the  period  of  a  Liberal 
Administration  being  in  power  is  there 

Srosperitjr  in  the  country.  Certainly, 
uring  the  late  Government's  lease  of 
power,  the  progress  and  prosperity  of 
the  country  were  very  great ;  but,  as  is 
the  case  after  every  such  period  of  ex- 
citement, there  comes  a  time  of  depres- 
sion, and  it  fell  to  the  lot  of  the  present 
Government  to  come  into  Office  just  as 
the  wave  of  prosperity  which  had  been 
flowing  over  the  country  began  to  recede. 
I  conaude  by  thanking  the  House  for 
the  very  great  patience  with  which  it  has 
listened  to  me,  and  I  certainly  would  not 
have  undertaken  the  duty  which  I  have 
so  imperfectly  discharged  had  I  not  felt 
that,  m  being  selected  to  perform  it,  the 
honour  was  as  much  owing  to  the  con- 
stituency I  have  the  honour  of  repre- 
senting as  to  any  merits  of  my  own. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,  &c."     [Seep.  69.] 

Thb  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
It  is  usually  the  duty,  and  a  very  agree- 
able duty  it  is,  of  a  Member  of  the  Oppo- 
sition to  rise  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  the  Seconder 


of  the  Address  to  pay  a  tribute,  if  he  be 
able  to  do  so,  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  task  of  moving  and  seconding  the 
Address  has  been  discharged  by  those 
who  have  undertaken  it^ 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  I  rise  at 
the  request  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  to  a  point  of 
Order,  and  to  inquire  whether.  Notice  of 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address  having 
been  given  at  an  early  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, he  is  not  entitled,  according  to 
the  usual  practice  of  this  House,  to  move 
his  Amendment  before  the  noble  Lord, 
or  anyone  else,  shall  have  the  opportunity 
of  speaking. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  noble  Lord 
rose  in  his  place  and  caught  my  eye,  and 
I  accordingly  called  upon  him  to  address 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw),  no  doubt,  at  an  earlier  part 
of  the  evening,  did  give  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address ;  but  no  Amendment  stands 
upon  the  Notice  Paper  in  his  name,  and, 
even  if  it  did,  that  would  not  ^ve  him 
a  right  of  precedence  over  the  noble 
Lord. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  was  saying  that  it  was  with  the  great- 
est pleasure  that  I  rose  on  this  occasion 
to  discharge  that  usual  duty  as  far  as 
regards  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  moved  the  Address,  who  did  so 
with  perfect  tact  and  temper,  and  with 
great  ability.  But  I  must  say  that  I  do 
feel  called  upon  to  make  some  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  who  seconded  the  Address  con- 
sidered it  proper  to  discharge  the  duty- 
he  had  undertaken.  On  an  occasion 
when  it  is  usually  considered  that  topics 
of  difference  should  be  avoided  as  much 
as  possible,  and  when  it  is  the  desire  of 
a  great  portion  of  the  House  that  we 
should  join  together  in  an  unanimous 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  it  does  not 
seem  calculated  to  promote  harmony  in 
our  proceedings,  or  to  improve  the  tem- 
per and  spirit  with  which  we  are  enter- 
ing upon  our  labours  of  the  Session,  if 
the  hon.  Member  who  is  charged  with 
the  important  duty  of  seconding  the 
Address  takes  the  opportunity  of  deliver- 
ing a  carefully  prepared — I  may  say  a 
carefully  written — speech  in  which  he 
attacks  everyone  who  has  been  unfor- 
tunate enough  during  the  past  few 
months  to  fall  under  his  displeasure. 
The  Members  of  the  late  Government, 
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especiallj  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  county  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw),  and  many  other  persons,  have 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  in 
terms  of  considerable  severity,  although 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  conduct  either 
of  myself  or  of  any  of  the  hon.  Members 
whom  I  have  mentioned  was  referred  to 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  The  hon. 
Member,  therefore,  seems  to  me  to  have 
travelled  somewhat  beyond  the  usual 
bounds  in  making  these  attacks  upon 
so  many  persons  whose  conduct  does  not 
appear  to  be  immediately  in  question  at 
this  moment.  To  revert,  however,  to 
the  main  subject  before  us,  I  think  that 
a  great  many  Members  of  this  House 
must  have  felt  somewhat  surprised  to 
find  that  we  were  summoned  to  assist 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  con- 
duct of  affairs  during  the  present  Session. 
This  Parliament  has  existed  for  a  time 
which  exceeds  the  ordinary  duration  of 
Parliaments,  and  if  its  existence  con- 
tinues for  two  or  three  months  longer  it 
will  have  existed  for  a  longer  time  than 
any  other  Parliament  is  recorded  to  have 
existed  during  the  present  century.  I  think 
that  there  is  good  reason  why  the  ordi- 
nary practice,  which  is  that  Parliaments 
should  not  continue  to  transact  public 
business  up  to  the  very  extreme  limit  of 
their  existence,  should  have  been  allowed 
to  prevail  on  the  present  occasion.  As 
long  as  a  seat  in  this  House  is,  and  I 
hope  it  will  long  continue  to  bo,  an  ob- 
ject of  ambition  and  desire,  it  is  ex- 
tremely natural  and  inevitable  that  as 
the  end  of  Parliament  approaches  some 
of  the  discussions  and  proceedings  will 
be  more  or  less  biassed  by  the  wish  of 
Members  to  do  that  which  is  agreeable 
to  their  constituents,  and  not  in  all  cases 
what  is  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
nation.  I  think  that  is  an  influence 
which  cannot  be,  under  any  circum- 
stances, without  some  effect.  I  do  not 
say  that  there  may  not  be  circumstances 
in  which  this  consideration  may  be  dis- 
regarded; but  I  do  think  that,  in  the 
present  instance,  any  special  circum- 
stfmces  which  exist  would  rather  bo  in 
favour  of  making  an  earlier  appeal  to 
the  country  than  in  favour  of  prolong- 
ing the  existence  of  Parliament.  It  can- 
not be  denied  that  since  the  election  of 
this  Parliament  events  of  the  greatest 
importance  have  taken  place.  It  cannot 
be  denied  that  those  events  wore  entirely 
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unforeseen  by  the  electors  at  the  time 
that  this  Parliament  assembled.  The 
course  which  the  Government  has  taken 
in  regard  to  these  events — ^I  am  not  now 
saying  whether  that  course  was  right 
or  wrong — was  a  course  which  elicited 
great  difference  of  opinion  in  the  coun- 
try. It  was  repeatedly  challenged  in 
this  House,  ana  it  is  a  matter  of  fact 
that  the  course  which  has  been  taken 
does  not  command  the  approval  of  what 
is,  at  all  events,  a  considerable  part  of  the 
constituencies.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  considering  that  Parliament 
is  throughout  supposed  to  act  upon  the 
authority  derived  from  the  immediate 
sanction  of  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try, there  exists  a  strong  reason  in  favour 
of  an  earlier  appeal  to  the  country  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  the  policy  which  the 
Government  has  pursued,  and  which  we 
have  so  frequently  attacked,  really  com- 
mands the  sympathy  of  the  country.  It 
would  have  given  greater  authority  to 
the  decisions  of  the  Government  and 
Parliament.  Our  deliberations,  what- 
ever may  be  done  by  the  Government 
and  Parliament  in  this  Session,  must  be 
done  in  a  certain  sense  of  uncertainty  as 
to  the  opinions  of  the  country ;  and  1  do 
not  hesitate  to  express  my  opinion  that 
the  interests  of  the  country  had  been 
better  served  had  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
visers recommended  a  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament this  Session.  I  am  not  going 
to  enter  at  length  upon  a  discussion  of 
foreign  policy.  As  time  goes  on  the  day 
must  inevitably  come  when  the  appeal 
must  be  made  to  the  country.  We,  and 
those  acting  with  us,  will  be  ready,  and 
claim  the  right,  and  feel  ourselves  Dound 
to  put  before  the  country  many  of  those 
protests  we  have  ineffectually  made  in 
this  House.  We  shall  olaim  the  ri^ht 
of  once  more  examining  the  foreign 
policy  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. We  shall  endeavour  to  examine 
it  as  to  its  reasons  and  results,  as  to  its 
justice  and  morality,  the  consequences 
which  resulted  from  it,  as  they  affect  the 
honour  and  best  interests  of  the  country. 
I  shall  not  on  this  occasion  travel  beyond 
the  limit  of  those  questions  which  appear 
to  be  naturally  appropriate;  and  therefore 
I  shall  only  ask  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  some  information  upon  those 
transactions  which  they  have  recently 
been  engaged  in,  and  which  appear  to 
affect  the  interests  of  the  countiy.  First 
I  would  ask  the  Government  whether 
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they  are  able  to  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  the  position  of  the  negotia- 
tions with  regard  to  tiie  rectification  of 
the  Greek  Frontier  ?  We  believe  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the 
Turkish  Goyemment,  those  negotiations 
have  been  completely  broken  off.  It 
would  not  be  very  easy  to  overrate 
the  importance  to  the  people  of  Europe 
of  the  vexed  question  between  the 
Greek  and  Turkish  States.  The  Greeks 
are  an  active  and  ambitious  people. 
They  command,  to  a  great  extent,  the 
grmpathy  of  the  Powers  of  Western 
Europe,  although,  perhaps,  they  have 
not  found  any  protector  so  powerful  or 
lealous  as  that  which  championed  the 
cause  of  the  Slav  people.  It  may  be 
asked,  what  has  Greece  done  to  entitle 
her  to  make  any  such  claims  ?  We  are 
reminded  that  if  the  Kingdom  of  Ghreece 
had  not  observed  the  neutrality  recom- 
mended to  her  by  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
Turkey,  hard  pressed  on  land,  but  power- 
ful on  sea,  would  have  been  able  to  in- 
flict severe  punishment  on  her.  That 
may  be  so ;  nevertheless,  I  believe  that 
the  sympathy  which  Greece  commands 
in  a  very  large  part  of  Europe  is  so 
Btronfl^  that  European  public  opinion 
would  not  have  allowed  that  chastise- 
ment should  have  been  inflicted  by  Tur- 
key on  Greece.  I  believe,  further,  that 
if  the  Greek  Question  again  breaks  forth 
— as  it  inevitably  will,  if  these  questions 
are  not  settled,  and  before  long  —  the 
sympathy  of  Europe  will  not  permit  the 
Turks  to  inflict  punishment  upon  Greece. 
I  believe — although  we  do  not  hear  so 
much  of  it  now  as  of  matters  going  on 
in  other  places — this  Greek  Question  is 
a  sore  in  the  side  of  Turkey  as  danger- 
ous to  her  as  any  other  wounds  inflicted 
on  her  lately.  I  believe  it  is  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  Turkish  Government  itself 
that  this  question  in  which  Europe  has 
expressed  a  strong  desire  should  be 
Bottled.  A  few  weeks  ago  the  usual 
assurance  could  scarcely  have  been 
given  us  that  Her  Majesty's  Govorn- 
ment  was  "  on  friendly  terms  with 
all  the  other  Powers."  We  wore  in- 
formed a  few  months  ago  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  persistent  refusal  of  the 
Turkish  Government  to  initiate  any  of 
those  reforms  which  had  been  promised, 
and  in  consequence  of  its  disregarding 
the  remonstrances  of  our  Ambassador, 
the  British  Fleet  was  about  to  be  sent  to 
Constantinople,  for  the  purpose  of  extort- 


ing from  the  Sultan  an  acquiescence  to 
our  demands.  And,  still  later,  in  con- 
sequence of  a  dispute  between  the  Bri- 
tish Ambassador  and  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment, in  reference  to  a  missionary 
and  a  Turkish  subject,  and  the  alleged 
neglect  by  the  Turkish  Government  of 
promises  made  as  to  religious  toleration, 
we  were  informed  that  diplomatic  rela« 
tions  with  the  Porte  had  been  suspended. 
I  presume  that  on  this  subject  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Governinont  will  lay  Papers  be- 
fore us,  and  until  we  have  those  Papers 
I  have  no  desire  to  go  into  the  details  of 
the  business.  What  I  now  want  broadly 
to  point  out  is,  that  I  feel  some  doubt  as 
to  whether  acts  of  single  interference 
like  these  are  likely  to  be  productive  of 
any  useful  result.  There  is  ne  doubt 
bitter  disappointment  existing  in  the 
Turkish  capital  as  to  the  small  amount 
of  sympathy  and  support  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  accorded  to 
Turkey  during  the  war,  and  bitter  dis- 
appointment at  the  policy  of  withhold- 
ing any  material  assistance  since  the 
war.  The  English  alliance  is  openly 
disparaged  by  men  of  power  and  influ- 
ence in  Constantinople  ;  I  am  not  aware 
that  it  is  very  greatly  supported  by  any. 
There  are  not  wanting  Powers  ready  to 
suggest  that  it  would  be  more  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  Turkish  Government  to 
look  to  other  quarters  than  England  for 
advice  and  support,  or,  at  any  rate,  to 
prevent  vexatious  interference.  Indeed, 
it  seems  to  me  extremely  possible  that 
separate  and  single  interference  in  the 
afl'airs  of  Turkey  may,  without  being 
productive  of  any  good,  lead  us  into 
very  awkward  complications.  But  I 
only  wish  to  point  out  now  that  these 
complications  seem  to  be  the  inevitable 
result  of  the  Convention  we  entered  into 
with  Turkey  a  year  or  two  ago.  The 
fruits  of  that  Convention  are  now  be- 
coming evident.  They  are  partially  re- 
corded in  a  Blue  Book  presented  to  Par- 
liament during  the  Beccss.  What  do 
wo  find  in  that  Book  ?  We  find  lleports 
from  Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls,  and  some 
from  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador,  all  tell- 
ing us  the  same  story  of  the  misgovem- 
mont  in  the  Asiatic  Provinces  of  Turkey 
— the  misgovernment,  or  want  of  govern- 
ment at  best,  to  secure  to  its  subjects 
the  blessings  of  peace,  liberty,  and  se- 
curity. Constant  ];^monstrances,  we  find, 
are  made  upon  these  subjects  by  tlie 
Consuls  and  Ambassador.    The  answer 

IFint  Nighty 


87 


Address  in 


[OOMMONSl 


Answer  to  Her 


88 


is  always  tlie  same,  and  that  is  to  the 
effect  that  the  allegations  are  admitted, 
that  reforms  cost  money,  that  the  Turks 
have  no  money,  and  that  it  was  impos- 
sible, therefore,  to  comply  with  the  de- 
mands of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  are  one  or  two  extracts  from  that 
document  which  appear  to  me  to  bear 
out  the  statement  I  make.  The  first  is 
an  extract  from  a  verbal  Note  presented 
to  the  Porte  by  Sir  Henry  Layard — 

"  It  would  unhappQy  appear  tliat  the  only 
authority  now  existing  in  those  districts  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  has  referred 
18  that  of  Turkish  Agas  and  Beys,  who  exercise 
it  in  plundering,  outraging,  and  oppressing  the 
unfortunate  Christians  under  their  rule." 

The  next  extract  is  the  following  :  — 

"  His  Excellency  added  that  ho  was  scarcely 
surprised  to  hear  of  the  excesses  committed  by 
the  Circassians,  as  these  people,  having  been 
hunted  out  of  Europe,  and  having  been  de- 
prived of  all  they  possessed,  had  been  sent  into 
Asia  without  any  provision  having  been  made 
for  their  maintenance  and  support.  The  conse- 
quence naturally  was  that  they  were  compelled 
to  starve  or  to  rob,  and  they  not  unnaturally 
chose  the  latter  alternative." 

Another  account  is  very  much  to  the 
same  effect.  On  the  23rd  of  June,  Sir 
Henry  Layard  wrote — 

"  I  must  do  both  Kaireddin  Pasha  and  Cara- 
thcodory  Pasha  the  justice  to  say  that  they  fully 
admitted  that  my  complaints  were  well  founded. 
His  Highness  said  that  he  was  prepared  to  com- 
mence at  once  with  the  special  reforms  to  which 
I  had  referred,  not  in  one,  but  in  three  of  the 
Asiatic  vilayets.  Ho  had  already  made  them 
a  matter  of  study.  There  was  still  the  same 
want  of  money,  which  was  a  most  serious  obstacle 
to  the  introduction  of  some  essential  reforms, 
such  as  the  organization  of  the  gendarmerie; 
but  he  was  en^ged  in  studying  a  financial 
scheme  which,  if  carried  out  as  he  hoped  it 
would  be,  would  afford  the  necessary  means  to 
the  Porte." 

Well,  those  extracts  might  easily  be 
multiplied  from  the  Blue  Book.  They 
disclose  a  sad  state  of  things  in  any  cir- 
cumstances ;  but  there  would,  in  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  be  no  reason  why 
such  a  state  of  things  should  reflect  any 
discredit  on  this  country  or  impose  any 
special  responsibility  upon  us.  But, 
unfortunately,  since  the  Convention  of 
the  4th  of  June  the  case  is  otherwise. 
We  have  bv  that  instrument  undertaken 
a  serious  responsibility  in  these  matters. 
Had  we  been  free  from  that  engagement 
our  duty  might  have  been  very  well  dis- 
charged by  the  constant  remonstrances 
which  Sir  Henry  Layard  made  ;  our  re- 
Bponsibility  might,  perhaps,  have  been 
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discharged    by   the    emphatic   protest 

which  the  Blue  Book  shows  Sir  Henry 

Layard    to    have    made.      Sir    Henry 

Layard  said — 

"  Unless  the  Porte  takes  care  and  acts  with 
wisdom  and  foresight  it  will  some  day  have  an 
Armenian  question  in  AsiA  similar  to  the  Bul- 
garian question  in  Europe,  which  led  to  the  lato 
The  same  intrigues  are  now  being  carriad 
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on  in  Asia  Minor  to  establish  an  Armenian  na- 
tionality, and  to  bring  about  a  state  of  things 
which  may  give  rise  to  a  Christian  outcry  and 
European  interference.  I  have  warned  the 
Turkish  Ministers  over  and  over  a^n  that 
unless  they  hasten  to  carry  out  the  stipulations 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  with  respect  to  the 
Armenians  and  the  Convention  of  the  4th  of 
June,  and  to  take  the  measures  which  are  ab- 
solutely required  for  the  protection  of  the 
Christians  and  for  the  better  government  of  the 
Asiatic  Provinces  of  Turkey,  they  will  find  out, 
when  it  is  too  late,  that  the  Sultan  may  be  in 
danger  of  losing  some  of  them  altogether.'* 

But  the  state  of  things  is  this — ^that  that 
inevitable  result  which  Sir  Henry  Layard 
predicts  cannot  now  come  to  pass  until 
after  either  the  resistance  of  England 
has  been  overcome,  or  until  England 
has  abandoned  the  solemn  guarantee 
which  she  gave.    We  have  guaranteed 
to  Turkey  the  possession  of  those  ill- 
governed  and  distressed  Provinces,  and 
we  have  accepted  a  consideration  for 
that  guarantee.    We  have  accepted,  not 
the  reforms  made  by  the  Turtish  Go- 
vernment, but  the  promise  of  reform ; 
and  the  worthlessness  of  that  promise, 
the  incapacity  of  the  Turks  to  fidfil  it, 
does  not  relieve  us  in  honour  from  the 
obligation  of  the  guarantee  we  have  un- 
dertaken.     We  have  accepted,    under 
the  Anglo-Turkish  Agreement,  another 
consideration,  which  is  equally  worthless 
with  that  Turkish  promise.     We  have 
accepted  the  occupation  and  the  g^arri- 
soning  of  Cyprus ;  and  we  cannot  repu- 
diate our  engagement  without  restoring 
that  island  to  its  rightful  owner.     That 
is  a  specimen  of   the    results  of   the 
foreign  policy    which,   I  cannot    help 
thinking,   has  been  framed    more  for 
Party  purposes  and  for  home  consump- 
tion.    We  have  not  increased  by  one 
iota  our  power  of  interference  or  of  ac- 
tion for  any  good  end,  if  we  thought  it 
necessary,   and  we  have  incurred  the 
discredit  of  a  partnership  such  as  I  have 
described,  and  we  have  incurred  that 
discredit  for  the  present  wretched  state 
of  things  which  we  desire  to  remedy, 
and  which  we  are  bound  to  remedy. 
Perhaps  the  Government  will  inform  us 
what  has  been  the  result  of  the  inter- 
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ference  to  whioli  I  have  alluded  ?  What 
was  the  result  of  the  negotiations  which, 
as  we  understand,  led  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Baker  Pasha  to  supervise  re- 
forms in  Asia  Minor  ?  Will  the  Govern- 
ment inform  us  whether  Baker  Pasha 
has  any  authority  not  only  to  supervise 
reforms,  but  to  institute  them?  Will 
they  inform  us  what  are  the  means 
which  he  has  at  his  disposal  for  insti- 
tuting reforms?  Well,  we  were  in- 
formed a  short  time  ago,  in  a  manner 
somewhat  strange,  that  an  alliance  of 
the  ^eatest  importance  to  the  interests 
of  this  country  had  been  concluded. 
The  German  and  Austrian  Alliance  was 
announced  at  a  Party  meeting  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  not  as  a  matter  of  which 
he  had  any  positive  knowledge — he  had 
heard  of  it  by  common  report — ^but  it 
was,  he  said,  a  message  of  '^  glad  tidings 
for  peace.''  We  are  entitled  to  ask  now 
whether  these  glad  tidings  are  true  or 
not?  Has  the  noble  Lord  discovered 
whether  this  Alliance  has  been  con- 
cluded ?  What  is  its  nature  ;  for  what 
object  has  it  been  concluded  ?  And 
does  he  still  believe  that  it  promises  all 
these  inestimable  blessines  which  he 
seemed  to  expect  from  it  while  it  was  in 
a  hypothetical  state?  Li  my  opinion, 
it  is  very  easy  to  exaggerate  the  import- 
ance of  that  Alliance,  as  I  think  it  was 
easy  to  exaggerate  the  importance  of 
the  Triple  and  Imperial  Alliance  of 
which  we  heard  so  much.  For  myself, 
I  am  far  from  disparaging  its  value, 
and,  certainly,  if  it  can  calm  the  sus- 
ceptible nerves  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— if  it  leads  them  to  believe,  as  we 
always  have  endeavoured  to  contend, 
that  the  duty  of  maintaining  the  inde- 
pendence of  Europe,  of  preserving  the 
balance  of  power  in  the  Mediterranean, 
and  of  repressing  the  ambitious  advances 
of  Hussia  in  South-Eastern  Europe,  does 
not  solely  and  entirely  rest  on  their 
shoulders — if  it  induces  the  Government 
to  adopt  that  which  I  think  is  a  more 
reasonable  view  of  the  case,  then  it  is  of 
g^reat  importance.  No  doubt  Alliances 
and  understandings  between  Sovereigns 
and  statesmen — the  Triple  Alliance  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  the  more 
recent  Alliance — may  have  a  great  effect 
in  influencing  and  guiding  policy ;  but 
no  Alliance,  however  close,  can  have 
more  than  a  temporary  effect,  if  it  is  not 
based  on  the  true  and  permanent  inte- 


rests of  the  countries  concerned.  I  be- 
lieve that  even  the  Governments  of 
Eussia,  of  Germany,  and  of  Austria, 
autocratic  as  they  are,  cannot  afford  to 
disregard  the  material  interests  or  the 
wishes  and  feelings  of  the  people  of 
their  respective  countries.  But  if  we 
desire  to  know  what  are  the  interests 
and  the  wishes  of  those  countries, 
we  must  look  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people  as  well  as  to  the  words  and  pro- 
mises of  their  Sovereigns  and  Ministers. 
It  is  not  the  interest  of  those  countries 
to  permit  Hussian  aggrandizement  in 
Europe  at  the  expense  of  Turkey.  That 
is  the  view  that  we  have  always  main- 
tained. And  I  believe  that,  however 
much  it  may  suit  our  vanity  to  imagine 
that  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  was  entirely 
our  work,  other  Powers  more  closely  in- 
terested and  more  directly  concerned  had 
more  to  do  with  that  settlement  than  has 
been  supposed.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  think  the  agreement  of  Germany  and 
Austria  was  to  a  great  extent  directed 
at  the  repression  of  the  independent 
Nationalities  on  the  Danube;  but  that 
would  be  a  short-sighted  policy  for 
us  to  follow.  For  myself,  I  do  not 
know  whether  or  not  Austria  may 
feel  that  she  has  a  temporary  interest 
in  repressing  their  growth;  but  Ger- 
many has  no  interest  in  repressing 
them,  nor  do  I  believe  that  her  policy 
will  be  directed  to  that  end.  I  think  it 
would  also  be  very  short-sighted  on  our 
part  if  we  committed  ourselves  to  any 
Alliance  or  to  any  policy  which  would 
prevent  us  from  giving  our  free  and  full 
support  to  the  independence — the  grow- 
ing independence — of  those  Nationalities. 
They  are  the  heirs — and  I  believe  they 
will  be  the  heirs— of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire in  that  part  of  the  world ;  and  I  do 
not  know  of  any  duty  or  other  considera- 
tion which  calls  upon  us  to  join  in  any 
proceeding  directed  against  their  inde- 
pendence. The  message  of  peace  to 
which  I  have  referred  has  had,  it  must 
be  acknowledged,  a  somewhat  singular 
inauguration.  One  of  the  Powers — 
parties  to  that  Treaty  —  has  recently 
thought  it  necessary  to  prepare  for  a 
very  great  augmentation  of  her  ordinary 
enormous  military  establishment.  It  is 
often  said  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  indifferent  to  European  politics.  It 
appears  to  me  that  it  is  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site who  are  sometimes  indifferent  to 
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wliat  is  passing  in  the  world  excepting 
in  a  certain  quarter  of  Europe,  and  in 
the  deserts  and  among  the  mountains  of 
Central  Asia.  How  can  any  statesman 
look  at  the  present  condition  of  Europe 
Us  a  whole  without  alarm  ?  At  no  time 
have  we  ever  seen  Europe  so  completely 
armed  as  at  the  present  moment.  At  no 
time  were  the  military  forces  of  the 
great  European  States  so  fully  organized 
as  they  are  now.  At  no  time  has  so 
large  a  proportion  of  the  proceeds  of  in- 
dustry been  diverted  from  peaceful  ob- 
jects. It  is  impossible  not  to  see  that 
it  is  this  state  of  things  which  is 
the  chief  cause  of  the  anxiety  that  pre- 
vails everywhere  throughout  all  Europe. 
In  Bussia  the  strain  is  almost  greater 
than  it  is  possible  for  her  to  bear,  and 
the  condition  of  affairs  is  such  that  not  a 
few  statesmen  think  and  believe  it  is  im- 
possible that  Bussia  can  escape  either 
aomestic  convulsion  or  a  European  war. 
Germany  has  followed  on  the  same 
lines.  The  measures  she  has  been  com- 
pelled to  take  against  social  disturbance 
have  been  the  effect  of  her  enormous 
military  force.  France  has  borne  the 
burden,  apparently,  with  less  strain  than 
other  Powers ;  but  things  change  rapidly 
in  France,  and  it  would  be  unwise  to 
count  upon  the  continuance  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  in  that  country. 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  seems 
to  me  it  would  be  prudent  to  look 
well  to  our  own  security.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary,  I  do  not  believe  it 
is  desirable,  that  we  should  join  in  this 
race  of  enormous  armaments.  But  in 
such  a  state  of  things  as  this,  when  a 
storm  is  hanging  over  Europe— and  no 
one  can  tell  where  or  when  it  may  burst 
— if  the  Government  were  to  come  down 
and  say  that,  in  their  opinion,  the 
naval  power  and  superiority  of  this 
nation  ou^ht  to  be  maintained,  I,  for 
one,  should  hesitate  in  criticizing  such  a 
statement  and  opposing  those  demands. 
I  say  that  our  position  is  this,  and  the 
state  of  Europe  is  this,  that  we  ought 
to  concentrate  our  resources,  and  limit, 
instead  of  extending,  our  responsibilities. 
But  this  is  not  the  course  we  have  pur- 
sued. In  every  quarter  of  the  world 
we  have  undertaken  fresh  responsibili- 
ties. Her  Majesty's  Speech  refers  to 
the  conclusion  of  the  war  in  South 
Africa ;  but  it  ignores  the  chief  subject 
of  difficulty  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
We  have,  no  doubt,  deposed  the  Zulu 
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King  and  broken  the  military  power  of 
the  Zulu  nation.  I  do  not  now  discuss 
the  settlement  of  Zululand  or  consider 
whether  it  is  hopeful  for  the  maintenance 
of  peace  or  not ;  but,  undoubtedly,  the 
chief  difficulty  in  South  Africa  is  the 
condition  of  the  Transvaal,  to  which  no 
reference  has  been  made  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech.  I  believe  that  Papers  on  this 
subject  are  promised.  I  am  not  going 
to  state  at  this  time  my  opinion  as  to 
the  policy  which  ought  to  be  pursued 
there.  I  will  only  say  that  it  is  per- 
fectly clear  now  that  the  annexation  of 
the  Transvaal  was  a  measure  adopted  by 
the  Gt)vemment  and  sanctioned  by  the 
House  under  wrong  impressions  and 
under  incorrect  information.  We  were 
informed  that  a  lar^e  majority  of  the 
European  settlers  and  inhabitants  of  the 
Transvaal  were  in  favour  of  that  an- 
nexation. It  is  now  proved  oondusivelj 
that  a  large  majority,  at  all  events,  of  the 
Boers  are  bitterly  against  it.  We  are 
now  told  that  the  annexation  was  ren- 
dered necessary  because  we  could  not 
permit  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Transvaal  in  their  dealings 
with  the  Natives;  but  we  have  been 
ourselves  compelled  to  adopt  almost  pre- 
cisely the  same  line  of  policy  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Boers ;  and,  under  these 
two  circumstances,  I  say  it  ought  not  to 
be  considered  a  settled  question,  simply 
from  the  fact  that  the  annexation  had 
taken  place.  If  it  had  been  necessanr 
for  the  peace  of  the  community  of  South 
Africa  that  the  Transvaal  snould  de- 
volve upon  us,  by  all  means  let  that  be 
proved ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
find  it  would  be  more  honourable  to  re- 
store the  Government,  I  say  that  no 
false  sense  of  our  dignity  being  involved 
in  the  question  ought  to  stand  in  the  way. 
Our  true  dignity  would  be  best  consulted 
by  acknowled^ng  that  we  have  made  a 
mistake,  if,  indeed,  it  is  found  that  a  mis- 
take has  been  made,  and  restoring  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal.  As  to 
Afghanistan,  Her  Majesty's  Speech  con- 
tains no  statement  of  the  policy  of  Her 
Maj  esty 's  Gt)vemment.  It  contains  somo 
references  to  what  has  taken  place;  but 
it  does  not  contain  that  wnich  every 
Party  in  the  country  is  now  looking  for, 
and  men  of  all  shades  of  opinion  are 
asking  for — a  clear  and  distinct  dedara* 
tion  from  the  Government  of  what  their 
future  policy  in  Afghanistan  is  to  be.  I 
will  not  pretend  for  a  moment  that  any 
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five  can  be  satisfactory  to  us,  because  I 
0  not  believe  they  can  announce  any 
future  policy  which  will  not  leave  our 
relations  with  Afghanistan  in  a  far  worse 
condition  than  they  were  before  the  war. 
I  will  not  now  go  into  the  question  we 
debated  last  Session,  as  to  the  justice  of 
the  war.     I  want  only  to  look  at  the 
policy  which  dictated  the  war,  and  at 
that  alone.    I  do  not  suppose  the  Go- 
yemment  will  deny  that  the  war  was 
the  result  of  a  settled  policy.     It  can 
hardly  be  maintained  that  it  was  the  re- 
sult of  an  unforeseen  disagreement  be- 
tween ourselves  and  the  Ameer,  of  cir- 
cumstances over  which  we  had  no  con- 
trol, and  which  left  us  no  alternative  but 
to  fight  for  our  honour  and   interest. 
The  Government  scarcely  concealed,  al- 
though they  used  the  usual  phrases  of 
regret  at  having  to  resort  to  arms,  their 
satisfaction  at  the  course  of  events  which 
had  ffiven  an  opportunity  of  placing  our 
relations  with  Afghanistan  on  what  they 
considered  a  footing  so  much  more  satis- 
factory, and,  indeed,  the  only  satisfac- 
tory basis.   They  exiilted  in  the  acquisi- 
tions gained  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
Treaty  of  Gandamak.    They  exulted  at 
the  influence  that  Treaty  had  enabled 
them  to  obtain  over  the  foreign  relations 
of  Afghanistan.     They  laughed  at  the 
apprehensions  which  had  been  expressed. 
They  pointed  to  the  realization  of  their 
anticipations.   They  did  not  conceal  their 
triumph  over  Hussian  intrigue,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  despatches  which  announced 
the  conclusion  of  the  Trea^  of  Ganda- 
mak as  not  only  the  record  of  military 
operations  conducted  to  a  successful  con- 
clusion and  an  honourable  peace,  but  as 
the  record  of  a  successful  and  triumph- 
ant policy.     What  was  that  policy  ?    I 
will  set  aside  the  acquisition  of  territory, 
the  military  value  of  which  I  will  not 
discuss  now,  but  as  to  which  I  imagine 
there  must  be  considerable  doubt.  Hav- 
ing acquired  some  portion  of  Afghan  ter- 
ritory, the  idea  of  that  policy  was  that 
Afghanistan,  as  a  more  or  less  perfectly 
organized  State,  would  bo  placed,  with  re- 
gard to  its  foreign  relations,  on  the  same 
footing  as  other  organized  States,  and  that 
these  relations  would  be  so  influenced  by 
us  that,  as  was  expressly  said,  **  our  ene- 
mies should  be  tneir  enemies,  and  our 
friends   their  friends."    That  was  the 
policy  supposed  to  be  brought  to  success- 
fdloonolosion  by  theTreaty  of  Qandamak. 


And  what  remains  of  it  ?    As  sooxr  as  it 
was  put  to  the  test,  as  soon  as  we  used 
the  first  privilege  we  had  acquired  under 
that  Treaty,  we  found  the  Sovereign 
with  whom  we  had  concluded  it  a  fugi- 
tive in  our  camp,  and  everything  in  the 
form    of   government    in    the    country 
utterly  disappeared.     We  found  that,  so 
far  from  having  the  acquiescence  of  the 
people  in  our  influence,  we  were  con- 
fronted by  an   enormous  mass  of  the 
armed  population,  and  were  driven  for 
several  days  to  defend  ourselves  in  our 
encampment.    At  this  moment  we  have 
another  campaign  to  undertake  before 
we  can  even  begin  to  consider  what  is 
to  be  done  in  the  future.     Well,  we  are 
now  told  that  it  is  impossible  to  with- 
draw the  troops  from  Afghanistan  under 
present  circumstances;   but  the  House 
and  the  country  will  expect  to  be  in- 
formed as  to  the  policy  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  intend  to  adopt  when  those 
military  operations  have  been  brought 
to  a  successful  conclusion.     It  is  useless 
to    go    on  helplessly  repeating,   as    it 
appears  to  me  the  Government  are  dis- 
posed to  do,  that  they  adhere  to  their 
old  policy.     I  have  endeavoured  to  show 
that  that  policy  is  gone.     The  State  of 
Afghanistan   does  not  exist;    our    old 
policy  was  formed  on  the  basis  that  such 
a  State  did  exist,  and  before  it  is  possible 
to  say  you  adhere  to  the  lines  of  the  old 
policy,  you  have  to  undertake  the  task 
of  re-constituting  the  State  of  Afghan- 
istan, of  reforming  its  government,  and 
of  placing  a  Ruler  upon  its  throne.     Our 
former  experience  is  not  in  favour  of 
adopting  the  task  of  placing  and  sup- 
porting a  Ruler  over  the  Kingdom  of 
Afghanistan.    We  have  had  experience 
of  that,  and  it  is  an  experience  that 
Parliament  will  not,  I  think,  bo  desirous 
of  repeating.     But  if  we  refrain  from 
that    undertaking,    what    then?*    We 
shall  leave  Afghanistan  in  a   state  of 
utter  anarchy.      Even  if  the  idea  be 
adopted  of  breaking  up  the  country  into 
various  provinces,  unaor  the  command 
of  more  or  less  independent  Chiefs,  it 
leaves  the  country  to  the  certainty  of 
intestine   warfare;    and  what  possible 
foreign  policy  is  there  in  a  State  organ- 
ized in  that  manner,  or  what  influence 
can  we  have  ?    There  is  another  ques- 
tion upon  which  this  House  will  be  de- 
sirous of  having   some  information  as 
early  as  possible.    This  House  and  the 
country  nave  seen  with  very  great  re« 
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gret  reports  of  military  executions  on  a 
very  large  scale  at  the  time  of  the  oc- 
cupation of  Cabul  by  our  troops.  I 
should  be  the  last  to  desire  to  impute 
any  needless  cruelty  or  severity  to  any 
British  officer,  believing,  as  I  do,  that 
the  feeling  of  every  officer  in  the  British 
Army  is  entirely  opposed  to  anything  of 
that  nature.  I  do  not  wish,  therefore, 
to  express  any  opinion  whatever  upon 
these  reports  until  the  receipt  of  further 
information.  But  I  think  that  some  in- 
formation should  be  given  as  early  as 
possible  as  to  the  number  of  persons 
who  have  been  executed,  and  as  to  their 
offences.  The  earliest  information  should 
also  be  given  as  to  the  Proclamation  that 
was  issued  threatening  to  treat  and 
punish  as  rebels  all  persons  who  opposed 
the  advance  of  the  British  troops  on  the 
march  to  Cabul,  and  incited  the  people 
to  rebellion.  I  think  it  would  be  a  most 
strange  thing  to  stigmatize  as  a  rebel 
any  Afghan  in  arms  against  Yakoob 
Elhan,  whose  authority  had  never 
been  firmly  established.  But  even  if 
he  had  been  more  a  de  facto  Sovereign 
than  he  was  ever  proved  to  be,  I  do 
not  know  upon  what  ground  the  Eng- 
lish troops  were  to  be  made  the  execu- 
tioners of  those  who  might  dispute  his 
authority.  Nor  do  I  know  what  object 
of  policy  was  served  by  that  Proclama- 
tion. I  do  not  at  present,  as  I  observed 
before,  want  to  express  any  opinion  upon 
this  subject;  but  I  hold  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  were  far  more  responsible 
for  this  Proclamation,  and  the  action 
taken  upon  it,  than  the  military  authori- 
ties. Those  authorities  were  in  constant 
telegraphic  communication ;  and  what- 
ever may  be  the  facts  as  to  what  was 
committed  in  Cabul,  I  shall  be  disposed 
to  hold  that  it  is  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, and  not  the  military  authorities, 
whom  this  House  ought  to  hold  respon- 
sible for  what  has  taken  place.  I  regret 
very  much  that  the  time  of  Parliament 
must  be  so  fully  occupied  during  the 
present  Session  with  this  and  kindred 
questions,  for  it  is  well  known  that  this 
protracted  Parliament  has  left  to  its 
concluding  Session  very  large  arrears  of 
legislation,  and  not  only  are  there  those 
large  arrears  of  legislation,  but  the  state 
of  affairs  at  home  is  one  which  will  call 
for  very  careful  and  full  consideration. 
We  all  see  with  pleasure  and  satisfac- 
tion the  long-hoped-for  revival  of  trade 
and  industry;  but,   unfortunately,  the 
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Bevenue,    which    suffered     last    year 
from  the  depressed  state  of  trade,  has 
not  answered  the  expectations  of  tho 
Government,  who  based  their  calcula- 
tions upon  an  earlier  revival  of  trade 
than  we  have  experienced.    I  am  afraid, 
therefore,  that  the  financial  proposals  of 
the  Government  are  not  likely  to  be  very 
satisfactory,  and  that  they  are  likely  to 
occupy  a  good  deal  of  the  time  of  Par- 
liament.     The  Government's  financial 
policy  has  been  one  of  postponement — 
a  policy  which  could  only  be  justified  by 
a  nope  of  better  times.     It  will  be  a 
severe  disappointment  to  many  indus- 
tries in  this  coimtry  if,  at  this  moment, 
the  hopes  of  revived  prosperity  should 
be  checked  in  consequence  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  calling  upon  the 
country  to  make    additional    sacrifices 
to  meet  the  additional  responsibilities 
thrown  upon  him.    But,  Sir,  I  am  afraid 
that  from  the  lists  of  reviving  interests 
must  be  excepted  the  agricultural  in- 
terest. I  am  afraid  a  heavier  depression 
than  that  from  which  it  suffered  last 
year  still  weighs  it  down.     I  do  not 
suppose  that  in  a  Parliament,  which  con- 
tains so  many  Bepresentatives  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  such  confidence  will 
be  felt  in  the  Boyal  Commission  that 
has  been  appointed,  that  we  shall  not 
be  called  upon  from  time  to  time  to  dis- 
cuss the  causes  of  the  depression.    In 
fact,  Notice  has  already  been  given  to- 
night by  an  hon.  Member  that  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament  will  be  called  to 
the  subject.    I  may,  therefore,  reserve 
any  observations  which  I  may  have  to 
make  upon  the  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest  to  another  opportunity. 
Before  I  sit  down,  I  cannot  help  saying 
a  few  words  upon  the  position  of  Ire- 
land.   As  Notice  has  been  given  of  a 
formal  Amendment  to  the  Address  on 
the  subject  of  Ireland,  there  will  be  full 
opportunity  for  discussion,  and  it  will 
not  be  necessary  that  I  should  say  as 
much  as  I  otherwise  would.    I  fear  that 
tho  present  distressed  state  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest  has  caused  much  suffer- 
ing, inconvenience,  and  loss  of  comfort 
in  England ;  but  I  fear  that  in  some  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  it  has  reached  such  a 
point  that  tho  actual  means  of  subsist- 
ence are,   I  am   afraid,   wanting  to  a 
large  number  of  the  population.     The 
Gt)vemment,  I  am  sure,  will  be  anxious 
to  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  stat- 
ing what  steps  they  have  taken  for  the 
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purpose  of  xneetmg  the  present  state 
of  tniiigs.  The  Government  have  had 
ample  warning  from  a  very  early  period 
of  the  autumn.  They  were  warned  by 
many  Members  of  Parliament,  repre- 
senting Irish  constituencies,  as  to  what 
might  be  anticipated.  The  Oovemment 
in  Poland  have  every  source  of  informa- 
tion at  their  disposal.  They  have  the 
whole  organization  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  refer  to,  and  they  can 
also  obtain  information  from  registrars, 
magistrates,  the  Eoyal  Constabulary,  and 
other  Gt>vemment  officials.  They  have, 
in  fact,  every  means  for  ascertaining 
with  the  greatest  possible  accuracy  the 
condition  qi  Ireland  at  any  moment. 
They  have,  no  doubt,  received  Beports 
from  all  those  sources;  and  what  the 
House  will  desire  to  know  is,  what  action 
has  been  taken  upon  the  Beports  that 
have  been  made,  and,  above  all,  whe- 
ther that  action  has  been  taken  in  time  ? 
As  far  as  we  are  aware,  the  chief  steps 
hitherto  taken  by  the  Government  have 
been  an  extension  of  the  system  under 
which  the  Board  of  Works  is  authorized 
to  make  loans  to  the  landed  proprietary 
for  works  of  improvement.  I  do  not 
deny  that  this  may  be  the  best  means 
of  meeting  the  present  state  of  things 
where  the  system  is  applicable ;  but  a 
doubt  arises  whether  it  is  applicable 
everywhere.  When  a  famine  was  ap- 
prehended in  the  cotton  districts  of 
Lancashire  some  years  ago,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  employment  for  the 
people,  it  was  determined  that  advances 
should  be  made  not  only  to  private  in- 
dividuals, but  also  to  local  municipal 
bodies.  I  have  not  heeird  that  any  such 
provision  has  been  made  by  the  Irish 
Government  for  enabling  local  bodies 
to  obtain  loans  with  which  to  undertake 
works.  If  this  step  has  been  taken,  it 
has,  at  all  events,  been  taken  very  re- 
cently. What  I  say  the  Government  will 
have  to  do  is  to  show  that  such  steps 
have  been  taken,  and  in  time.  I  think 
that  everything  depends  upon  the  time 
at  which  the  measures  were  taken,  for 
works  of  this  sort  cannot  bo  undertaken 
immediately,  or  they  may  turn  out  un- 
wise. There  is  another  point  upon  which 
the  House  will  probably  desire  to  have 
Bome  information.  The  laws  regulating 
the  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland  are 
much  more  severe  than  those  which  re- 
gulate the  same  subject  in  England.  In 
ordinary  times  I  believo  the  practice  of 
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the  Poor  Law  relief  in  Ireland  is  ad- 
mirable, and  that  it  is  administered  at 
least  as  well  as  in  most  parts  of  Eng- 
land, if  not  better ;  but  I  think  it  be- 
comes a  question  whether,  in  times  of 
exceptional  depression,  some  power  ought 
not  to  be  given  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  moderate  the  stringency  of  the 
Poor  Law  relief  rules.  Wim  regard  to 
out-door  relief,  it  seems  hard  that  when 
the  crops  almost  entirely  fail  the  people 
should  DO  driven  to  surrender,  not  only 
their  present  holdings,  but  have  to  go 
into  the  workhouse.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
know  what  measures  have  been  taken  by 
the  Government,  or  what  measures  they 
contemplate  taking,  for  alleviating  this 
state  of  things.  I  need  not  say  1  have 
seen  with  very  great  regret  and  pain 
the  agitation  taking  place  in  Ireland  last 
autumn.  It  was  one  not  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  smaller  occupiers,  who 
were  unable  on  account  of  the  pressure 
of  the  times  to  pay  their  rent,  to  pro- 
tect them  from  harsh  and  cruel  evictions, 
but  one,  it  appears  to  me,  directed  to 
the  object  of  establishing  different  rela- 
tions from  those  existing  at  present  be- 
tween landlord  and  occupier.  It  was  an 
agitation  which  advocated  as  a  means  to 
that  end  what  was,  practically,  repudia- 
tion of  contract.  This  was  the  advice 
given  by  the  leaders  of  that  agitation. 
It  appears  to  me  that  our  minds  ou^ht 
not  to  be  distracted  from  the  question 
of  the  distress  in  Ireland  by  any  feeling 
which  may  be  raised  in  our  minds  by 
that  agitation.  Looking  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  advice  given,  I  think  that  it 
has  been  a  subject  of  astonishment,  not 
that  that  advice  has  been  taken  to  the 
extent  to  which  it  has  been  taken,  but 
that  it  has  not  been  taken  to  a  very 
much  larger  extent.  I  know  very  well 
that  there  are  still  many  matters  affect- 
ing the  prosperity  of  Ireland  which  this 
Parliament  will  and  ought  to  be  called 
upon  to  deal  with.  We  have  endea- 
voured, generally  in  vain,  on  many  oc- 
casions during  this  Parliament  to  alter 
laws  which,  in  our  opinion,  press  hardly 
and  unjustly  upon  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Wo  have  endeavoured  to  assist  them  in 
obtaining  perfect  equality  of  laws  and  in- 
stitutions as  compared  with  this  country, 
and  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  be  di- 
verted by  anything  that  has  happened, 
by  any  agitation  that  has  arisen,  from 
that  endeavour.  But  I  cannot  help 
feeling  that  one  of  the  greatest  causes 

E  lFir9t  m^ht.^ 


99 


Address  in 


(COMMONS) 


Answer  to  Her 


100 


whicli  depress  and  weigh  against  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  is  the  absence  of 
that  capital,  to  be  expended  either  in 
agricultural  or  other  industrial  enter- 
prizes,  which  has  so  greatly  tended  to 
the  development  of  the  resources  of  this 
country.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  very  greatest  evil  that  could  be  in- 
flicted upon  Ireland  would  be  the  adoption 
by  the  people  of  the  advice  to  repudiate 
contracts  which  they  have  entered  into. 
I  will  not  refer  to  any  of  the  subjects  of 
legislation  which  have  been  mentioned 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  But  these 
are,  no  doubt,  extremely  important  and 
practical,  if  not  very  exciting  and  invit- 
ing. This  Parliament,  however,  what- 
ever may  be  its  merits,  has  never  shown 
itself  particularly  anxious  to  engage  with 
vigour  in  any  work  of  legislation.  In 
fact,  in  my  opinion,  this  Parliament  has 
been  guided  by  two  principles.  It  has 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  an 
unhesitating  and  undeviating  support, 
and  it  has  also  shown  a  marked  and 
steady  aversion  to  work,  and  especially 
the  work  of  legislation.  No  doubt,  many 
measures  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  introduced  have  been  met 
and  opposed  in  a  manner  which  has 
been  most  regrettable,  and  I  think  there 
has  been  during  the  present  Parliament 
a  great  waste  of  time,  and  methods  of 
opposition  have  been  resorted  to  which 
are  deeply  to  be  deplored.  I  feel 
strongly  that,  unless  some  effort  bo 
made  to  restore  the  authority  and  the 
efficiency  of  Parliament,  what  has  oc- 
curred during  the  existence  of  this  Par- 
liament may  not  only  tend  to  its  own 
discredit,  but  may  exercise  the  most 
baneful  influence  on  Parliaments  yet  to 
come.  It  is  hardly,  in  my  opinion, 
open  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
complain,  as  they  have  complained  in 
the  country,  of  the  nature  of  the  op- 
position which  they  have  met.  They 
have  never  made  any  determined  attempt 
to  repress  that  opposition.  They  never 
brought  forward  any  measure,  or  sug- 
gested any  action,|for  enabling  the  House 
to  maintain  and  exercise  its  authority 
over  a  small  minority.  On  the  other 
hand,  they  have  given  the  most  convinc- 
ing proof  in  their  power  that  these 
shortcomings,  if,  indeed,  they  were  in 
their  opinion  shortcomings  at  aU,  were 
shortcomings  of  a  venial  character,  by 
announcing  their  determination  to  pro- 
long to  the  very  verge  of  its  possible 
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existence  a  Parliament  which  has  been 
distinguished  by  a  steady  refusal  to  pass 
the  measures  which  the  Gt>vemment 
have  brought  forward.  The  Govern- 
ment have  proved  that  this  shortcoming, 
whatever  it  may  amount  to  on  the  part 
of  this  Parliament,  may  be  compensated 
by  the  fidelity  with  which  they  have 
maintained  an  Administration  and  a 
Party  in  office  and  power. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE :  Sir,  although  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
commenced  his  speech  by  mutilating  tho 
common  form  of  expressions  of  congra- 
tulation to  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
tho  Address,  and  confined  \nfi  congratu- 
lations to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Mover  (Colonel  Drummond-Moray), 
I  must  not  follow  the  example  which  he 
has  endeavoured  to  set.  I  cordially  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  in  sajdng  that  we 
have  never  listened  to  a  better  and  more 
promising  speech  than  that  in  which  the 
Address  was  moved;  but  I  must  take 
exception  to  the  criticisms  which  the 
noble  Lord  passed  upon  the  able  and, 
as  it  seemed  to  me,  very  telling  speech 
of  the  Seconder  (Mr.  J.  P.  Cony).  I 
can  quite  understand  that  there  may 
have  been  parts  of  that  speech  which 
were  not  altogether  agreeable  to  the 
noble  Lord,  for,  it  seemed  to  me,  my 
hon.  Friend  put  one  or  two  home  ques- 
tions which  the  noble  Lord  has  very 
carefully  abstained  from  noticing.  I 
will  not  expose  myself  more  than  I  can 
help  to  the  reprimands  of  the  noble  Lord 
by  introducing  into  the  discussion  of  the 
Address  more  contentious  matter  than  I 
can  help;  but  the  noble  Lord  him^lf 
has  not  altogether  followed  the  preoept 
he  has  endeavoured  to  impress  upon  ns, 
for  he  has  contrived  to  in&oduce  a  good 
deal  of  contentious  matter  into  the  ob« 
serrations  to  which  we  have  listened, 
and  I  could  have  wished  that  he  had 
been  good  enough  to  reply  to  the  one 
particular  question  of  my  hon.  Friend's, 
which  is  that  we  should  like  to  know 
something^  about  the  attitude  which  he 
and  the  Liberal  Party  are  tiJdng  to- 
wards the  question  which  my  non. 
Friend  called  the  Bepeal  of  the  Unioii. 
We  should  certainly  uke  to  know  whe- 
ther, for  the  future,  it  is  to  be  an  open 
question,  like  the  PermissiTe  Bill,  the 
vaccination  measure,  or  any  other  mat- 
ter of  that  sort,  or  whether  it  is  to  be  a 
question  of  cardinal  and  vital  import- 
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ance  upon  whicli  there  ought  to  be  una- 
nimiipfr  on  the  part  of  those  who  aspire 
to  ^oide  the  country.  But  I  do  not  de- 
sire to  press  this  matter  now.  At  the 
present  moment  it  is  my  duty  to  offer, 
as  far  as  I  can,  an  answer  to  the  obser- 
vations which  the  noble  Lord  has  made. 
Now,  with  regard  to  what  was  the  be- 
g^ning  and  the  end  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech,  it  seems  to  me  that  ho  is  in  a 
very  unhappy  state  at  having  to  meet 
the  Friends  whom  he  sees  around  him 
so  often.  He  had  hoped  to  get  rid  of 
UB ;  he  does  not  altogether  like  our  com- 
pany— but  that,  perhaps,  is  due  to  the 
point  of  view  from  which  the  noble  Lord 
reg^ards  the  House.  But,  certainly,  he 
has  made  remarks  upon  the  continuance 
of  this  Parliament  which  I  think  were 
altogether  uncalled  for,  and,  I  would 
almoist  venture  to  say,  somewhat  uncon- 
stitutional. We  know  that  by  the  law 
Parliaments  may  continue  for  seven 
years ;  and  we  know  that  by  custom  and 
Prerogative  there  is  no  privilege  of  a 
Minister  which  is  more  completely  ac- 
knowledged than  that  of  advising  the 
Crown  when  and  at  what  time  to  dis- 
solve Parliament.  That  privilege  has 
been  exercised,  and  sometimes  in  a 
rather  strange  and  unexpected  manner, 
by  Ministers  of  whom  the  noble  Lord 
has  a  better  opinion  than  he  has  of  the 
present  Prime  Minister ;  but  we  claim 
for  ourselves  the  same  liberty  which  has 
been  accorded  to  all  our  Predecessors ; 
and  I  venture  to  think  there  is  nothing 
in  the  history  of  this  Parliament,  in  the 
condition  of  the  country,  or  the  state  of 
the  world  at  large,  that  can  throw  any 
doubt  upon  the  wisdom  and  propriety  of 
the  course  which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
pursued  in  abstaining  from  offering  any 
advice  to  Her  Majesty  which  would  have 
dissolved  Parliament  before  its  full  time 
had  run.  Why,  with  regard  to  the 
great  bulk  of  the  questions  affecting  our 
foreign  policy  generally,  what  has  the 
noble  Lord  told  us  ?  He  said  that  with 
many  of  these  matters  he  did  not  intend 
to  trouble  the  House,  because  they  wore, 
in  fact,  closed  transactions.  Well,  they 
are  closed  transactions ;  and  it  is  happy 
they  are  so.  But  would  they  have  been 
closed  transactions  if,  in  the  middle  of 
the  settlement  of  the  most  delicate  and 
important  questions  affecting  and  excit- 
ing populations  far  removed  from  our 
own  country,  we  had  been  thrown  into  all 
the  turmoil  of  a  Qeneral  Election  ?  The 


result  would  have  been  that  all  thoso 
matters  which  were  CTadually  settling 
down  in  Europe  would  have  been  dis- 
turbed by  the   agitation  which  would 
have  been  caused  at  home.   I  think  that 
is  a  point  which  must  have  escaped  the 
notice  of  some  of  those  who  criticize  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  not  has- 
tening forward   the  dissolution   of  the 
British  Parliament.   We  know  that  that 
is  always  a  time  of  great  excitement, 
and  that  at  a  moment  when  foreign  affairs 
were  settling  down  it  was  exactly  the 
time  when  it  was  not  desirable  that  that 
excitement  should  be  produced.     But 
the  noble  Lord  tells  us  that  this  is  a  very 
bad  House,  that  it  is  a  House  which  has 
got  into  a  way  of  obstructing  Public 
Business,   and  he  marvels,  considering 
the     character    we     have     established 
for  it,  that   we  keep  it  in  existence, 
and  then   he  is  good   enough  to    say 
that  he  lays  all  the  blame  of  this  ob- 
struction not  so  much  upon  those  who 
obstruct  as  upon  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     Well,  we  are 
accustomed  now  to  hear  everything  that 
goes  wrong  laid  to  the  charge  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   I,  however,  hardly  expected 
to  hear  this  particular  charge  brought 
against  us ;  but  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
expect  that,  amongst  the  number  of  sins 
which  are  brought  against  us,  this  should 
be  included.     But  I  must  be  allowed  to 
say  that  if  the  noble  Lord  means  to  say 
that  the  proceedings  which  have  caused 
so  many  remarks,  and  which  he  very 
justly  says  have    somewhat    detracted 
from  the  character  of  this  House,  are  to 
be  charged  upon  those  who  have  failed 
to  take  adequate  means  of  repressing 
them,  he  and  his  Friends  must  bear  their 
full  share  of  the  responsibility.     I  alto- 
gether repudiate  his  statement  that  no 
proposals  have  been  made  with  the  view 
of  preventing  the  difficulties  which  have 
arisen,  and  I  say  that  when  we  have 
made  proposals  we  have  not  been  met  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  still  less  by  those 
who  sit  about  him  and  enjoy  his  con- 
fidence, with  that  support  and  that  cor- 
diality which  we  had  a  right  to  expect; 
and,  further,  I  will  say  that  if  in  this 
Session  we  are  to  conduct  our  business, 
as  I  trust  it  will  be  conducted,  in  a  man- 
ner in  accordance  with  the  high  charac- 
ter of  the  House  of  Commons,  it  can  only 
be  on  the  condition  that  those  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House  shall  receive  the 
entire  and  honest  support  of  those  who, 
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Bitting  on  the  other  side,  take  a  leading 
part  in  our  discuBsions.  I  am  Borrj  to 
have  been  led  into  these  controverBial 
remarks,  which  the  noble  Lord  so  justly 
deprecates ;  but  I  was  placed  in  a  position 
in  which  I  really  could  not  help  myself. 
I  shall  now  endeavour  to  say  as  briefly  as 
I  can  a  few  words  on  some  of  the  points 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  in 
his  commentary  upon  the  Speech.  The 
noble  Lord  asks  us  what  is  the  present 
position  of  the  negotiations  with  regard 
to  the  Turko-Greek  Frontier.  Well,  that 
is,  undoubtedly,  a  question  of  very  con- 
siderable delicacy.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment feel  entirely  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  it  is  a  question  which  affects 
the  interests  of  Turkey  herself  quite  as 
much  as  it  affects  the  interests  of  Greece. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  more 
than  once  impressed  upon  the  Turkish 
Government  and  people  that  the  interests 
of  Turkey  are  largely  involved  in  the 
settlement  of  the  question  as  regards  de- 
fining her  Frontier  on  that  side,  and  as 
far  as  it  has  been  in  our  power  we  have 
impressed  upon  both  parties  the  import- 
ance of  being  reasonable,  and  endea- 
vouring to  bring  those  negotiations  to  a 
satisfactory  settlement.  But  there  have 
been  difficulties  in  the  way — there  have 
been,  I  think,  great  mistakes  made  on 
both  sides.  There  have  been  unreason- 
able propositions  on  the  one  side,  met  by 
unreasonable  counter-propositions  on  the 
other  side ;  and  it  has  been  exceedingly 
difficult  to  bring  the  two  parties  to  any- 
thing which  offered  the  prospect  of  a 
settlement.  I  believe  there  has  been 
some  doubt  as  to  the  time  when  certain 
proposals  were  made ;  and,  therefore,  I 
will  trouble  the  House  with  a  few  dates. 
The  matter  has  been  lately  under  the 
discussion  of  the  Greek  and  Turkish 
Commissioners  at  Constantinople,  and 
the  details  will  be  contained  in  the 
Papers  which  will  very  soon  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  But,  to  put  the 
case  shortly,  the  first  meeting  was  held 
on  the  1 7th  of  November.  Other  meet- 
ings were  from  time  to  time  suggested, 
but  were  put  off  until  the  29th  of  De- 
cember, at  which  time  the  Conference 
seemed  to  have  come  to  an  end ;  but  in 
the  meanwhile,  on  the  19th  of  Decem- 
ber, M.  Waddington  communicated  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  proposal 
of  a  line  of  Frontier  which  he  recom- 
mended, and  the  proposal  was  submitted 
also  to  the  other  Great  Powers.    On  the 
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21st  of  December,  however,  the  French 
Ministry  resigned,  and  it  was  not  until 
the  7th  of  January  that  M.  de  Freycinet, 
the  new  French  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  informed  Lord  Lyons  that  he  ad- 
hered to  M.  Waddington's  proposal,  and 
was  anxious  to  have  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  it.  My 
noble  Friend  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  has  since  discussed  the  mat- 
ter with  the  French  Ambassador,  and 
the  result  will  be  found  in  one  of  the 
Papers  which  will  be  communicated 
to  the  House,  in  which  Lord  Salisbury 
expressed  himself  in  favour  of  proceed- 
ing by  an  International  European  Com- 
mission. The  matter  will  be  more 
clearly  shown  by  the  Papers  which  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  I  will  only 
say  again  that  it  is  a  matter  to  which 
we  attach  great  importcmoe  in  the  inte- 
rests of  both  parties  and  in  the  interests 
of  European  peace.  Well,  Sir,  I  hope 
I  need  not  go  into  all  the  detcdls  of  all 
the  questions  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  referred.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  state  of  Turkey  is  one  which  causes 
the  greatest  difficulty,  and  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  the  noble  Lord  perceives  that 
there  is  a  difficulty  in  this  matter.  The 
country  has  been  instructed,  and  I  be- 
lieve a  large  number  of  people  are  under 
the  impression  that  if  it  had  not  been 
for  some  extraordinary  and  entirely  gra- 
tuitous action  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  everything  would 
have  been  perfectly  comfortable  in  the 
Turkish  Empire,  and  that  the  state  of 
affairs  would  have  been  such  as  to  cause 
no  anxiety ;  that,  at  all  events,  if  there 
were  difficulties,  they  could  very  easily 
-have  been  removed.  We  have  never 
taken  that  view ;  we  have  always  known 
that  the  position  was  one  of  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty.  We  have  known 
that  the  reform  of  the  Turkish  Empire 
was  not  a  matter  which  could  be  ac- 
complished by  a  despatch  written  from 
our  Foreign  Office,  even  if  it  were 
written  by  a  Liberal  Foreign  Seoretaxy 
— for  they  are  very  good  at  writing  des- 
patches and  giving  good  advice  which 
never  seems  to  come  to  anything.  We 
have  always  felt  that  if  anything  was  to 
be  done  it  could  not  be  done  bv  a  few 
despatches,  but  that  it  must  be  done  by 
patience  and  perseverence,  by  repre- 
sentations continually  renewed ;  by  the 
taking  of  every  opportunity,  good,  bad. 
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or  indifferent,  which  might  present 
itself  of  impressing  not  only  on  the  Go- 
vernment, but  on  the  populations  of  the 
Turkish  Empire,  how  needful  and  de- 
sirable those  reforms  were.  And  that, 
I  venture  to  say,  has  been  the  course 
taken  by  our  distinguished  Eepresenta- 
tive.  Sir  Henry  Layard.  He  has  been 
constant,  in  season  and  out  of  season,  in 
endeavouring  to  give  effect  to  those  re- 
medial measures;  and  it  is  a  little  mor- 
tifying to  him,  whether  he  speaks  or 
whether  he  does  not  speak,  to  find  that 
he  is  equally  the  subject  of  abuse  and 
found  fault  with  for  meddling  in  those 
matters.  These  difficulties  are  of  the 
g^reatest  possible  magnitude,  and  that 
subject  to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred, rather,  I  think,  in  a  contemptuous 
tone — namely,  that  arising  from  the 
financial  embarrassments  of  the  Porto — 
adds  enormously  to  the  task.  In  this 
case,  Turkey  is  in  a  condition  which 
is  very  unsatisfactory  —  embarrassed 
by  the  consequences  of  a  very  great 
war  and  by  enormous  financial  losses, 
yet  in  that  position  she  is  called  upon 
at  once  to  make  reforms  such  as 
mi^ht  well  be  the  work  of  many  years. 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  the  Government 
do  not  shrink  from  the  task  they  have 
undertaken — that  they  will  not  shrink 
from  it ;  but  are  doing,  and  will  continue 
to  do,  the  best  they  can  to  bring  about  a 
better  state  of  things  in  Turkey.  As  I 
have  said.  Papers  on  the  subject  will  be 
presented,  ana  I  think  I  must  prepare 
the  House  to  see  in  those  Papers  very 
strong  fresh  evidence  of  the  unfortunate 
condition  of  parts  of  Asiatic  Turkey ; 
but  that  is  not  a  lesser,  it  is  a  greater, 
and  the  more  reason  why  we  should  not 
shrink  from  the  task  we  have  undertaken. 
Tho  noble  Lord  has  referred  to  other 
European  questions-*  the  question  of  the 
relations  between  Germany  and  Austria, 
the  increase  of  the  German  Army,  and 
the  general  condition  of  Europe,  and  he 
teHs  us  that  he  never  knew  a  time  more 
alarming  than  the  present — alarming, 
on  account  of  the  attitude  which  different 
nations  are  taking  up  with  respect  to 
each  other,  alarming  on  account  of  the 
political  and  social  condition  of  those 
nations.  And  what  is  the  inforonco 
which  the  noble  Lord  draws  from  this  ? 
It  18  that  England  ought  to  limit  her 
responsibilities,  for  that  then  she  could 
looK  on  all  those  things  with  an  eye  of 
calmness.     Sir,  there  is  the  difference 


between  us.  I  come  to  an  exactly  oppo- 
site conclusion.  I  say  that  if  Europe  is 
in  this  condition,  if  there  are  those  dan- 
gers to  be  apprehended,  we  cannot  afford 
to  abrogate  our  position  in  the  Councils 
of  Europe,  and  that  it  would  be  ill  for 
the  peace  and  prosperity  of  Europe  that 
we  should  do  so.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
would  be  altogether  in  accordance  with 
the  practice  of  Parliament  if  I  were  to 
discuss  the  relations  between  Germany 
and  Austria.  I  can  only  say  that  there 
is  no  matter  which  gives  us  greater  plea- 
sure than  to  see  cordial  relations  existing 
between  those  two  Empires,  such  as  I 
believe  do  exist.  I  believe  they  are  re- 
lations which  are  acceptable  to  the 
peoples  of  those  two  great  Empires,  and 
such  as  must  tend  to  their  advantage, 
and  to  the  preservation  of  the  peace  of 
Europe.  Then  the  noble  Lord  speaks 
of  an  alliance  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
pressing the  Danubian  Principalities. 
Well,  that  is  only  another  of  those  mares' 
nests  which  the  Liberal  Party  are  always 
finding  for  us.  East  Koumelia  and  Bul- 
garia and  the  other  Principalities  are 
making  fair  progress ;  they  are  working 
out  problems  which  I  hope  will  be  satis- 
factorily solved,  and  they  are  making 
great  advances  in  constitutional  govern- 
ment and  in  the  development  of  their 
own  States.  What  they  chiefly  require 
is  to  be  let  alone,  and  not  to  be  too  much 
patronized  and  hampered  by  meddlesome 
assistance  from  without  from  other 
Powers.  Well,  Sir,  I  will  say  nothing 
more  at  present  as  to  those  foreign  ques- 
tions. I  think  the  terms  in  which  Her 
Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  address  us 
represents  correctly  tho  present  state  of 
affairs.  The  general  course  of  events 
has  been  such  as  to  give  additional  se- 
curity for  the  maintenance  of  European 
peace,  and  that  has  been  tho  leading 
principle  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  The 
noble  Lord  has  spoken  upon  other  ques- 
tions, and  has  touched  one  which,  of 
course,  is  of  the  highest  interest  and  im- 
portance. He  has  referred  to  our  re- 
lations with  Afghanistan,  and  laments 
that  there  is  no  declaration  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's gracious  Speech  of  our  policy. 
The  noble  Lord  has  given  us  his  own 
version  of  what  that  policy  is,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  has  made  some  remarks 
upon  questions  which  undoubtedly  ex- 
cite the  interest  of  the  House  and  of  the 
countrv.  We  have  already  presented  a 
Blue  Book  on  the  subject,  and  further 
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information  down  to  the  latest  period 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  hou.  Members 
to-morrow  morning'.  I  think  I  heard  a 
Notice  given  this  evening,  bj  an  hon. 
Member  who  takes  a  groat  interest  in 
Indian  affairH,  of  a  Motion  of  his  own 
which  will  give  an  opportunity  for  a  full 
discussion  of  the  question  ;  and  theroforo 
it  may  not  bo  nooessary  for  me  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  length  with  reference 
to  it.  At  the  same  time  it  is  right  for 
me,  in  answer  to  the  observation  of  tho 
noble  Lord  with  respect  to  Sir  Frederick 
Eoborts,  to  say  one  or  two  words,  be- 
cause we  cannot  too  soon  vindicate,  as 
far  as  the  information  in  our  possession 
at  present  enables  us  to  vindicate,  the 
character  of  that  distinguished  ofEcer, 
who,  I  am  sure,  doserves  the  highest 
admiration.  All  through  the  trans- 
actions in  which  wo  have  been  engaged 
ho  has  played  a  loading  part,  and  has 
distinguished  himself  by  his  conduct  as 
a  military  commander,  in  which  capacity 
he  has  shown  characteristics  which  hare 
called  forth  the  warmest  commendation  ; 
and  he  is  certainly  a  man  to  whom,  in 
the  difficult  position  in  which  ho  has 
been  placed,  we  ought  to  be  very  chary 
of  imputing  motives  which  con  derogate 
from  the  character  of  a  British  officer. 
The  noble  Lord  attempted  to  throw 
blame  upon  Sir  Frederick  Boberts,  and 
he  asked  what  wore  the  inetructions 
given  to  him  by  the  Indian  Qovernment, 
remarking  with  great  truth  that,  as  to 
responsibility,  very  much  depended  upon 
the  nature  of  those  instructions.  The 
Papers  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  in  a  very  few  days,  and  I  will 
quote  a  Tory  short  paragraph  from  thi 
Instructions  which  wore  sent  to  Sir 
Frederick  Koberts  on  the  29th  of 
September,  1879.  Ho  was  told,  among 
other  things,  that — 

"In  rppird  to  Iho  piuiiahniont  of  indiviJiinls 
it  bIioiiM  lie  swift,  Btum,  and  iinprossivo, '  *' 
out  being  indiscriminate  or  imraodprati>. 
infliction  mtut  not  )>a  dolcdatod  tu  xuliordinHtc 
offirara  of   minor  rceponsihility,   noting  ind 
ptnduntly  of  yuur  instrurtions  or  nupiTvidio 
and  you  cnnnot  too  vigiliinlly  maintain   t 
distfiilline  of  tho  troops  under  your  orders, 
superintend  their  trentmont  of   tho  uniinned 
population  go  long  as  your  ordm  nre  obcyt 
and  your  authority  (a  unreaistod.      You  wi 
deal  summnhly  in  tho  majority  of  cansa  nil 
persons  nhoso  share  in  tho  murder  of  anvoi-- 
bolonging  to  the    British  Kmbni»y  ehiill   hsTt- 
bean  proTed  by  your  inTtstiRations ;  hut  whilr 
the  eiccution  of  justice  shoald  be  ai  pnVilic  anij 
striking  as  posaiblo,  it  should  be  complutt'd  niUi 
TU  Chanctlier  oftht  Exchtq^iur 


aU  praottcablo  expedition,  mnce  the  indeSnite 
prolongation  of  your  proceedings  might  ipread 
Abroad  unfounded  aloiiii." — [AfshanUtan  (18S0), 
"-    l.p.BB.] 

Frederick  Boberta,  in  acknowledgmg 
and  replying  to  these  Instructions,  which 
he  did  on  the  1 6th  of  October,  said — 

"  For  the  thorough  investigation  of  the  causes 
Lnd  circumstancoB  of  the  lata  outbreak,  and  the 
:ollection  of  all  poaaible  evidence  regarding  the 
conduct  of  iodividimla  since  the  arrival  ol  the 
Sritish  Embassy  in  Cabul,  I  have  nominated  s 
»>mmisBion,  consisting  of  the  members  mar- 
ginally named  —  Preradent,  Colonel  C.  M. 
iSlacgrogor,  O.B,,  C.8.L,  CLE.  ;  members, 
Surgoon-SIajor  BoUew,  C.8.I.,  and  Uahomod 
Hyat  Khan,  C,8.I.  Their  duties  will  bo  oom- 
prchcnsivo,  and  will  include  the  gubmiwioa  of 
lepresentations  Tcgarding  the  panishcaent  to 
bo  inflicted  on  all  pcrBOns  whom  they  may  find 
guilty  of  participation,  direct  or  indirect,  active 
or  pttflsivo,  in  the  attack  on  the  Beaidency,  or 
of  other  connectod  offenoea  calling  for  notice. 
Every  auch  recommendation  will  be  canrfolly 
conaidered  by  me,  and  his  Eicellenov  the  Viceroy 
and  Ooveroor  General  in  Conncil  may  roly 
upon  my  carrying  out  moat  strictly  the  inatruo- 
tions  conveyed  in  Paragraph  8  of  your  lettM 
under  reply." 

Since  that  Correspondence  has  passed, 
statements  have  been  made  in  reference 
to  the  course  taken  by  Sir  Frederick 
Boberts  which  have  caused  Her  Ma- 

i'eaty's  Government  to  call  Upon  Sir 
fredorick  for  a  complete  account  of  the 
number  of  persons  executed;  and  we 
have  been  informed  by  telegraph  that  a 
full  account  is  on  the  way.  Such  fiill 
account  is  on  the  way,  and  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament  when  received.  I 
hope,  therefore,  tho  House  will  perceive 
that  wo  have  not  neglected  or  delayed 
inquiry  into  these  matters,  and  shall  not 
say  more  now  than  to  ask  the  House  to 
do  Sir  Frederick  Boberta  the  common 
justice  of  waiting  for  his  reply  before 
condemning  tho  action  he  has  taken. 
It  J8  impossible  to  pass  from  this  ques- 
tion without  the  House  knowing  tl^t  it 
is  since  August  last  the  terrible  catas- 
trophe occurred  in  Cabul,  and  saying 
that  at  the  time  tho  last  Session  eloaed 
Her  Majosty'sOovornmonthad  no  reason 
to  boliovo  that  tho  position  of  our  gallant 
Envoy  Sir  Louis  Cavognari  and  his  col- 
loaguos  was  one  of  anxiety  or  danger. 
Ho  had  boon  specially  invited  to  Cabal 
by  (lie  Araoer,  on  tho  ground  that  it  waa 
in  tho  capital  the  most  secure  protection 
could  be  afforded  him,  and  he  had  pro- 
ceeded to  the  city  with  a  small  escort 
purposely  to  show  that  hia  visit  was  of  a 
friendly  character,  and  that  it  hod  ao 
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concealed  design  of  Tiolence  or  force 
behind  it.  The  suddenness  of  and  the 
circmnstances  of  the  attack  which  was 
subsequently  made  upon  the  Embassy, 
and  the  gallant  way  in  which  Sir  Louis 
Cavagnari  and  his  comrades  defended  it 
against  oyerwhelming  numbers,  are  all 
well  known,  and  I  would  yenture  to  say 
that  no  day  in  the  history  of  the  Indian 
Empire  of  the  Queen  will  shine  more 
brightly,  as  far  as  the  gallantry  of  her 
seryants  is  concerned,  than  that  on 
which  her  Enyoy  at  Oabul  and  his  fel- 
lows fell  fighting  in  defence  of  the  Em- 
bassy. The  noble  Lord  has  asked  us 
to  pronoimce  a  policy  in  regard  to 
foreign  and  colonial  matters,  and  in  an- 
swer to  him  I  can  only  repeat  that  our 
policy  is  in  those  respects  unchanged. 
The  principle  of  our  policy  with  regard 
to  Afghanistan  and  our  North- Western 
Frontier  has  always  been  this — that  we 
haye  not  desired  to  annex  territory  or  to 
extend  our  Empire,  but  simply  to  secure 
a  sufficiently  strong  Frontier  to  our  Indian 
Empire  to  inspire  our  subjects  within  it 
with  confidence,  and  to  put  an  end  to  all 
anxieties  and  suspicions  which  may  haye 
existed  in  their  minds  from  fear  of  pos- 
sible inyasion  in  consequence  of  a  weak 
Frontier.  In  carrying  out  this  plan,  the 
other  policy  which  we  haye  always  had 
in  yiew  was  that  beyond  that  Frontier,  so 
made  strong,  we  should  haye  a  State,  or, 
if  you  please,  a  number  of  States,  in  such 
relations  with  us  that  they  could  not  be 
made  the  base  of  hostile  operations 
against  us.  For  that  purpose  it  has 
always  been  the  policy  of  former  Govern- 
ments, as  well  as  of  ours,  to  maintain 
friendly  relations  with  the  Amoor  and 
the  people  of  Afghanistan,  so  as  to  keep 
them  out  of  the  influence  of  foreign 
Powers;  but  the  result  has  been  that 
which  the  House  so  well  and  so  sorrow- 
fully knows.  That  has  been  our  policy, 
and  it  was  only  when  we  found  oursolvos 
unable  to  trust  to  the  fidelity  of  Shero 
Ali  to  the  engagements  ho  had  ontored 
into,  when  wo  found  it  impossible  to 
yiew  with  indifference  his  reception  of 
a  Bussian  Mission,  while  ho  rofusod  a 
Mission  from  us,  that  we  felt  oursolvos 
oblig^  to  take  other  stops  which  have 
led  to  the  present  position.  But  our 
policy  and  our  views  are  the  same  as 
they  have  ever  been.  We  still  desire 
to  maintain  and  strengthen  our  Frontier. 
We  still  desire  to  maintain  an  inde- 
pendent State  or  an  independent  cluster 


of  States  outside  or  around  us.  It  is 
a  matter  of  comparative  indifference  to 
us  whether  we  have  to  deal  with  one 
or  several  States;  but  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  enter  into  a  consideration  of 
these  questions  at  the  present  moment. 
The  organization  that  Afghanistan  may 
hereafter  assume  must  be  treated  as  a 
whole,  and  we  are  unable  to  give  ex- 
planations now  because  events  have  not 
yet  developed  themselves,  and  we  have 
not  yet  obtained  that  position  that  would 
enable  us  to  withdraw  from  the  positions 
we  occupy.  As  at  present  advised,  our 
position  is  the  one  wnioh  we  have  always  * 
held  in  regard  to  this  question.  As  for 
the  other  questions  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  referred,  I  can  simply  say  that  it 
is  at  this  moment  out  of  my  power  to 
give  him  information  concerning  the 
Budget,  and  that  on  the  subject  of  the 
Boers  and  the  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, as  to  which  the  noble  Lord  com- 
mented on  the  omission  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  of  any  reference  to  those 
subjects.  Papers  will  speedily  be  laid 
before  the  House  which  will  include 
some  relating  to  the  condition  of  the 
Transvaal,  and  will  also  show  what 
the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
is  with  reference  to  its  future  govern- 
ment. When  the  noble  Lord  says  we 
were  led  to  annex  the  Transvaal  under 
a  false  representation,  and  that  it  was 
not  true  that  a  majority  of  the  people 
assented  to  that  annexation,  I  would 
remind  him  that  the  annexation  was 
effected  by  a  single  British  officer,  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone,  with  a  handful 
of  policemen,  and  that  no  opposition  was 
then  offered  to  his  proceedings.  It  is  a 
most  important  matter  that  will  require 
full  consideration  ;  and  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  congratulation  to  us  that  Her 
Majesty  is  able  to  declare  that  we 
have  now  better  hopes  than  we  over  had 
before  of  bringing  about  that  groat 
scheme  of  the  Confederation  of  our  South 
African  possessions  which  has  been  so 
long  an  object  of  desire.  The  noble 
Lord  made  some  observations  on  the  un- 
fortunate condition  of  the  country,  and  on 
the  unfortunate  condition  of  agriculture, 
which  all  must  admit  for  the  moment  is 
greatly  depressed.  At  the  same  time,  it 
is  a  matter  for  congratulation  that  thore 
appears  to  be  a  real  and  substantial  re- 
vival in  many  branches  of  industry  and 
trade  in  this  country,  and  it  cannot  but 
be  that  the  revival  must  benefit  the  great 
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fri'HH,  and  for  tho  provontion  of  future 
nulVi'rinj^,  w<»  must  oxorciso  tho  greatest 
vwvw  ill  wluit  wo  do.  It  does  not  do 
iMon«ly<o  put  our  hands  into  our  pockets 
and  to  throw  about  as  much  money  as 
wo  oiiu  iudisr'riminately ;  but  wo  have 
U\  loi»k  not  only  to  tho  immediate  but  to 
tilt*  I'utun*  results  of  what  we  are  doing. 
Wluni  wo  aro  tohl  that  we  ought  to  have 
spoilt  money  upon  this  or  that  particular 
oluss  ot*  works,  one  must  not  forget  the 
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Bill  whioh  I  shall  have  the  honour  to 
present  to  the  House  to-morrow,  we 
propose  to  give  greater  powers,  subject 
to  the  supervision  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
and  to  enable  them  to  afford  such  relief 
to  the  holders  of  land,  suspending  that 
provision  which  limits  the  power  of  re- 
ceiving it  to  persons  who  have  not  any 
land  at  all.  I  mention  this  fact  to  show 
that  we  have  gone  into  the  details  of 
this  subject,  and  that  we  have  not  over- 
looked the  points  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  referred.  Without  doubt,  how- 
ever, we  shall  be  criticized  both  for 
what  we  have  done  and  for  what  we 
have  not  done.  That  is  always  the  fate 
of  those  who  stand  in  the  position  of  the 
Government,  and  who  are  obliged  to 
enforce  prudence,  although  doing  the 
best  and  wisest  thing  for  the  interests  of 
their  patients,  if  I  may  call  them  so. 
When  we  do  so  enforce  prudence,  we 
most  expect  to  be  very  much  abused 
and  to  be  called  hard-hearted.  I  trust, 
however,  that  what  we  have  shown  has 
not  been  hard-heartedness,  but  hard- 
headedness.  I  cannot  sit  down  without 
acknowledging  the  charitable  spirit  that 
has  manifested  itself  on  this  occasion  in 
both  countries.  We  know  perfectly  well 
that  there  are  various  committees  and 
agencies  formed  for  the  relief  of  the  dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  and  that  persons  are 
ready  to  devote  not  only  their  money, 
but  their  work  and  their  time  to  the 
assistance  of  these  poor  people,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  stream  of  charity 
which  has  so  freely  flowed  on  other 
oooasions  will  not  fail  us  in  the  present 
case.  I  hope  I  may  be  excused  for 
speaking  personally  of  the  efforts  of  one 
noble  I^dy  who  has  taken  a  part  in 
this  good  work.  I  know  she  does  not 
require  any  words  of  mine,  and  does 
not  desire  any  praise  for  what  she  is 
doing.  She  is  acting  on  the  impulse 
of  her  own  heart,  and  is  doing  all  in  her 
power  to  fulfil  the  high  duty  which  she 
Delieves  is  cast  upon  her  by  her  position 
in  Ireland.  She  and  all  others  are 
working  with  the  sincere  desire  of  doing 
good ;  and  if  we,  the  Government,  are 
boand  to  show  a  little  more  prudence 
and  apparent  hard-heartedness,  it  is  not 
because  our  sympathies  are  less,  but 
because  we  feel  that  our  responsibilities 
are  grater.  I  will  not  enter  now  into 
the  other  topics  that  have  been  raised, 
and  I  hope  that  on  this  subject  I  have 


said  sufficient  to  induce  the  noble  Lord 
to  think  better  of  what  we  have  done. 
I  even  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Cork  will  be  reasonable 
and  fair  enough  not  to  carry  out  his 
proposal  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  but  that  he  will  wait  to  hear 
what  the  Government  have  really  done, 
and  are  doing,  towards  the  relief  of  the 
distress  in  his  country  before  proceeding 
to  condemn  us.  Perhaps,  however,  he 
will  think  that  it  will  be  easier  to  con- 
demn us  before  than  after  he  hears  us, 
and  that  he  will  be  more  unfettered  in 
making  his  attack  if  he  does  so  in  com- 
parative ignorance  of  what  we  have 
done  than  he  will  be  if  he  waits  until  he 
has  received  full  information  on  the 
subject,  and  finds  that  we  are  blameless 
in  the  matter. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  he  had  to  refer  to  certain  ques- 
tions of  home  affairs  which  were 
mentioned  in  the  Address,  but  were 
not  referred  to  either  by  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  or 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  and  other 
matters  of  domestic  legislation,  the 
omission  of  which  was  still  more  re- 
markable. For  instance,  at  the  end  of 
last  Session  a  promise  was  renewed, 
which  had  frequently  before  been  made, 
that  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill  should 
be  in  the  first  rank  of  the  Government 
measures  of  the  present  Session.  He 
was  sorry  not  to  see  it  mentioned  in  the 
Speech.  As  dissolution  was  certain 
within  a  year,  the  importance  which  it 
undoubtedly  demanded  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill,  and 
they  ought  this  Session  thoroughly  to 
consider  the  law  of  corrupt  practices.  It 
was  admitted  that  the  law  on  the  subject 
needed  reform.  Then  there  was  the 
subject  of  the  Ballot  Act.  That  Act,  as 
they  knew,  would  shortly  expire,  and 
would  require  to  bo  renewed  in  a  way 
that  would  enable  the  House  to  discuss 
questions  of  scrutiny  and  other  matters. 
Of  course,  it  could  be  renewed  by  a 
Continuance  Bill  in  the  last  week  of  the 
Session ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that 
would  be  a  most  unsatisfactory  mode  of 
dealing  with  a  matter  of  that  kind. 
There  was  a  Select  Committee  in  1876, 
which  thoroughly  considered  the  work- 
ing of  the  Ballot  Act,  and  which  made 
many  recommendations  as  to  its  amend- 
ment. There  were  questions  which  were 
not  dealt  with  by  that  Committee,  but 
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wluoh  were  discussed  the  year  before 
wlien  the  Ballot  Bill  became  law,  such 
as  the  terrorism  exercised  on  many 
tenants  by  their  landlords.  Again,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  abandoned  the  Employers  and 
Workmen  Bill  or  not  ?  He  trusted  they 
had  not.  Their  County  Government 
Bill  and  their  Valuation  Bill  had  now, 
it  seemed,  finally  disappeared.  For  all 
practical  purposes  they  might  be  looked 
upon  as  dead.  No  subject  was  more 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  House  than 
that  of  county  government ;  but  it  was 
evidently  one  with  which  a  Conservative 
Ministry  was  unable  to  deal.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  Copyright  Bill  of 
last  year  would  be  re-introduced  ;  but, 
if  it  were  brought  in  again,  he  hoped 
it  would  assume  an  amended  form,  for 
artists  of  all  kinds  were  much  opposed 
to  the  measure  as  it  stood  last  year. 
Then  the  Home  Secretary  had  promised 
last  Session  to  deal  completely  with  the 
Metropolitan  Water  Supply.  He  had 
seen  Notices  which  led  him  to  suppose 
that  the  Government  were  going  on 
with  a  scheme  ;  but  the  question  was  so 
important  that  he  thought  it  should 
have  now  been  mentioned  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Turning  to  the  Irish  para- 
graphs of  the  Queen's  Speech,  he  re- 
marked that  they  contained  no  reference 
to  any  amendment  of  the  Irish  Land 
Laws.  There  were  many  not  connected 
with  Ireland  who  believed  most  firmly 
that  giving  money  would  not  remedy 
the  evils  without  going  to  the  root  of  the 
matter  by  dealing  with  the  Irish  Land 
Laws ;  and  they  ought  to  be  told  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  to  bring 
in  any  measure  relating  to  them  this 
year.  He  had  heard  with  great  satis- 
faction what  had  fallen  that  night  from 
the  Leader  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
the  claims  of  Greece  ;  and  it  would  be 
the  determination  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  House  to  keep  the  Go- 
vernment up  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  said,  and  to  see  that  the  ar- 
rangements which  his  language  sug- 
gested were  carried  out.  There  was  no 
allusion  in  the  Speech  to  the  affairs  of 
Egypt.  Never  had  this  country  been 
committed  to  so  large  a  scheme  fraught 
with  dangerous  complications  for  the 
future  without  the  knowledge  of  Parlia- 
ment as  was  now  the  case  with  respect 
to  Egypt.    The  Papers  on  the  subject 
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were  last  year  kept  back  till  they  were 
too  late  to  be  of  use ;  and  the  documents 
issued  showed  that  the  European  con- 
trollers were  really  to  exercise  almost 
the  whole  powers  of  government.  With 
regard  to  the  Treaty  of  Gandamak»  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  that  there  was 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  position  of 
oUr  Envoy  at  Cabul  was  one  of  peculiar 
danger.  What  had  occurred  within  the 
walls  of  that  House  sufficed  to  refute 
that  statement.  The  hon.  Members  for 
Elgin  (Mr.  Grant  Duff)  and  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell),  and  other  hon. 
Members  of  the  House,  had  over  and 
over  again  pointed  out  that  that  would 
happen  which  actually  had  happened. 
As  to  the  retribution  for  the  massacre, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  the 
instructions  given  on  the  29th  of  Septem- 
ber by  the  Government  to  Sir  Frederick 
Eoberts ;  but  he  had  not  mentioned  the 
Proclamation  issued  by  Sir  Frederick 
Eoberts  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  based  his 
animadversions.  It  was  clear  to  anyone 
who  read  that  Proclamation  that  General 
Eoberts  went  far  beyond  his  instruc- 
tions ;  and  the  Indian  Government,  who 
were  in  daily  communication  with  him 
by  telegraph,  must  have  been  perfectly 
cognizant  of  what  he  did.  General 
Eoberts  was  instructed  to  punish  for 
acts  connected  with  the  attack  on  the 
Eesidency ;  but  in  his  Proclamation  he 
expressed  his  intention  to  punish  per- 
sons who  had  not  been  concerned  in  that 
attack,  but  were  Afghan  soldiers  who 
had  fought  against  us  while  we  had 
Yakoob  Khan  in  our  camp.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  quoted  the 
words  **  direct  or  indirect  assistance," 
and  **  active  or  passive  assistance  in  the 
attack  on  the  Eesidency."  Perhaps 
they  might  hereafter  be  told  that  the 
words  were  so  wide  that  they  would 
cover  the  execution  of  men  who  belong^ 
to  regiments  members  of  which  were 
also  concerned  in  the  attack  on  the 
Eesidency.  They  might  have  .subtle 
casuistical  arguments  raised  about  the 
matter.  With  regard  to  the  number  of 
men  we  hanged  and  otherwise  executed, 
he  thought  that  as  the  Government  had 
sent  over  for  the  information  it  would 
not  be  well  to  press  them.  He  desired 
further  to  ask  tbe  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  fop 
the  Colonies  to  a  statement  in  the  para- 
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ffraph  of  the  Speech  referring  to  South 
Africa.  The  capture  and  deposition  of 
the  Zulu  King  were  referred  to  with 
approyal ;  but  no  reason  had  ever  been 
flnyen  for  his  capture  and  deposition. 
Although  they  could  not  debate  tbe  sub- 
ject, he  thought  it  might  be  advantage- 
ous to  the  defence  of  the  Government 
themselves  that  they  should  continue  the 
story  of  the  Zulu  War  by  indicating 
their  general  opinion  upon  it.  Thoy 
had  previously  obtained  a  very  clear 
statement  from  the  Colonial-  Secretary 
as  to  the  reason  why  Sir  Garnet  Wolse- 
ley  was  sent  out.  They  had  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  the  instructions  to 
Sir  Garnet  had  been  changed,  although 
he  had  been  told  to  accept  any  reason- 
able terms  of  peace.  He  did  not  do  so  ; 
and  the  House  should  take  notice  of 
the  fact  that  the  Opposition  altogether 
denied  the  necessity  for  avoiding  making 
that  peace  which  was  promised  it  in 
May.  With  regard  to  the  Transvaal, 
they  had  certainly  expected  to  find  in 
the  paragraph  of  the  Speech  relating  to 
it  some  expression  of  sorrow  as  to  what 
had  happened  there.  Arrests  were  being 
made  there  for  high  treason,  and  tlie 
bitter  feeling  against  us  was  beginning 
to  spread.  They  were  told  that  matters 
were  progpressing  towards  Confederation. 
But,  so  far  as  they  knew  at  the  prosout 
moment,  affairs  were  progressing  back- 
wards towards  Federation,  for  there  was 
less  prospect  of  such  a  thing  tlian  over. 
They  had  been  informed  that  there  was 
no  objection  made  at  the  time  of  the  an- 
nexation ;  but  although  only  one  ofQcer 
made  the  declaration,  it  was  to  bo  re- 
membered that  the  24th  Eogiment  was 
stationed  on  the  Frontier.  But  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  go 
so  far  as  to  say  that  our  rule  was  popu- 
lar among  the  Boers  ;  and  although 
matters  in  South  Africa  wore  progress- 
ing but  little,  he  thought  it  would  bo 
hardly  possible  to  reach  a  good  settle- 
ment with  them  without  a  Federation  of 
some  sort.  The  paragraph  in  the  Spocch 
gave  a  far  too  optimist  view  of  tho  situa- 
tion. Confederation  was  impossible  as 
long  as  we  continued  to  govern  the 
Transvaal  against  its  will,  and  the  Go- 
Temment  had  only  succeeded  in  making 
the  South  African  paragraph  satisfactory 
by  omitting  all  reference  to  these  facts. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  desired  to  offer  a 
few  observations  on  one  subject  only  re- 
ferred to  in  Her  Majesty's  most  gracious 


Speech,  and,  before  doing  so,  because  he 
happened  to  differ  from  the  line  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  and  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  spoken  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilko)  in  regard  to  the  position  of 
affairs  in  the  Transvaal,  he  wished 
simply  to  say  that  the  references  made 
to  that  subject  were  rather  unfortunate, 
and  with  regard  to  the  Transvaal  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  Opposition 
had  so  far  committed  themselves  that  it 
was  hardly  fair  to  treat  it  now  as  an 
open  question.  If  the  maxim  of  Talley- 
rand was  to  be  accepted,  that  speech 
was  given  us  to  conceal  thougnt,  a 
happier  exposition  of  it  could  not  be 
found  than  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech. 
One  looked  at  these  paragraphs  with 
wonder,  for  there  were  clever  men  in  the 
Ministry,  men  of  literary  ability  and  an 
appreciation  of  the  value  of  words ;  but, 
looking  at  these  paragraphs,  which  were 
gravely  presented  to  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, and  regarded  by  the  country  as 
the  result  of  the  advice  given  by  the 
Cabinet  to  the  Sovereign,  one  must  feel 
they  had  reached  a  very  low  standard 
indeed  in  politics  and  literature  if  that 
was  the  best  that  could  be  produced  by 
such  a  Cabinet.  For  a  moment  he  asked 
the  House  to  look  at  the  Afghanistan 
paragraph  of  the  Speech.  In  an 
endeavour  to  interpret  that  passage 
one  met  with  considerable  difficulty. 
What  was  the  xmnciple  that  remained 
unchanged  ?  So  far  as  he  know  the 
history  of  our  operations  in  Afghanistan 
it  was  a  history  of  a  change  of  principles 
from  day  to  day — a  change  of  policy 
and  of  operations  brought  about  by 
changes  in  conditions  and  circimistances. 
Thoro  was  an  assurance  from  the  Ministry 
that  their  principle  was  unchanged ;  but 
ho  would  defy  anyone  to  say  on  what 
principle  the  Government  had  acted  in 
Afghanistan.  The  truth  wag,  it  was  a 
**  hiippy-go-lucky  "  policy  throughout — 
an  awaiting  for  events  or  a  drifting 
along  that  had  drifted  tlio  country  into 
now  perils  and  complications.  But  there 
was  a  sort  of  admonition  in  the  other 
portion  of  the  paragrai>h,  which  read — 

'MMiile  <lt 'term i nod  to  make  tho  fronticni  of 
]My  Indian  Empiro  strong,  I  dosiro  to  bo  on 
friendly  relations  alike  vnth  those  who  may 
rvilf  in  AfghanisUin  and  with  the  people  of  that 
Country." 

The  methods  by  wliich  we  endeavoured 
to  establish  friendly  relations  there  were 
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only  too  conspiQuoualy  before  the  world, 
and  our  extreme  friendsliip  might  be 
judged  by  the  number  of  executions 
which  our  General  now  in  hostile  pos- 
Boaaion  of  the  country  found  it  necessary 
to  make.  Never  was  paragraph  more 
ridiculous  presented  to  men  of  sense  to 
interpret,  and  it  waa  the  best  comment 
upon  the  QoTemment'a  Afghan  policy 
that  they  were  unable  to  produce  any- 
thing bettor  than  thie  memorable  para- 
graph. But  a  question  hod  been  raised 
on  which  he  had  from  time  to  time  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  information  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  so  far  as  he 
could  koep  the  Government  up  to  the 
professions  made  in  the  House.  Ho 
alluded  to  the  Turkish  Convention,  and 
he  wae  induced  to  ask  the  attention  of 
the  Houeo  to  that,  because  last  night 
the  noble  Lord,  who  waa  stumping 
Liverpool  as  an  electioneering  agent  in 
the  interest  of  the  Government  (Viscount 
Sandon),  made  it  a  subject  of  a  part  of 
a  speech.  It  would  be  observed  that 
the  Convention  was  only  feebly,  distantly 
alluded  to  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne . 
After  the  reference  to  the  friendly  rela- 
tions with  foreign  Powers,  the  Speedi 
continued — 

"The  courso  of  oventa  since  tho  prorogation 
of  Partiaiaent  luu  tended  to  furaiah  additional 
Bocurity  to  the  maintenance  of  European  peace 
on  tho  priacipleB  laid  down  by  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin." 

*  But  the  principles  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
were  not  general  principles.  They  were 
eimply  propositions  in  reference  to  the 
relations  between  Turkey  and  the  Fowera, 
and  here  were  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
endeavouring  to  induce  tho  Houae  to 
beheve'ithere  were  groat  principles  laid 
down  in  the  Berhn  Treaty,  which,  in 
fact,  did  not  exist  therein.  Then  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  ventured  to  refer  to 
the  condition  of  affaire  in  Turkey  in 
these  terms — 

"  Much,  however,  still  romaing  to  bo  done  to 
repair  the  disorder  with  which  the  lato  War 
hM  affected  many  parts  of  tho  TiukiA  Em- 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  in  this  way  the 
Government  were  utterly  ignoring  tho 
enormous  responsibility  they  had  in- 
curred in  Asiatic  Turkey.  The  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hortington)  in 
a  few  chosen  sentences  had  already  oriti- 
oised  that  portion  of  the  Government's 
J(r.  S,  Jmiiiu 


]  action ;  but  when  he  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
looked  at  Her  M^'esty's  Speech  he  was 
rather  startled  to  find  that  all  we  had 
at  the  end  of  two  years  for  the  reapon- 
sibility  we  had  incurred  in  Asia  Minor 
— after  all  the  promises  repeatedly  made 
in  both  Houses  of  Farliainent,  and  to 
the  country  outside  the  House,  with  re- 
gard to  what  tho  Govemment  were 
going  to  do — all  he  could  find  in  1880 
was  that  the  Government  were  able  to 
say  "much  remains  to  be  done."  Tho 
truth  of  the  caae  was,  everything  re- 
mained to  bo  done.  It- would  have 
been  more  correct  to  say  nothing  had 
been  done — nothing  ataU — after  obtain- 
ing the  Turkish  Convention,  occupying 
Cyprus,  and  promising  to  defend  Turkey 
against  attack  from  Busaia.  Not  long 
ego — at  the  end  of  last  Session — Her 
Majesty's  Speech  alluded  to  the  reforms 
promised  by  the  Ottoman  Government 
and  the  manner  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  urge  their  adoption. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  con- 
tinued to  urge,  but  in  rain  ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  if  the  present  Government 
were  in  power  for  another  seven  years 
their  repreaentations  would  be  equally 
in  vain.  It  was  right  to  hold  Ministers 
who  called  for  the  confidence  of  the 
oountry  on  the  grounds  of  certain  things 
they  had  done  to  the  words  they  had 
used,  and  be  reminded  the  House  of  his 
repeated  challenges  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  show  the  iona  fidt*  of 
their  promiaea  to  enforce  reforma  under 
the  Convention ;  and  now  he  hoped  it 
was  not  aaying  an  improper  thing  when 
he  aaid  he  believed  it  was  a  mere  aham 
devised  for  election  and  Party  pnrposea. 
In  August,  1878,  he  had  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  position  of 
the  Turkiah  Convention  and  the  pledges 
we  hod  given,  and  at  that  time  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  "Wait 
and  see  how  results  will  expose  the  fal- 
lacy of  the  anticipations.''  But  for 
nearly  two  years  he  had  waited,  and  still 
not  a  glimmer  or  sign  of  these  Turkish 
reforms.  Of  courso,  the  Government 
had  had  difScultioe,  and  had  to  deal 
with  a  Government  slippery  as  an  eel 
and  as  difficult  to  akin ;  but  were  the 
Qovernment  ever  really  in  earnest  in 
their  programme  of  reform  ?  Did  they 
ever  prepare  a  programme  of  reform 
which  they  were  willing  to  accept  ?  It 
was  humiUating  to  consider  how  we  had 
been  overreaobed  by  this  weak  Power, 
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on  whose  behalf  our  Fleet  had  assumed 
such  a  migratory  character.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Loader  of  the  Government  in 
"  another  place"  on  the  ISth  February, 
1879,  had  complained  of  the  harsh  mea- 
sures dealt  out  to  the  Sultan.  His  sin- 
cerity and  ability  to  carry  out  reforms 
in  Asia  Minor  having  been  questioned, 
the  noble  Lord  stated,  at  that  time,  that 
communications  between  Her  Majesty's 
Ooyemment  and  that  of  the  Sublime 
Porte  had  been  of  a  satisfactory  charac- 
ter. Subseauently  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  made  similar  statements 
and  Rave  similar  assurances.  Lord  £ea- 
consneld  stated  that  he  had  heard  what 
he  stated  by  telegraph;  but  it  turned 
out  that  his  information  was  absolutely 
incorrect.  There  never  was  a  symptom 
of  anjrthing  like  even  a  just  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  responsibility  incurred 
by  the  Sultan.  If  this  was  not  an  im- 
portant matter  for  the  consideration  of 
t^arliament  he  did  Hot  know  what  was. 
How  was  it  that  instead  of  being  in  a 
position  to  dictate  as  to  reforms  to  the 
Government  at  Constantinople,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  the  least  in- 
fluence, and  England  was  the  weakest 
Power  in  Europe  in  controlling  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Sublime  Porte?  This  he 
could  prove  if  he  cared  now  to  detain 
the  House ;  but  he  wished  to  take  notice 
of  a  speech  made  last  night  at  Liver- 
pool by  a  noble  Lord,  who  was  certainly 
not  one  of  the  most  influential  Members 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  could  not  help  saying  that  Vis* 
count  Sandon  had  been  sent  down  to 
Liverpool  to  deceive  by  his  statements 
the  people  of  England.  He  stated  that 
in  the  aflairs  of  Turkey  the  Government 
had  achieved  a  magniflcent  triumph,  and 
found  fault  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  for  having  entered  into  a  criticism 
of  the  Turkish  Convention.  The  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  Government  were 
not  going  to  bolster  up  the  bad  Govern- 
ment of  the  Porte,  but  that  they  should 
try  and  reform  it,  and  then  he  com- 
plained of  people  like  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford,  who  had 
criticized  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  the  affairs  of  Turkey.  Then  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  bring  back  prosperity  to 
Syria.  He  (Mr.  Jenkins)  thought  the 
noble  Lord  could  only  carry  back  pros- 
perity toSyria  in  a  hand-cart,  and  the  pic- 


ture of  the  noble  Lord  doing  so  would 
be  very  effective.  Although  the  Russian 
troops  had  left  Turkish  soil  for  two  years 
they  were  now  told  that  the  English 
Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls  were  taking 
note  of  everything  that  the  Turkish  offi- 
cers were  doing,  the  consequence  being 
that  the  latter  were  trembling.  Now, 
that  was  the  result  of  our  action  two 
years  after  the  Bussians  had  evacuated 
Turkish  territory.  He  had  there  a  letter 
written  by  a  gentleman  well  known  to, 
and  respectedby,  hon.  Members  of  that 
House  on  both  sides,  and  what  he  stated 
might  be  absolutely  relied  upon.  He 
wrote  that  the  English  interest  in  Tur- 
key was  at  the  lowest  ebb.  Every  sug- 
gestion made  by  Englishmen  was  re- 
sisted, because  it  came  from  an  English 
source.  Before  the  Turkish  resistance 
to  anything  English  was  passive ;  but 
now  the  Turks  were  detemuned  to  show 
by  their  acts  that  they  were  not  disposed 
to  be  dictated  to  by  us.  The  promised 
reforms  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  never 
been  carried  out,  and  the  large  schemes 
of  reforms  to  which  he  referred  never 
had  a  chance  of  success.  Not  even  the 
shreds  and  fragments  of  the  reforms 
suggested  by  us  were  carried  out,  and 
no  proof  was  forthcoming  that  England's 
influence  had  been  successful  in  bringing 
any  reform  to  the  front.  The  writer 
concluded  by  saying  that  the  great  mis- 
take made  from  the  first  was  in  suppos- 
ing that  the  Turkish  Government  was 
capable  of  any  reform.  Therefore,  he 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  contended  that  what  our 
Government  proposed  to  do  in  the  way 
of  forcing  reforms  upon  Turkey  turned 
out  to  be  sham,  and  had  had  no  practi- 
cal result.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
were  in  the  habit  of  saying  that  those 
hon.  Members  who  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way were  craven  at  heart,  and  not  pub- 
lic-spirited enough  in  support  of  English 
interests.  Well,  as  one  of  that  body,  ho 
wished  to  say  that  he  was  always  op- 
posed to  Hussian  aggression  against  the 
interests  of  this  country,  and  he  and 
they  regretted  to  see  English  influence 
thrown  over  in  Turkey.  Ho  contended 
now,  as  ho  had  often  contended  before, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  by 
their  policy  played  into  the  hands  of 
Eussia,  after  engaging  in  the  solemn 
undertaking  of  a  Convention  with  Tur- 
key. The  effect  of  that  Convention  had 
been  absolutely  valueless.  It  had  not 
been  productive  of  a  shadow  of  a  reform, 
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and,  that  being  bo,  he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  calling  upon  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vemment  to  expleiin  to  the  House 
why  it  was  that  at  this  moment  England 
was  the  weakest  Power  as  regarded  her 
influence  with  Turkey. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  did  not  rise 
with  any  intention  of  continuing  the  de- 
bate upon  the  general  issues  which  had 
been  raised  ;  but  he  would  desire  to  re- 
fer to  an  extraordinary  omission  which 
was  observable  throughout  the  debate. 
They  had  been  told  that  they  had  entered 
upon  a  great  Imperial  policy.  He  did 
not  wish  to  enter  upon  any  controversial 
topic;  but  the  question  he  desired  to 
ask  was  with  respect  to  the  cost  of  the 
war  which  had  been  undertaken.  Was 
the  cost  to  be  borne  by  India  or  by 
England,  or  was  it  to  be  borne  by  both  ; 
and,  if  the  latter,  what  were  to  be  the 
proportions?  India  had  contributed 
£2,600,000,  and,  so  far,  £320,000,  or 
one-seventh  of  that  sum,  was  all  that 
England  had  been  called  upon  and 
asked  to  contribute.  Now  that  hostili- 
ties had  re-commenced,  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  not  propose  to  ap- 
portion the  additional  expenditure  be- 
tween England  and  India  on  the  same 
unjust  principle.  If  they  did  so,  it  was 
a  course,  he  believed,  which  would  meet 
with  the  greatest  disapprobation  on  the 
part  of  the  English  people.  The  ques- 
tion had  not  been  referred  to  either  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  give  them  some  distinct  assurance 
on  the  subject;  but  he  had  carefully 
abstained  from  giving  Notice  of  any 
Motion,  in  order  not  to  embarrass  the 
Government.  Another  omission  from 
Her  Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech 
was  the  matter  of  the  water  supply  of 
London ;  and  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
h<Jn.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
intended  to  redeem  the  promise  he  had 
made  last  Session  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  quite  prepared  to  state 
the  views  of  the  Government  upon  the 
question  of  the  Afghan  expenditure. 
The  present  occasion,  however,  was 
Bcarcely  a  favourable  one ;  it  would  be 
better  to  wait  until  the  Papers  which 
had  been  promised  were  before  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  water  supply 
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of  London,  he  (Mr.  Cross)  had  no  doubt 
a  great  improvement  would  be  effected 
by  placing  the  works  of  the  eight  exist- 
ing Companies  under  one  management ; 
and  he  might  say  that,  following  up  the 

Eromise  he  gave  last  Session,  he  had 
een  in  communication  with  the  various 
Water  Companies  on  the  subject.  He  was 
not  at  present  prepared  to  state  the  re- 
sult of  his  negotiations  with  them  ;  but 
he  hoped  to  do  so  in  the  course  of  a  week 
or  ten  days  at  the  outside,  and  to  bring 
forward  certain  proposals  in  the  form  of 
a  Bill.  It  would  be  a  Public  Bill,  and, 
considering  the  difficulty  of  making  a 
bargain  as  between  the  consumers  of 
water  and  the  ratepayers  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  several  Water  Companies 
on  the  other,  the  course  pursued  would  be 
this — the  Government  would  lay  before 
Parliament  such  terms  as  they  had  been 
able  to  induce  the  Companies  to  assent 
to,  and  which  they  thought  advantageous 
for  the  public  to  accept,  and  submit  them 
to  Parliament  in  the  form  of  a  Bill;  and 
that  Bill  on  its  second  reading  would  be 
sent  to  a  Hybrid  Committee,  in  order  that 
all  parties  interested  in  it  might  have  a 
fair  opportunity  of  considering  whether 
the  bargain  so  proposed  was  one  which 
would  be  advantageous,  on  the  whole, 
to  the  Metropolis.  Of  course,  all  the 
Committee  would  have  to  decide  would 
bo  whether  it  was  a  bargain  which  ought 
to  be  carried  into  effect  or  not.  It  would 
certainly  not  be  competent  for  them  to 
alter  the  terms  of  the  oargain. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  fulfil  their  oft-repeated  pro- 
mise of  passing  a  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Lunacy  Laws.  He  himself 
would  bring  forward  a  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject this  Session  in  the  hope  that  the  Gt>- 
vernment  would  aid  him  in  carrying  it 
through.  As,  however,  the  views  of  the 
Government  on  the  subject  seemed  to  be 
very  much  in  accord  with  his  own,  he 
would  not  press  it  for  the  present.  With 
regard  to  the  obstruction  of  Business,  he 
thought  the  Government  themselves  were 
the  chief  culprits.  They  did  not  seem  to 
be  aware  that  in  carrying  Bills  forward 
a  stage  or  two,  and  then  dropping  them 
every  Session,  they  wasted  much  valu- 
able time,  and  were,  in  fact,  the  greatest 
obstructives  in  the  House.  With  regard 
to  the  debate  of  that  evening,  he  did  not 
hold  with  the  doctrine  that  it  waa  in- 
®^Pf<"®nt  to  move  Amendments  on  the 
Address.     When  statements  were  made 
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in  Her  Majosty's  Speech  with  whioh  any 
Beotion  of  hon.  Members  did  not  agree, 
he  held  that  it  was  the  duty  of  those 
hon.  Members  to  express  their  views  in 
an  Amendment,  otherwise  the  proceed- 
iiiffs  of  that  House  in  relation  to  the 
Address  would  partake  of  the  nature  of 
a  sham.  It  was,  moreover,  in  accord- 
ance with  ancient  custom  that  Amend- 
ments on  the  Address  should  be  moved. 
Bearing  in  mind  the  criticisms  expressed 
on  the  Government  during  the  Becess 
by  many  Members  of  the  Opposition,  he 
did  not  think  the  debate  of  that  evening 
would  be  a  reality  if  they  agreed  to  the 
Motion  imanimously.  Ho  regretted  that 
an  Amendment  was  not  to  be  moved  by 
the  Opposition,  if  it  were  only  to  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  protesting 
against  the  alleged  atrocity  with  which 
the  war  in  Afghanistan  was  being  con- 
ducted. In  that  country  our  troops  were 
engaged  in  a  war  which  was  calculated 
to  rouse  the  most  vindictive  feelings  in 
the  hearts  of  a  people  of  whom  it  was 
our  true  policy  to  make  friends,  and  to 
maintain  in  a  state  of  independence ;  and 
even  though  an  Amendment  were  not 
moved  in  reference  to  any  other  point  in 
the  Address,  the  House  ought,  bethought, 
at  all  events  to  be  asked  to  record 
its  condemnation  of  that  portion  of  the 
Proclamation  of  Sir  Frederick  Roberts 
in  which  it  was  declared  that  all  the 
Natives  of  Afghanistan  who  took  up  arms 
to  resist  would  be  executed  as  felons. 
No  more  atrocious  proclamation  had  ever 
emanated  from  Russia  or  Austria  against 
people  whom  they  were  oppressing.  He 
agreed  with  every  word  of  the  manly 
speech  of  his  noble  Leader;  but  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  had  the 
courage  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address. 

Mb.  SHAW  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mb.  O'SHATJGHNESSY  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  Shaw.) 

Mb.  FAWCETT  hoped  that,  before 
the  House  rose,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
(seeing  that  he  was  in  his  place)  would 
g^vo  some  distinct  assurance  that  an  early 
opportunity  would  be  given  for  discuss- 
ing the  apportionment  of  the  expenses 
of  the  Afghan  War,  and  contended  that 


that  question  was  one  which  could  not 
be  conveniently  discussed  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  which  related  to  the 
policy  of  the  war.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might,  perhaps,  even  that  even- 
ing make  a  statement  to  the  House  as  to 
the  payment  of  those  expenses.  If  he 
could  not  make  such  a  statement  now, 
would  he  say  when  he  could  make  it  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  it  was  rather  un- 
reasonable on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  to  ask  him  to 
make  a  statement  on  that  subject.  He 
entirely  appreciated  the  spirit  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  took  up  this  matter. 
He  honoured  the  way  in  which  he  had 
always  looked  after  the  financial  interests 
of  India,  and  he  quite  admitted  that 
this  was  one  of  those  questions  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  a  right  to  have 
information  upon  ;  but  he  must  decline, 
at  the  present  moment,  to  go  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  wnioh  the  hon. 
Member  invited  him  to  discuss,  and  he 
had  no  statement  just  now  to  make  on 
that  subject.  With  regard  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned, 
he  confessed  he  was  very  much  at  a  loss 
to  understand  what  the  meaning  of  the 
Motion  could  be.  At  an  early  hour  of 
the  evening  the  hon.  Member  gave  No- 
tice that  it  was  his  intention  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address,  making  a 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  not  having  taken  the 
proper  measures  for  the  relief  of  Irish 
distress,  and,  if  he  recollected  rightly, 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  invite 
them  to  discuss  certain  questions  as  to 
the  general  and  landed  system  of  Ire- 
land. If  that  was  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  had  ample  time  to  proceed 
with  his  observations,  as  it  was  only 
1 0  o'clock.  After  the  House  had  heard 
what  he  had  to  say,  they  would  be  able 
to  judge  whether  it  was  a  matter  which 
could  be  finished  to-night,  or  whether 
an  adjournment  was  necessary.  The 
Irish  Members  did  not  know  what  the 
Gk)vomment  proposed  to  do,  yet  they 
were  prepared  to  take  measures  which 
would  result  in  the  postponement  for 
one  or  two  days  of  the  introduction  of 
the  Government  Bill  setting  forth  reme- 
dies, such  as  they  might  be,  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  proposed.  He 
should  have  thought  that  was  a  serious 
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reflponsibility  for  Irish  Members  to  take. 
The  Govemmont  had  taken  upon  them- 
selves the  responsibility  to  advise  the 
authorities  to  go  beyond  the  law  to  meet 
the  distress  which  unhappily  prevailed 
in  Ireland,  and  they  were  Dound  at  once 
to  come  to  Parliament  to  ask  for  an  in- 
demnity for  what  they  had  done.  They 
were  anxious  to  do  that  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  and  to  state  at  the 
same  time  what  further  measures  they 
proposed,  when  they  were  met  with  this 
Motion  for  an  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, which  must  interfere  with  the 
Business  for  to-morrow.  There  would 
be  ample  opportunity  to  express  an 
opinion  to-morrow;  but  if  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  from  Ireland  thought  it  was 
more  desirable  to  pass  censure  on  the 
Government  and  to  air  their  political 
speeches  than  to  pass  measures  of  relief, 
then  upon  them  must  rest  the  responsi- 
bility. He  should  oppose  the  adjourn- 
ment. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  the 
question  of  the  action  of  the  Government 
was  one  to  which  it  was  impossible  to 
do  justice  at  so  late  an  hour.  Within 
the  last  few  minutes  official  Correspond- 
once  of  great  importance  on  the  subject 
of  Irish  distress  had  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  On  those 
Paj^ers  rested  the  question  of  the  action 
or  inaction  of  the  Gk)vemment  during 
the  last  three  months.  From  them  Irish 
Members  now  had  for  the  first  time  the 
opportxinity  of  seeing  how  far  the  Go- 
vernment were  culpable.  As  for  the  in- 
sinuation that  the  Irish  Members  were 
postponing  measures  of  relief  to  Ireland, 
there  might  be  a  little  loss  of  time  by  the 
ailjournment ;  but  he  thought  it  could 
bo  made  up  in  another  way.  It  was 
perfectly  plain,  from  the  inaction  which 
had  charaotoriied  the  Government  dur- 
ing the  la9t  throe  months,  that  neither 
thoy  nor  their  administrators  had  any 
idea  of  the  responsibility  which  reeted 
on  them,  and  of  the  danger  which  they 
had  crtuited.  It  was  better  that  thoy 
sliould  loarn  fri^m  the  Iri:^^  Mombor*, 
ader  thoy  had  ixmtrasted  their  oxpo- 
rionco  wiUi  that  now  disclosed,  what  the 
opinion  of  the  great  bi>dy  of  the  Irish 
iHH>ple  was  on  this  im^xurtaut  matter, 
Wfiuv  thov  i>ropv>sed  a  jH^rhaps  much 
too  limited  moa$uri\  For  his  part,  he 
remxdod  the  proposal  to  foive  on  the 
debate  as  one  of  the  coolest  he  had  ever 


heard,  considering  that  those  who  should 
take  part  in  the  discussion  were  ignorant 
of  the  information  which  had  been  just 
placed  in  their  hands,  but  which  they 
had  not  had  time  to  make  themselves 
acquainted  with.  They  were,  therefore, 
entitled  to  ask  the  House  to  consent  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  He 
protested  against  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  hoped  his  brother  Bepre- 
sentatives  would  insist  that  the  debate 
should  not  be  a  sham.  When  the  de- 
bate did  occur  it  would  not  be  for  the 
purpose  of  airing  speeches,  it  would  not 
DC  a  sham,  it  would  be  something  real. 

Db.  WAED  urged  the  Gt)vemment 
to  respond  to  the  appeal  made  to  them 
to  adioum.  He  believed  that  benefit 
would  arise  if  the  matter  stood  over 
untU  to-morrow. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  it  would  be  per- 
fectly ridiculous  for  them  to  ffo  on.  He 
had  looked  at  the  Papers  whidi  had  been 
placed  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  and  he  found  them 
to  contain  most  important  matter.  See- 
ing that  there  was  much  correspondence 
in  them  detailing  the  amount  of  distress 
and  the  manner  in  which  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  proposed  to  deal  with  it,  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
not  oppose  any  longer. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  said,  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  official  Correspondence 
and  Papers  which  within  the  last  half 
hour  the  Government  had  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw)  would  be  used  to  jostify 
the  actions  of  the  Government,  and  ex- 
plain the  delay  on  this  point  complained 
of  in  the  Amendment.  It  wajs,  then,  a 
plain  matter  of  justice  Irish  Members 
should  be  enabled  to  read  and  consider 
those  documents.  Let  the  Gk>vemment, 
then,  listen  to  reason.  It  was  not  fitting 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  taunt  the  Irish  Members  as  being 
desirous  of  speaking  for  speaking  sake, 
and  then  refuse  the  adjournment.  If 
those  Papers  were  of  value  and  to  be 
used,  it  was  surely  right  Irish  Members 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  reading 
them.  It  was  absurd  that  the  House 
should  be  now  called  on  to  diami^  ques- 
tions in  respect  to  a  matter  of  such  grave 
interest  as  the  distress  in  Ireland  with- 
out the  aid  of  those  Papon.  It  was 
appan^nt,  from  the  dates,  that  this  Ooor- 
nvpondence  had  been  some  time  printed. 
Why  was  it  only  now  given  to  ttie  lioaii* 
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Member  for  Cork,  and  not  issued  in  the 
ordinary  way  for  the  general  benefit  of 
Members  in  the  House.  That  was  a 
bad  omen.  If  Gbvemment  persisted  in 
their  refusal  to  listen  to  reasonable  re- 
monstrance, they  would  but  waste  the 
time  of  the  House,  as  it  was  too  much 
wasted  last  Session  from  time  to  time 
by  similar  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  When  hon.  Members 
showed  themselves  anxious  to  conduct 
the  Business  of  the  House  in  a  fair  and 
proper  spirit,  he  said  that  was  the  way 
they  were  met.  They  were  told  they 
could  get  up  and  make  speeches  to  the 
constituencies.  This  question  was  not 
to  be  thus  treated.  Everyone  knew  the 
distress  was  deep  and  widespread  in 
Ireland.  A  most  strange  precedent  was 
about  to  be  set.  An  Irisn  debate  was 
hurried  on  without  full  information 
being  given.  He  did  press  the  subject 
upon  the  serious  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  hoped  they 
would  give  them  reasonable  time  to 
consider  these  important  Papers. 

Mb.  MITCHEIJ.  HENEY  :  I  think 
I  can  give  the  House  a  very  good  reason 
why  this  debate  should  be  adjourned, 
ana  not  carried  on  as  suggested  by  the 
Gk>vemment.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  to-night  announced  to 
US  that  to-morrow  he  will  bring  forward 
a  measure  which  the  Government  con- 
sider will  cope  with  the  distress  in  Ire- 
land, and,  possibly,  if  the  measure  is 
satisfactory,  the  Amendment  may  not  be 
moved  at  all ;  but  of  all  absurd  positions 
for  a  Legislative  Assembly  to  place  itself 
in,  I  can  conceive  none  more  so  than  that 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  should  be  pushed 
on  without  Members  having  the  oppor- 
tunity of  judging  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken,  or  intend  to  take,  on 
the  subject.  Common  sense  shows  that 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned.  If  we 
had  not  been  told  that  Papers  were  to 
be  placed  before  us  which  would  give 
us  information  on  the  subject,  then  the 
debate  might  very  well  have  gone  on ; 
but  as  circumstances  are  at  present,  I 
think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  agree  that  a  more  absurd  position 
than  that  of  the  House  going  on  with 
the  debate  at  the  present  time,  when  we 
have  only  half  the  information  before 
us,  cannot  well  be  conceived. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department    whether    the    Employers 
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and  "Workmen  Bill  would  be  again  in- 
troduced that  Session,  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  would  be  the  same  as  last  year  ?  He 
also  wished  to  know  whether  the  Copy- 
right Bill  would  be  brought  forward, 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  proposals  of  the 
artists  who  had  signed  the  Memorial 
would  be  embodied  in  it?  He  would 
like  also  to  be  informed  whether  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Bill  would  be  brought 
forward,  and  to  know,  further,  some- 
thing about  the  renewal  of  the  Ballot 
Act? 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  it 
was  unfortunate  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
not  caught  the  Speaker's  eye  when  he 
rose  early  in  the  evening.  If  he  had, 
an  important  debate  on  the  condition  of 
Ireland  would  have  taken  place,  and  the 
House  would  have  been  saved  long 
speeches  on  foreign  policy  similar  to 
those  they  had  heard  a  hundred  times 
before.  It  would  reflect  on  the  conduct 
of  the  Irish  Representatives  if  they  did 
not  make  a  protest  against  the  treat- 
ment they  received  in  this  country.  If 
the  House  declined  the  Motion  for  ad- 
journment, they  would  be  in  this  posi- 
tion— that  the  Gentleman  who  is  par- 
ticularly qualified  for  speaking  on  the 
matter  would  be  precluded  from  taking 
part  in  the  debate.  He  would  be  unable 
to  speak,  because  his  Motion  would  be 
outvoted.  These  were  considerations 
applying  only  to  the  Irish  aspect  of  the 
question.  There  were  other  aspects. 
They  had  been  engaged  since  2  o'clock, 
and,  so  far  as  he  could  recollect,  it  was 
not  the  practice  of  the  House  on  the 
opening  night  to  sit  to  any  protracted 
period.  This,  therefore,  was  a  reason- 
able demand.  He  was  sorry,  speaking 
as  one  of  the  Irish  Members  of  the 
House,  that  they  could  not  rely  upon 
the  co-operation  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  bringing 
Irish  questions  forward.  If  they  had 
that  co-operation,  they  would  not  be  in 
the  ridiculous  position  in  which  they 
found  themselves  at  the  present  moment. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  not  pursue  the 
obstructive  tactics  which  he  had  an- 
nounced. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  the  result  of  the 
continuance  that  evening  of  the  debate 
would  be  that,  instead  of  one  debate 
to  settle  the  question,' they  would  have 
half-a-dozen  of  small  debates.      Hon. 
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Members  would  recollect  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  un- 
fortunately prechided  from  speaking  at 
the  hour  when  an  important  question  of 
this  sort  should  have  gone  on,  and 
when  it  would  have  received  attention 
in  the  House  and  in  the  Press.  The 
result  would  be  that  in  any  case  an  ad- 
journment must  take  place,  because  there 
were  so  many  Members  from  Ireland 
who  had  a  large  knowledge  of  the  state 
of  affairs,  and  who  would  speak.  The 
question  really  was,  whether  they  should 
adjourn  at  half -past  10  or  half-past  12. 
He  thought  the  Government  had  better 
adjourn  now  and  have  the  matter  pro- 
perly considered  to-morrow. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  would  have 
been  glad  had  the  noble  Lord  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  given  way  earlier 
in  the  evening,  that  they  might  have  heard 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork's  (Mr.  Shaw's) 
views  on  the  subject.  He  thought  now 
that  was  a  time  when  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  should  be  agreed  to.  Some 
little  sympathy  ought  to  be  shown  the 
people  of  Ireland;  and  on  that  question 
his  experience  was  that  it  was  not  the 
custom  of  the  House  to  take  the  debate 
the  same  evening  the  Address  was  pro- 
posed, but  that  it  should  be  postponed 
one  or  two  nights.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  the  question  of  Irish  Members  was 
not  a  question  of  substance,  and  he  ad- 
mitted the  Government  would  have  some- 
thing to  say  in  defence  of  their  policy  of 
the  last  six  months  as  one  not  only  of 
exasperation  but  of  cruelty.  He  thought 
it  was  too  late,  at  11  o'clock,  to  com- 
mence a  debate  on  the  matter.  He  was 
sorry  that  some  hon.  Members  who 
had  taken  great  interest  in  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  were  not  present  to  press 
their  views,  and  he  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  not  attempt 
to  force  the  matter  that  evening  on  that 
account.  

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  un- 
derstood  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  as  a  Vote  of  Censure 
upon  the  Government ;  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, surprised  that  any  attempt  should 
be  made  to  proceed  with  it  until  the  facts 
were  in  the  ix>6S088ion  of  hon.  Members. 
He  wo\dd  suffgest  that  the  House  fihould 
Tote  the  Adaress  and  postpone  the  dis- 
cussion. He  thought  they  should  hear 
what  the  Government  had  to  say  before 
they  proposed  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon 
them. 


Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
the  attention  of  every  foreign  country 
was  directed  to  the  action  that  Gk)vem- 
ment  intended  to  pursue  in  relation  to 
the  distress  in  Ireland.  He  would 
imagine  that  the  Government  ought  to 
be  the  very  first  persons  to  afford  facili- 
ties to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw)  to 
bring  forward  his  case — a  case,  which, 
he  said,  he  would  be  able  to  make  with 
convincing  proof.  Instead  of  doin^  that, 
they,  for  the  sake  of  some  two  nours' 
talk,  said  ''No,  go  on  and  debate  this 
momentous  question  in  the  dark."  He 
scarcely  knew  words  strong  enough  to 
use  to  express  his  disapproval  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  this  matter.  Why  should  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  withhold  their  consent  to  adjourn- 
ment ?  What  could  be  done  in  respect 
of  discussing  the  important  matters  that 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  few 
hours  they  had  at  their  disposal?  Either 
the  Government  had,  or  they  had  not,  a 
complete  and  thorough  answer,  which 
would  show  that  they  had  done  every- 
thing that  could  be  expected  of  them.  If 
they  had,  and  had  brought  to  bear 
every  engine  possible  to  ameliorate  the 
distress  in  Ireland,  he  would  be  but  too 
rejoiced. 

Mb.  O'CLERY  said,  at  that  hour  of  the 
night  it  was  not  proper  to  discuss  this 
matter.  Surely,  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  would  bear 
the  light  of  day,  seeing  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended as  a  Censure  on  the  Ghnremment. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kildare  i^tix. 
Meldon)  that  it  was  absurd  to  proceed 
with  the  discussion  in  the  absence  of 
important  Papers  bearing  on  the  sobjeet 
which  the  G<>vemment  possessed.  He 
coidd  not  understand  the  silence  of  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  on  this  subject 
liberala  at  that  moment  were  only  too 
anxious  to  catch  the  Irish  vote,  and  why 
none  of  them  should  come  forward  now 
and  aid  them  in  their  attempt  to  get  a 
free  consideration  of  this  subject  he 
could  not  imagine.  For  them  to  do  so 
would  be  the  beet  way  to  show  l^eir 
good  feeling  towards  Ireland.  He  sin- 
cerely trusted  the  Government  would 
consider  the  matter,  in  order  thai  they 
might  have  a  fiill  discussion  on  the  sub- 
jei't,  and  so  adjourn  the  debate. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  it  was  only 
proper  that  something  should  be  said  in 
repfy  to  the  aiguments  whidi  liad  been 
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XLsed  ^m  that  side  of  the  House.  He 
supposed,  however,  the  Government 
were  determined  to  carry  their  will  by 
mere  numbers,  and  to  give  no  satisfac- 
tion whatever  to  the  Irish  Members  in 
their  endeavours  to  do  their  duty  to  their 
constituencies.  Their  object  was  an  im- 
portant and  solemn  one.  They  were 
endeavouring  to  do  their  duty  towards 
their  country  by  pressing  for  an  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  not  for  the 
sake  of  popularity,  but  to  insure  as  far 
as  they  could  the  necessity  of  the  Govern- 
ment fully  considering  this  important 
question  of  the  distress  in  Ireland,  with 
a  view  to  its  alleviation.  It  was  dis- 
creditable that  on  that,  the  first  night 
of  the  Session,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  meet  them  in  the  way 
he  had  done. 

Mr.  JOHN  QEOEGE  MaoCAETHY 
joined  in  the  appeal  which  had  been 
made  to  the  Government  to  consent  to 
an  adjournment  of  the  debate.  They 
had  to  deal  with  a  grave  crisis.  There 
was  a  universal  feeling  in  Ireland 
amongst  men  of  all  classes  and  parties 
of  the  intensest  alarm,  a  feeling  of  the 
gravest  apprehension,  at  the  present 
state  of  anairs.  From  all  districts  in 
the  West  and  South  of  Ireland  the  cry 
of  famine  was  reaching  their  ears.  The 
gravest  alarm  existed  in  the  public  mind 
— in  the  mind  of  all  thoughtful  and  con- 
siderate men — and  naturally  and  pro- 
perly the  Bepresentatives  of  Ireland, 
through  their  Leader,  virtually  requested 
permission  when  they  had  an  opportu- 
nity— for  that  was  what  it  came  to^to 
bring  before  the  House  what  appeared 
to  them  to  be  of  far  more  importance 
than  any  foreign  affair  or  distant  war 
whatever,  the  distressed  condition  of 
their  country.  They  desired  to  bring 
before  the  notice  of  hon.  Members  the 
fact  that,  at  the  present  moment,  they 
ought  to  remember  that  within  a  few 
hours'  journey  of  their  own  doors 
hundreds  of  their  own  fellow-citizens 
and  fellow-Christians  were  now  likely 
to  perish  of  famine.  When  the  Irish 
Members  took  the  earliest  opportunity, 
through  their  Leader,  to  suomit  the 
gravest  of  Imperial  questions  engaging 
the  attention  of  this  Imperial  House, 
they  were  denied  permission  to  do  so. 
They  then,  at  a  late  hour  in  the  evening, 
were  asked  to  enter  upon  that  subject. 
He  ventured  to  say  to  the  House  that 
to  80  deal  with  this,  the  greatest  of  Im- 


perial questions,  was  to  trifle  with  it. 
They  in  Ireland  had  been  trying  year 
after  year  to  convince  those  who  thought 
otherwise  that  there  was  justice  to  be 
had  from  fair-minded  Englishmen — 
that  there  was  justice  to  be  had  from 
the  House  of  Commons.  They  would 
henceforth,  if  so  simple  a  request  as  the 
present  were  denied,  then  be  deprived 
of  the  argument,  and  they  would  have 
to  tell  their  feUow-citizens  that  when 
the  lives  of  the  people  were  at  stake, 
when  the  question  at  issue  was  the  lives 
of  Irishmen  and  Irishwomen,  it  was  cast 
aside  for  some  foreign  matter,  or  in 
order  to  consider  some  distant  war,  and 
that,  in  the  next  place,  an  attempt  was 
made  at  a  late  hour  in  the  evening  to 
hurry  the  subject  on. 

The  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  am  very  well  aware  that  the  ques- 
tion which  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
wish  to  discuss — that  of  Irish  distress — . 
is  by  far  the  most  important  one  that  can 
come  under  the  consideration  of  this 
House.  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is 
any  difference  of  opinion  among  us  on 
that  point,  or  that  it  is  one  which  ought  not 
to  be  fully  discussed  whenever  a  proper 
opportunity  occurs.  The  only  question, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  is  what  woiild  be  a 
proper  opportunity — what  will  be  the 
best  opportunity — for  debating  it?  In 
my  humble  opinion,  an  unfortunate' 
course  has  been  taken  in  this  matter  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw).  We  learn  from  Her  Ma» 
jesty's  Speech — and  I  hope  there  will  be 
no  delay  in  the  matter — ^that  the  Govern- 
ment are  about  to  make  proposals  to  the 
House  having  reference  to  the  measures 
they  have  taken,  and  are  about  to  take, 
with  regard  to  the  distress  in  Ireland  ; 
and  therefore,  in  my  opinion,  the  more 
convenient  course  to  take  would  be  to 
wait  and  hear  what  the  Government 
have  to  say  upon  the  matter,  and  what 
proposals  they  intend  to  submit  to  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
however,  gave  Notice,  almost  imme- 
diately after  the  announcement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  of  his  in- 
tention to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  and  we  were  right  in  concluding 
from  that  circumstance  that  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  were  in  a  posi- 
tion to  introduce  the  matter,  irrespective 
of  any  further  information  which  might 
be  laid  before  the  House  by  the  Govern- 
ment.   It  appears  somewhat  inconsistent 
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that  tho  hon.  Member  should  announce 
hiH  willinp^OBS  to  proceed  at  once  with 
the  Motion  condemnatory  of  the  Govern- 
ment proceedings,  and  then  demand  an 
adjournment  of  thedebateon  the  ground 
that  certain  Papers  are  not  in  his  hands. 
As  to  my  havmg  taken  precedence  of 
tho  hon.  Member,  and  as  to  the  course 
of  the  present  discussion,  it  is  to  be  re- 
raomborod  that  II or  Majesty's  Speech 
refers  to  a  variety  of  subjects,  and  that 
it  is  desirable  and  usual  that  the  debate 
on  tho  Address  should  be  of  a  general 
character.     Indeed,  it  is  a  practice  that 
any  lion.  Qentloman  who  wishes  to  say 
anything  in  respect  to  any  one  of  them 
Aliould  Imvo  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
Had  the  present  matter  been  taken  early 
in  tho  evening  the  discussion  on  the  Ad- 
dress would  have  been  confined  to  the 
discussion  of  the  Irish  question.     Al- 
though, as  I  have  already  admitted,  the 
Irisli  (piestion  is  most  important,  still  it 
is  not  tho  only  one  referred  to  in  the 
Iloyal  SptHX'h,   and  I  do  not  think  it 
would  bo  desirable  that  the  consideration 
of  all  tho  other  subjects  referred  to  in 
tho  SpoiH^h  should  have  been  practically 
put  aside  in  order  tliat  that  one  question 
should  bo  now  dolmted.     Having  made 
those  rtnnarks,  I  can  only  say  that  I  re- 
gard tho  demand  for  an  a<^oumment  as 
unTt^$KMiabU\  and  I  cannot,  in  justice  to 
tho  l}ovemment«  think  they  are  bound 
ti>  ci'kttcoilo  it,     I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  tho  coursto  tho  fairest  to  the  Goveni- 
m^nt  and  tho  bo^  fi>r  thejintereats  of 
Irdai\d  is  that  this  important  debate 
should  bo  bo^m  at  tho  most  convexuent 
timo-^that  is  t\^  say«  when  wi»  know  what 
tho  viow*  i>f  tho  liovt>mmont  in  relation 
l\>  tho  quo<!(tion  aro« 

M*i,  MA01X>NAU>  thought  tho  pro- 
|HVatii\i\  wf  iho  hon,  Mombor  iw  Oark 
^Mts  8haw^  a  fair  and  wi$o  ono^  and 
wx^uld  T\^^  t\Mr  in  It  wv^uld  enable  th<» 
lU^u^o  u^  havii^  a  di^cu^siwn.  ik^  as  to 
what  tho  iK^rt^mmoni  int^ndod  t\>d\\  but 
what  ihoY  had  d\Mi<\  and  wKothor  ihor 
had  d\^o  all  ihoy  c\^uld  at  ri^l  tim^^ 
*I1io  \NM\UMitiv\n  \^f  tho  K%>tt,  MottxNNr  f.w 
l\>rk  and  hi«  fVioud»  wiM  that  it  had 
11%^  bo^^  d\>n%^  at  tho  vi^ht  linxi^. 

Mt;.  J.  LOWnUKK  :  5SiT.  I  think  tho 
KvHx  >lo«i\NMr  who  ha*  juM  9«t  dv^wn  ( 
ylltv   XlawKNk^aM'  ^k'^iMi  ti\^  uvslorrtand  J 

iW    ^VMtKM!^     in     whWh    tho    llvHI^i^    »tj 

l^acya.     What  av^  tho  roal  iVt^jt  ^\f  tho 
v>ai*i^  )f    An  Advh>f«Mi  Ka»  Knm  WKv^hi  iii 
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Throne,  and  it  has  been  stated,  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place,  that  Papers  showing  the  course 
which  has  been  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  will  be — in  fact,  that 
they  have  already  been — presented  to 
Parliament,  and  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  in  a  few  hours.  That  is  the 
immediate  ground  for  demanding  that 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned.  Some 
hours  ago,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  rose  in  his 
place  and  endeavoured  to  catch  your  eye, 
for  the  purpose  of  stating  his  views  and 
submitting  an  Amendment  to  the  House. 
He  was  prepared,  apparently,  to  adopt 
that  course  on  grounds  which  conmiended 
themselves  ^to  his  judgment,  without 
waiting  for  any  information  whatever, 
and  without  having  the  slightest  idea  as 
to  the  action  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Some  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  lately,  however,  have  admitted 
most  candidly  that  they  had  no  reliable 
information  whatever  as  to  that  action, 
and  have  said  that  until  they  were  aware 
of  it  they  were  not  prepared  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  it.  In  these  drcnm- 
stances,  we  are  asked  to  adjourn  the 

§  resent  debate  in  order  that  hon.  Gen- 
emen  may  make  tiiemselves  masters  of 
the  Papers  which  have  been  promiBed, 
and  which  will  veiy  shortly,  in  due 
course,  find  their  way  to  hon.  Members. 
The  House  is  aware  that  on  the  first 
nip^t  of  the  Session  Papers  axe  pro- 
mised on  almost  all  matters  which  have 
fonned  the  subject  of  oonsidaratioiL  to 
the  Government  for  many  months  pre- 
viously -^  Papers  on  the  subject  cf 
A^hanistan,  on  the  foreign  relatieiiB  of 
this  coimtrr,  and  on  other  matten.  If 
we  wer&  to  adjonm  the  diaGoasioinof  the 
debate  on  the  Address  milil  all  thoee 
Pap««sare  in  the  hands  of  hott.  M eoibets., 
I  should  Hke  to  know  where  we  wovld 
terminate  this  initial  stage  of  ovir  pro- 
ceedinc^?  If  diis  were  mer^ a  qwe- 
tk\n  ^  a^jonmina:  a  debate  om  va  is* 
tw?«?ling  snbjeict  for  a  ni|^t  or  two,  I 
am  not  pt^^pso^  to  say  that  thoe  wovld 
bo  any  gr^na  leasiLWi  to  vxige  agaimt  it; 
but  what  i»  the  co«ne  whkh  ^he  koa. 
Mombor  for  CVwk  «iki  ^he  Howe  cf 
OVNBimcie^  to  adopt?  fie 
Kn«  infonsMil  that  By  _n^ 
th<^  Chaft<ii^w  of  the 


V, 


o{^\tn£ai^  oC  at 
^MOu^r  with  th»  ^1 


187  MaJMty'i  Most 


IPebrxtaey  5,  1880)  Oraeiou%  Speech,         138 


Ireland;  but  that  is  a  measure  which 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  are 
desirous,  apparently,  of  pushing  far 
away  from  us.  From  past  experience, 
ho  would  be  a  bold  man  who  would  say 
when  a  discussion  such  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wishes  would  terminate.  How 
long  Ireland  might  have  to  wait  for  that 
measure — a  measure  affording  relief  to 
distress — ^I  certainly  should  not  under- 
take to  say.  The  position  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  this.  We  an- 
noimced  our  intention  of  introducing  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  question  of 
distress  in  Ireland.  We  have  promised 
Papers  showing  the  course  which  we 
have  hitherto  adopted.  We  do  not  ask 
the  House  now  to  commit  itself  to  the 
step  which  we  have  taken.  The  Address 
in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  most  gracious 
Speech  contains  no  expression  of  opinion 
whatever  as  to  the  details  of  our  mea- 
sures. It  merely,  so  far  as  I  remember 
its  phraseology,  thanks  Her  Majesty 
for  having  communicated  to  Parliament 
the  facts  contained  in  that  Speech. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  may  entertain  cer- 
tain views  as  to  the  omissions  or  com- 
missions of  the  Government  will  be  in 
no  way  debarred  at  a  future  time  from 
expressing  their  opinions  on  the  subject. 
The  stage  of  Report  upon  the  Address 
will  come  up  in  the  natural  course  of 
events  to-morrow,  and  if  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wishes  to  state  his  views,  then 
he  will  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so ; 
or  perhaps  he  had  better  adopt  the  ad- 
vice of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  and  wait  until 
he  is  aware  of  what  the  action  of  the 
Government  has  been,  and  until  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  intro- 
duced his  Bill.  I  think  that  would  be 
the  most  convenient  course  to  follow. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  had 
argued  as  if  it  was  necessary  that  the 
measure  which  the  Government  proposed 
should  be  carried  through  all  its  stages 
until  it  received  the  Royal  Assent  and 
became  law,  before  anything  could  be 
done  to  relieve  the  g^eat  distress  which 
existed  in  Ireland.  It  would;  indeed, 
be  a  poor  Executive  which  could  do  no- 
thing to  prevent  the  starvation  of  the 
people  until  a  long  and,  perhaps,  com- 

Elicated  measure  had  been  passed  into 
iw.     He  did  not  think  hon.  Members 
need  be  alarmed  at  the  prospect  held  out 


to  them  that  by  adjourning  the  discus- 
sion they  were  interposing  between  the 
Irish  people  and  the  projected  measure 
of  relief.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  gave  the  House  very 
good  reason  why  there  should  be  delay 
in  the  discussion.  He  seemed  to  throw 
blame  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  because  he  was  ready,  at  an  earlier 
stage  of  the  evening,  to  give  the  House 
his  views  on  the  subject  without  waiting 
for  the  Papers  promised  by  the  Govern- 
ment. But  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw) 
was  acting  with  perfect  consistency. 
The  hon.  Member  fbr  Cork  was  willing 
to  go  on  with  the  discussion  at  first,  be- 
cause he  had  not  then  had  the  promised 
Papers,  and  knew  nothing  of  their  ex- 
istence; but  he  had  subsequently  re- 
ceived them,  and  he  saw  that  they  mi^ht, 
perhaps,  throw  a  great  deal  of  new  hght 
on  the  matter ;  therefore,  when  he  saw 
that,  it  was  quite  natural  that  he  should 
wish  for  a  httle  time  to  fully  consider 
them.  He  did  not  think  much  time  would 
be  lost  by  the  concession  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  about  to  give.  The  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had 
said  it  was  usual  in  the  House  to  have 
a  general  discussion  on  the  Address  in 
the  first  instance.  But  that  was  a  mere 
piece  of  ceremonial  which  he  apparently 
thought  of  more  importance  than  a 
famine  threatening  a  population.  He 
thought  the  Government  would  act  wisely, 
and  would  lose  no  time,  by  granting  the 
concession  asked  to  the  Irish  ^Members ; 
and  he  must  say  he  could  not  but  join 
in  the  expressions  of  regret  that  they 
had  not  had  the  assistance  of  more 
English  Members  in  their  efforts  to  ob- 
tain the  slight  concession  asked  from  a 
somewhat  unwilling  Government. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  had  remarked  on 
the  fact  that  the  Irish  Members  had  not 
waited  to  learn  from  the  Papers  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case ;  but  it  was  a  re- 
markable fact  that  there  were  some  SO  or 
40  Representatives  of  Ireland  who  were  so 
ignorant,  having  used  their  eyes  and  ears 
in  Ireland  for  the  past  five  or  six  months, 
and  the  Government  action  had  been  so 
secret — so  impossible  to  discover — in  the 
saving  of  life,  that  they  were  charged 
with  ignorance  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  were  told  that  in  some  Papers  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table  that  every  revelation 
would  be  made.   He  never  heard  a  more 
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fallacious  proposition.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  dealt  equitably  with  the 
famine  in  Ireland,  then  their  efiPorts 
must  be  notorious.  If  their  efforts  had 
been  efforts  of  which  they  knew  nothing  in 
*  Ireland,  such  efforts  were  a  failure;  and 
they  would  have  Irish  Members  forgot 
that  they  were  sent  there  to  denounce 
the  inaction — the  culpable  inaction  of 
the  Government  during  the  past  six 
months  in  Ireland.  Ho  was  astonished 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  say  the  question  of  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  was  a  minor 
matter.  They  knew  very  well  what  the 
Parliament  of  England  would  do  if  to- 
morrow an  enemy  were  surrounding  our 
shores,  and  threatening  a  hostile  inva- 
sion. Well,  there  was  an  enemy  already 
invading  the  shores  of  Ireland,  and  one 
which  they  had  historical  reason  to  dread 
— an  enemy  that  had  on  former  occasions 
slain,  not  10,000  of  their  countrymen,  as 
in  the  Battle  of  Hastings,  but  an  enemy 
that  had  whitened  the  soil  of  Ireland 
with  the  bones  of  victims  to  be  counted, 
not  by  thousands,  but  by  tens  and  hun- 
dreds of  thousands;  and  they  wanted 
Parliament  to  do  in  regard  to  that  enemy 
what  it  would  do  if  an  enemy  were  me- 
nacing its  shores  with  an  invasion,  and 
not  allow  it  to  waste  six  months  in 
allowing  that  enemy  to  commit  such 
ravages  as  it  had  done.  They  could  not 
go  to  the  Castle  gates,  and  create  a  noise 
in  the  portals.  They  had  to  reserve  for 
this  occasion  the  indignation  they  felt, 
and  the  accusation  they  had  against  the 
Government.  They  wanted  Parliament, 
if  it  was  competent  to  deal  with  Irish 
public  emergencies,  to  say  that  every- 
thing should  be  suspended  until  this 
crisis  was  adequately  dealt  with,  and 
that  the  Minister  who  allowed  the  enemy 
to  steal  upon  us  should  be  adequately 
censured.  He  had  been  urged  to  insist 
upon  this  matter  being  brought  forward 
at  the  earliest  opportunity ;  and  this 
course  was  the  more  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  contemptuous  indifference 
with  which  the  Government  had  treated 
the  representations  addressed  to  them 
some  months  ago  by  three-fourths  of  tlie 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish  people.  He 
had  a  bitter  recollection  of  what  took 
place  in  Ireland  in  1846  and  1847.  He 
saw  it  all,  and  he  recollected  the  scenes 
that  occurred  with  horror  and  indigna- 
tion. It  was  said  that  the  Irish  nation 
beemed  to  have  forgotten  the  noble  gene- 
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rosity  of  the  English  people  in  1846-7. 
He  had  never  failed  to  express  in  Ire- 
land or  in  England  the  gratitude  the 
Irish  nation  should  ever  remember  for 
the  individual  action  of  many  private 
ladies  and  gentlemen  at  that  time,  and 
had  always  advised  his  countrymen  to 
be  thankful  too ;  but  the  secret  why  this 
appcirent  forgetfulness  was  general  was 
because  the  Irish  people  saw  that  the 
wealth  of  the  Government  was  withheld, 
and  that  work  was  thrown  upon  the  inef- 
ficacious agency  of  private  cnarity  which 
the  Government  themselves  shoidd  have 
done.  In  1846-7,  they  saw  people  perish 
in  Ireland  by  hundreds — and  in  his  own 

Earish  that  was  so — ^because  they  then 
ad  a  Government  almost  as  inactive  as 
that  now  presided  over  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.  In  1846  there  was 
much  circumlocution,  but  nothing  was 
accomplished.  They  who  saw  the  fear- 
ful slaughter  then  were  alarmed  now,  as 
they  recollected  those  memories,  and 
compared  what  they  saw  then  with  that 
which  was  happening  now  before  their 
eyes.  The  Government  of  itself  stood 
condemned.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
desired  to  discuss  this  matter,  but  was 
not  allowed  to  go  on,  for  the  Govern- 
ment told  them  nothing  could  be  known 
of  what  they  were  doing  except  through 
the  Papers  on  the  T^ble.  He  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  himself  felt  very  strongly  on 
this  subject,  for  Irishmen  had  reason  to 
feel  very  deeply  on  the  matter.  They 
did  not  merely  wish  to  criticize  the  Go- 
vernment's good  intentions ;  but  they 
wanted  to  point  out  the  failings  of  the 
Government.  Last  Whitsuntide  he  and 
a  few  other  hon.  Members  stood  up  in 
their  places  in  the  House  and  warned 
the  Government  that  this  would  occur. 
They  knew  that  they  were  speaking  to 
deaf  ears.  They  were  charged  with  ex- 
aggeration, and  they  were  told  that  they 
were  panic-mongers.  And  n6w,  fore- 
warned and  forearmed,  what  had  the 
Government  done  ?  Why,  there  was  not 
any  part  of  Ireland  in  which  £10,000  or 
£20,000  had  been  expended  to  relieve  the 
distress ;  and  yet  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, if  many  of  its  panegyrists  were  to 
bo  believed,  were  called  the  greatest  Go- 
vornmont  in  Europe  or  the  world.  Let 
them  look  at  the  prompt  action  of  the 
French  Government  in  the  late  case  of 
the  inundations  of  the  Loire ;  let  them 
remember  the  vigorous  measures  taken 
by  the  Austrian  and  Hungarian  Ooyem- 
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znontB  when  a  great  flood  distressed  their 
country,  and  compare  those  instances 
with  the  inactivity  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  This  great,  magnificent 
Qovemment  had  done  so  little  in  seven 
months,  that  it  could  only  be  discovered 
by  a  printed  Paper  pushed  across  the 
Table.  He  complained — or,  rather,  he 
arraimed  the  Government  as  guilty  be- 
fore Heaven  and  that  House  of  oeing  the 
cause  of  the  misery,  the  crimes,  and 
disoi^ers  in  Ireland.  He  repeated  that 
they  were  guilty  of  causing  the  crimes 
and  disorder  in  Ireland  by  not  taking 
the  active  steps  which  they  ought  to 
have  done  to  meet  the  distress.  The 
Government  knew  of  the  danger  before 
it  came,  and  they  could  have  done  seven 
months  ago  what  they  proposed  to  do 
next  week.  But  it  was  omj  when  the 
voice  of  passion  was  heard  that  the  Go- 
vernment began  to  move.  The  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  this  matter  taught 
them  again  the  lesson  that  when  the 
Bepresentatives  of  Ireland  tried  to  urge 
in  a  reasonable  manner  the  claims  and 
necessities  of  their  country  on  the  Go- 
vernment they  were  ignored,  and  that  it 
was  only  by  the  force  of  passion  or  de- 
spair that  the  Government  could  be  got 
to  do  anything  at  all. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  of  the  existence  of  a  deep  and 
generous  sjrmpathy  felt  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  the  distress  in  Ireland  ;  but  he 
really  did  think  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
near  him  were  placed  in  a  very  unplea- 
sant position,  this  most  important  ques- 
tion of  the  condition  of  Ireland  having 
been  pushed  on  until  a  late  hour.  The 
whole  night  had  been  allowed  to  pass 
before  they  could  bring  the  question  be- 
fore the  House,  when  they  really  ought 
to  have  had  the  matter  fully  discussed 
and  fully  debated.  They  all  knew  what 
the  Government  could  do  in  the  case  of 
an  emergency,  and  they  could  do  just  as 
they  pleased.  Three  years  ago  the  Go- 
vernment, as  part  of  its  high-8j)irited 
foreign  policy,  spent  £4,000,000  for 
the  purchase  of  shares  in  the  Suez 
Canal.  There  should  not  have  been  any 
delay  in  putting  measures  for  the  relief 
of  Irish  distress  into  execution.  He 
hopedi  therefore,  that  this  debate  would 
be  adjourned  until  to-morrow  night, 
80  that  immediate  steps  could  bo  taken. 

Sir  UENHY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  it  was  a  pity  that,  instead  of  wast- 
ing time  in  thifl  discussion  on  the  ad- 


journment, they  had  not  debated  the 
Address,  and  continued  it,  if  necessary, 
to-morrow  evening.  He  rose  to  answer 
one  or  two  questions  which  had  been 
addressed  to  the  Government  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  in  the  course  of  the 
conversation  as  to  their  intentions  with 
respect  to  certain  Bills.  He  was  able 
to  state  that  the  Employers  and  Work- 
men's Liability  Bill  would  be  introduced 
in  the  other  House  and  referred  to  a 
Committee.  It  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  tore-introduce  the  Copy- 
right Bill  this  Session. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  62  ;  Noes 
174  :  Majority  112.— (Div.  List,  No.  1.) 

Mb.  shell  then  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Sheil.) 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE :  I  presume  that  this  Motion  is 
only  proposed  formally  with  the  view  of 
again  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  I  resisted  that  Motion,  because 
I  thought  it  was  rather  an  occasion  for 
acting  instead  of  talking.  However,  if 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  is  withdrawn,  I  will  consent  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  SHAW :  I  am  sorry  to  say,  Sir, 
that  I  think  the  division  wo  have  just 
taken  is  a  very  unfortunate  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  ;  but  it  is  in  no  way 
due  to  the  Irish  Members.  I  intended 
to  ask  the  House  to  adjourn  this  debate, 
and  I  privately  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  whether  they  would  agree  to 
that  course.  I  left  them  under  the  im- 
pression that  they  would  agree  to  the 
adjournment.  If  they  had  said  **  No  " 
distinctly,  I  should  not  have  hesitated  to 
have  moved  my  Amendment,  with  a 
view  of  partially  debating  it  to-night. 
Therefore,  we  have  to  thank  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  what 
has  occurred.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man informed  us  that  there  were  some 
very  important  Papers  which  would 
be  placed  in  our  hands  to-morrow 
morning ;  and,  therefore,  I  thought  that 
they  would  at  once,  in  consequence, 
agree  to  an  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
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As  for  myself,  I  may  say  that  I  was 
prepared  to  condemn  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  without  having  further  in- 
formation than  we  have,  and,  in  fact,  I 
took  the  reference  to  the  Papers  which 
are  to  be  produced  as  an  indication  that 
the  Government  were  anxious  to  have 
the  debate  adjourned.  I  think  I  may 
say  that  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  inter- 
fering unnecessarily  in  this  House,  and 
in  what  I  have  done  in  moving  my 
Amendment  I  thought  that  I  was  dis- 
charging my  duty,  and  acting  in  no 
other  spirit.  I  feel  that  I  have  been 
placed  in  a  very  unpleasant  and  painful 
position  in  consequence  of  the  absence 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  He  has  gone  out  of  the 
House  for  some  time,  and  under  the 
circumstances  I  consider  it  very  unusual. 
I  believe  that  this  has  all  arisen  in  con- 
sequence of  want  of  precision  and  de- 
cision on  the  part  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  decided  at  once  when 
I  asked,  I  should  certainly  have  resolved 
to  go  on  with  the  debate  to-night. 

TnE  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  claim  the  indul- 
gence of   the   House.      I  must  say  I 
cannot  understand  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  is  talking  about;  but  I 
suppose  he  refers  to  a  few   words  he 
passed  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  and  myself  behind 
the  Speaker's  Chair.     The  hon.  Member 
intimated  his  wish  to  adjourn  the  de- 
bate, and  I  replied  that  the  debate  could 
not  be  adjourned,  but  that  the  wishod- 
for  discussion  could  be  entered  into^n  the 
Iteport  on  the  Address  to-morrow,  when 
a  statement  would  be  made  as  to  the 
plans  of  the  Government.      The  hon. 
Member  did  not  seem  to  bo  contented 
with  that,  which  was  all  that  was  said. 
I  had  certainly  never  said  that  I  was 
in  favour  of  the   adjournment   of  the 
debate.    I  am  sorry  that  any  misunder- 
standing should  have  arisen,  for  I  have 
always    found    the     hon.     Gentleman 
straightforward   in    his    dealings  with 
the   House.      But  J I   think    that  it    is 
highly  inconvenient  that  these  private 
conversations  should  be  made  the  sub- 
jects of  discussions  in  the  House;  be- 
cause the  disclosure  of  them  will  make 
it  difficult  for  others  to  take  place.  What 
I  said  was,  that  it  would  be  better  to  ag^ee 
to  ihe  Address  to-night  and  discuss  the 
condition  of  Ireland  on  the  Report.    If 
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that  had  been  done  we  should  not  have 
lost  time,  and  I  could  have  made  my 
statement  as  to  tilie  intentions  of  the 
Government  in  moving  the  Report.  I 
now  consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and  at  its  close  I  shall  make  the 
statement  which  I  think  it  my  duty  to 
make. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-wtorrow.   * 

Hoose  adionzned  at  a  quarter 
bdore  Twelve  </clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
IViday,  6th  Febrmry,  1880. 


ArrNUTES.]— 5a/  Firtt  in  T^rliamemt^The 
Earl  of  Ashbumham,  after  the  death  of  his 
father;  The  Lord  Skene  (Earl  of  Fife),  after 
the  death  of  his  father. 


MEDICAL  ACT  (1868)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

TnE  Makquess  of  RIPON  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  (Jordon),  What 
were  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  to  medical 
legislation  this  Session  ? 

TiiE  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON :  A  BiU  on  this  subject  wiU 
be  introduced  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  A  measure  on  the  question 
passed  your  Lordships'  House  last  year, 
and  the  Bill  of  the  present  year  will  be 
referred  to  the  same  Committee  which 
considered  the  measure  of  last  year,  in 
the  hope  of  our  being  able  to  legislate 
on  the  subject.  But,  of  course,  that 
will  depend  very  much  on  the  progress 
of  the  labours  of  the  Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next. 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  6th  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  Committee— Standing 
Orders,  nominated ;  Selection,  fwminated. 

Public  Bills — Resolutions  in  Committee — Ordered 
— First  Reading — Colonial  Chartered  Banking 
Companies  •  [4] ;  Partnerships  •  [26]  ;  Mer- 
chant Shipping  (Grain  Cargoes)*  [27];  Spirits 
in  Bond*  [42];  Excisable  Liquors  Traffic 
(Scotland)  •  [49]  ;  Companies  Acts  Amend- 
ment* [62]. 

Ordered — First  Reading — Relief  of  Distress  (Ire- 
land) [1] ;  Criminal  Code  [2] ;  Bankruptcy 
Law  Amendment  [3] ;  Artizans'  and  La- 
bourers' Dwellings  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act  (1875)  Amenioaent*  [6] ;  County  Courts* 
[6] ;  Lunacy  Law  Amendment  *  [7] ;  Ulster 
Tenant  Right*  [8] ;  Vaccination*  [9] ;  Medi- 
cal Act  (1858)  Amendment*  [101;  Law  of 
Ejectment  Suspension  (Ireland)  •  [11]  ;  Sligo 
Borough    (Ireland)*   [12];    Intestates    Real 


(1878^  Amendment  *  [16] ;  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings ^Scotland)  (Warnings  to  remove)*  [17] ; 
IMamed  Women's  Property  Acts  1870  and 
1874  Amendment  *  [18] ;  Political  Prisoners  * 
191;    Poor    Law    Guardians    (Election    by 


lot)  (Ireland)  *  [20] ;  Poor  Law  Guardians 
•   [21] ;    Empl 
Injuries  to  Servants  *  [22] ;  Marriage  Laws 


(Ireland)*   [21];    Employers'    Liability   for 


Amendment  *  [23] ;  Waste  Lands  (Ireland)  ♦ 
[24J  ;  Volunteer  (iorps  (Ireland)  *  [25] ;  Mu- 
nicipal Franchise  (Ireland).*  [28] ;  Employers 
and  Workmen  Act  (1875)  (Extension  to  Sea- 
men) *  [29];  Leases  *  jfaOJ  ;  Landlord  and 
Tenant  (Ireland)  Act  (1870)  Amendment* 
'31] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundav 


mcnt*  [35];  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)  *  [36] ; 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  (No.  2)* 
[37];  Tithe  Commutation*  [381;  Hours  of 
Polling  (Boroughs)  *  [391 ;  Entail  and  Settle- 
ment *  [40];  Blind  and  Deaf-Mutc  Chil- 
drcn*  [41];  Municipal  Corporations  (Pro- 
perty Qualification  Abolition)  *  [43] ;  Marrit^d 
Women's  Property  (Scotland)  *  [44] ;  Landed 
Proprietors  (Ireland)  *  [45]  ;  Bankruptcy 
Act  (1869)  Amendment*  [46]  ;  Criminal 
Code  (No.  2)  *  [471 ;  Seed  Potatoes  (Irtland)  • 
[48] ;  Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  *  [50]  ; 
Ancient  Monument**  [51];  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  on  Sunday*  [53];  Registra- 
tion of  Voters  (Ireland)  *  [54] ;  County  In- 
firmaries (Ireland)  *  [55]  ;  Births  and  Deaths 
Registration  (Ireland)  *  [561  ;  Employers' 
Li^iUty  (Railway  Servants)*  [57];  Per- 
petuity Leases  (Ireland)  *  [58 J. 


QUESTIONS. 

INDIA— DESPATCH  OF  1869— "THE 
EMPRESS  OF  INDIA." 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  the  Under  Secretsiry  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  there  exists  in  the  ar- 
chives of  the  India  Office  a  telegraphic 
despatch  transmitted  to  India  in  1869, 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  for  commu- 
nication to  the  Ameer  of  Cabul,  in 
which,  amongst  other  titles.  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen  is  designated  as  Empress  of 
India ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  lay  a  Copy  of  such 
despatch  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Sir,  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  this  telegram  was 
sent  were  these  :  After  the  conclusion  of 
the  conference  with  Lord  Mayo  in  1869, 
it  was  decided  to  send  a  friendly  mes- 
sage to  the  Ameer,  Shere  Ali,  in  answer 
to  one  received  from  him  addressed  to 
Her  Majesty.  A  telegram  was  accord- 
ingly prepared  by  the  Political  Depart- 
ment at  the  India  Office,  and  submitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India.  The 
telegram  was  headed  *'  From  the  Queen 
of  England,"  which  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
altered — apparently  in  his  own  hand- 
writing— to  *'  the  Queen  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  and  Empress  of  India,"  and 
in  that  form  it  was  sent  to  the  Ameer. 
There  can  be  no  objection  to  producing 
the  telegram,  if  it  is  thought  worth 
while  to  do  so. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  ex- 
pressed  a  wish  that  the  telegram  should 
be  presented  to  the  House  in  fae  simile. 
[^Laughter,"] 

AFGHANISTAN— NEGOTIATIONS 
BETWEEN   RUSSIA  AND  THE  AMEER 

Mr.  ASHBURY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  received 
any  communication  from  the  Indian 
Government  to  the  effect  that  official  or 
other  documents  were  found  in  Cabul,  or 
elsewhere,  indicating  that  the  Russian 
Government,  or  its  agents,  had  opened 
negotiations  with  the  late  Ameer 
Shere  Ali,  or  Yakoob  Khan,  prejudicial 
to  the  interests  of  British  India,  and  in 
contravention  of  the  documentary  under- 
standings between  the  two  Governments 
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that  Afghanistan  was  beyond  the  sphere 
of  BuBsian  interests  or  designs? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  in  answer 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
also  in  answer  to  a  similar  Question  of 
irhich  Notice  has  been  given  on  this 
subject  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  I  have  to 
say  that  it  ia  true  that  certain  Itussian 
Correspondence  has  been  discovered  at 
Cabul,  and  is  now  in  the  possession  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  is  not, 
as  my  hon.  Friend  will  have  observed, 
included  in  the  Papers  circulated  this 
morning ;  and  Her  Maieaty's  Govern- 
ment, after  very  carefiu  consideration, 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  not  at  present  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  Public  Service  to  produce  that 
Correspondence,  or  to  give  any  informa- 
tion aa  to  its  contents. 

8m  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
after  what  oocurred  yesterday,  ho  would 
not  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Oovernment  were 
in  possession  of  information  which  would 
show  the  total  number  of  Afghans  exe- 
cuted by  Her  Majesty's  Forces  since  the 
beginning  of  Octaber  last,  and  the 
charges  on  which  they  were  executed ; 
but  he  should  like  to  know  when  the 
Report  stated  to  be  on  its  way  &om  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts  might  be  expected  to 
be  received  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope,  in  repl;y,  said,  he 
could  give  no  definite  information  on  the 
subject.     It  might  arrive  by  any  mail. 

AFGHANISTAN— THE  TKEATY  OF 
GANDAMAK, 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  askod 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  will  now  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  Schedule 
annexed  to  the  Treaty  of  Peace  con- 
cluded at  Gandamak  on  the  26th  May 
1879,  omitted  from  the  Paper  laid  before 
ParUament  on  the  1st  July  1879j  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  sketch  map  showing  the 
limits  of  the  districts  aesigoed  to  tho 
British  Oovernment  for  protection  and 
administrative  control,  as  defined  in  the 
schedule  above  mentioned  ? 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE :  Sir,  we  have 
not  received  the  Schedule  in  question 
&om  India.  The  House  will  probably 
recollect  that  the  precise  limits  of  the 
districts  assi^ed  to  the  British  Govern- 
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ment  for  protection  and  administrative 
control  were  to  be  defined  by  a  Com- 
mission ;  but  from  the  nnfortnnate 
events  of  September  last  it  is  very  pro- 
bable that  the  work  has  not  been  com- 
pleted ;  but  as  soon  as  a  sketch  map 
showing  the  Hmits  can  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  Ishall  be  happy  to  do  it.  As  to 
the  Schedule,  I  am  not  quite  sure  whe- 
ther it  has  been  ootuaUy  prepared,  be- 
cause it  depended  upon  the  limits  fixed 
by  the  Boundary  Commission. 

MEECANTILB  MAEINE  —  LIGHTS  ON 
FISHING  VESSELS  AT  SEA. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther the  Board  of  Trade  have  considered 
the  memorials  presented  to  them  from 
the  fishing  interests  of  Folkestone, 
Great  Grimsby,  Great  Tarmouth,  and 
other  ports,  conplaining  of  the  proposed 
regulationB  of  tho  Board  as  respects 
lights  to  be  enforced  upon  the  owners 
of  fishing  vessels  at  sea ;  and,  whether 
the  recommendations  of  the  memorials 
will  be  complied  with ;  or,  if  not,  whether 
it  will  be  proposed  to  remit  the  subject 
to  the  invest^ation  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  J.  0.  TALBOT:  Sir,  my  noble 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  very  carefully  considered  tho 
Memorials  referred  to,  as  well  as  other 
similar  Memorials  from  other  places, 
and  upon  receiving  them  at  once  ap- 
pointed Commissioners  to  visit  certain 
ports,  confer  with  the  parties  interested, 
and  investigate  and  report  upon  the 
whole  subject.  That  Report  has  not  yet 
been  received,  but  ia,  I  understand,  in 
a  very  forward  state.  Until  it  has  been 
received  and  considered,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  give  a  more  definite  answer 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  THE  IlEGISTEAB 
OENEBAI,— DR.  FAHR. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  why,  in 
filling  the  office  of  Chief  Registrar,  the 
forty-two  years'  services  of  Dr.  Farr 
were  ignored,  and  tho  public  deprived 
of  his  aid  in  the  new  census  ? 

Ma.  8CLATER-B00TH:  Sir,Iunder- 
stand  from  the  Prime  Minister,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  advise  the  Crown  in  re- 
gard to  this  office— the  office,  that  is, 
of  Registrar  General,  not  "Chief  Be- 
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gietror,"  ae  stated  ia  the  Questiou — that 
He  was  satisfied  that  the  state  of  Dr. 
Fair's  healtli  was  aloae  aufScient  to 
render  it  inoipedioat  to  appoint  him  to 
any  arduous  and  laborious  post. 

Me.  ANDERSON  :  As  I  do  not  con- 


sider that  answer  of  the  right  hon.  G< 
Notice  that  I  will  take  an  early  oppor- 


tleman  quite  satisfactory,  I  beg  to  gin 


AFRICA  (WEST)-TilE  GOLD  COAST. 
Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  it  be  true 
that  the  Governor  of  the  Gold  Coast  has 
been  acquiring,  or  endeavouring  to  ac- 
quire, territory  from  native  kings  or 
chiefs  by  offers  of  money  and  rum,  and 
if  his  proceedings  have  been  sanctioned 
by  Her  Majesty^e  Government  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEACH:  Sir, 
I  will  endeavour  to  state  what  has  ac- 
tually occurred  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
There  is  a  point  just  outside  the  existing 
limits  of  the  Gold  Coast,  where  the  head 
of  the  lagoon  that  affords  water  com- 
munication with  the  interior  of  the  Pro- 
tectorate approaches  very  near  to  the 
sea-shore.  It  was  found  tiiat  smuggling 
stations  had  been  for  some  time  estab- 
lished at  that  point,  and  tho  result  was 
a  very  considerable  loss  to  the  revenues 
of  the  Colony,  which,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  doubUess  aware,  are  mainly  do- 
rived  from  Customs'  duties.  The  Go- 
vernor of  the  Gold  Coast  was,  therefore, 
directed  to  negotiate  with  the  Chiefs  and 
people  of  the  district,  with  the  view  of 
including  it  within  the  Colony.  He  has 
obtained  f^eements  from  them  to  this 
effect,  which  are  now  under  tho  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
the  terms  on  which  the  cession  is  pro- 
posed to  bo  made  being  an  annual  pay- 
ment of  about  £325,  and  liberty  to  im- 
Jort  a  certain  quantity  of  spirits  freo  of 
uty.  The  whole  oxtont  of  territory  ceded 
is  about  five  or  six  miles  in  length,  and 
from  one  mile  to  two  miloa  in  breadth. 

CHINA— THE  CHEEFOO  CON^'EKTION. 
Me.  MARK  STEWART  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  the  trade  clauses  of  tue 
Cheefoo  Convention  have  yet  boon  rati- 
fied ;  if  any  communication  has  been  re- 
ceived from  Sir  Thomas  Wade  as  to  the 
negotiations  on  tho  subjoot  of  Pekin  ; 


and,  if  he  will  lay  the  Papers  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mk,  BOURKE  :  Sir,  negotiations  are 
going  on  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Chinese  Government 
upon  this  subject.  We  have  received 
several  communications  lately  from  Sir 
Thomas  Wade.  The  negotiations  are 
not  yet  completed,  and,  of  course,  until 
they  are  completed,  it  would  be  prema- 
ture to  state  their  purport  to  the  House. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IBELAND)— THE 
LONQFORD  UNION. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Longford  Board  of  Guardians  ap- 

Slied  early  in  last  December  to  the  Local 
ovommont  Board  for  Ireland  to  have 
Longford  Union  included  in  the  Sche- 
dule of  Unions  in  which  loans  wero 
offered  to  landowners  on  special  terms, 
stating  that  employment  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  prevent  distress,  and  that  the 
landowners  of  the  union  were  willing  to 
provide  the  employment  if  afforded  the 
special  facilities  for  borrowing ;  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  refused 
this  application,  several  proposals  from 
landowners  for  loans  being  then  actually 
before  the  Board  of  Works;  whether 
the  guardians  repeated  their  applica- 
tion, advising  tho  Board  that  distress 
was  increasing  and  would  soon  become 
serious ;  whether  the  appllcatiou  being 
again  refused  the  guardians  addressed 
a  remonstrance  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  sent  a  memorial  to  the  Lord 
Lioutenaut ;  whether  since  the  last  re- 
jection of  the  application  severe  distress 
has  boon  roportod  from  several  districts 
in  tho  Longford  Union ;  whether  this 
distress  and  the  consequent  necessity  for 
demands  on  public  charity  might  havo 
been  prevented  if  the  application  of  tho 
guartons  had  boon  complied  with  at 
iirst ;  whether  tho  Scheduled  Unions  ore 
not  chiefly  those  in  which  meetings  in 
favour  of  land  reform  have  been  held  ; 
and,  if  he  would  state  why  relief  has 
not  been  afforded  to  Longford  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Sir,  I  saw  the 
hon.  Member's  Question  only  this  morn- 
ing, and  have  not,  therefore,  been  able 
to  refer  to  the  authorities  for  the  infor- 
mation which  is  necessary  in  order  to 
answer  it  properly,  so  that  I  fear  I  may 
bo  unablo  to  answer  it  quite  in  the  terms 
in  which  it   is  put.     But  I  remember 
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that  the  Longford  Union  did  make  ap- 
plicatioa  to  be  added  to  the  Schedule  of 
Unions  in  which  loans  wore  offered  to 
landowners.  This  Memorial  was,  ac- 
cording to  the  usual  praotice,  referred 
to  the  Inspector  of  the  district  by  the 
Local  Gkivemment  Board,  and,  acting 
on.  his  reconunendation,  the  applica- 
tion was  refused,  the  Local  Government 
Board  being  of  opinion  that  there  was 
no  exceptional  distress  in  tho  district  to 
warrant  it.  The  Guardians  did  repeat 
the  apphcation.  I  understand,  also,  that 
a  further  application  was  made  direct  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who,  after  a  careful 
conaideratioo  of  the  subject  by  the  Irish 
GoTomment,  returned  an  answer  to  the 
Memorial.  Tho  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me 
later  on  whether  severe  distress  has  been 
rejwrted  from  several  districts  in  tho 
Longford  Union  since  the  last  rejection 
of  the  application.  Representation  a  have 
been  made  from  time  to  time  of  the  pre- 
valence of  distress  in  that  and  other 
Unions,  and  those  representations  have 
been,  in  accordance  with  the  general 
practice,  referred  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  the  local  authorities. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  me  further  whe- 
ther the  Scheduled  Unions  are  not  chiefly 
those  in  which  meetings  in  favour  of 
land  reform  have  been  held.  I  believe 
it  to  bo  the  case  that  the  promoters  of 
meetings  on  the  subject  of  land  tenure 
have  very  generally  called  them  in  dis- 
tricts which,  OQ  account  of  the  distress 
prevailing  in  them,  have  been  addod  to 
the  Schedule;  but  I  need  scarcely  say 
that  the  action  of  the  Government  was 
in  no  way  influenced  by  the  proceedings 
of  those  or  any  other  meetings. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IKELAND)— 
THE  PAPERS. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  When  the  Papers 
on  the  Irish  distress,  which  were  bo 
freely  promised  last  night,  will  bo  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOAVTHER:  I  believe  the 
utmost  despatch  has  been  used  with  re- 
gard to  these  Papers.  They  arc,  how- 
ever, in  the  Department  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  not  in  my  own ;  but  I  under- 
stand that  an  arrangement  has  been 
made  by  which  hon.  Gentlemen  shall 
have  them  this  evening,  though  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  things  they  would 
not  be  difitribnted  nntil  to-morrow. 
Jfr.  J.  Lowthtr 


GREECE— THE  PAPERS. 

Ma,  CHAMBEELAIN  asked,  When 
the  Greek  Papers,  promised  yesterday, 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  tiib  EXOHE- 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  he  could  not  an- 
swer off-hand,  as  the  Qnestion  was 
connected  with  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
not  with  his  Department ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  the  Papers  would  be  ready 
very  soon. 

ORBSR     OF    TEE    BAT. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S   MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
ASJOUSNKD  DEBATE.      [SECOND  inaHT.1 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [5th  February.] — 
[See  page  69.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  aaid,  that  as  the 
Forms  of  the  House  precluded  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  county  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  Arom  moving  the  Amendment  to 
the  Address  of  which  he  gave  Notice 
last  night,  he  rose  to  move  it  in  the  hon. 
Member's  place.  That  Amendment  con- 
tained two  distinct  charges  against  the 
Government.  One  was,  that  although 
they  received  timely  and  ample  notice  of 
what  was  about  to  happen  they  failed  to 
take  adequate  measures  for  tho  relief  of 
tho  distress  which  most  unquestionably 
existed  among  a  large  proportion  of  the 
population  in  many  parts  of  Ireland, 
bringing  the  people,  in  many  oases,  to 
the  very  verge  of  starvation.  The  other 
charge  was  that  thev  had  not  Indicated 
I  any  intention  to  deal  with  the  system  of 
-,  laud  tenure  in  Ireland,  which  was  be- 
j  lieved  to  be  at  the  root  of  the  oonstantlv 
recurring  disaffection  and  distress.  With 
regard  to  the  last  charge,  there  was  no 
dispute  or  question  as  to  the  fact.  The 
Government  did  not  profess  any  inten- 
tion to  deal  with  the  system  of  land 
tenure  in  Ireland,  and  so  deeply  im- 
pressed were  the  Irish  Members  with 
the  paramount  necessity  for  such  action 
that  that  consideration  alone  would 
amply  justify  in  their  minds  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  Notice  had  been  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  They 
felt  it  incumbent  upon  them  to   take 
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every  opportunity  of  protestmg  in  the 
strongest  manner  in  their  power  against 
the  neglect  of  the  responsible  Ministers 
of  this  country  to  take  cognizance 
of  public  opinion  in  Ireland.  They 
strongly  protested  against  the  system  of 
government  which  was  carried  on,  not 
m  recognition  of,  but  entirely  ignoring, 
the  demands  which  were  made  Erom  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  It  was 
utterly  impossible  that  the  system  of 
land  tenure  which  prevailed  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  and  which,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  was  considered  to  bo  at  the 
root  of  all  the  evils  resulting  from,  con- 
stantly recurring  distress  in  Ireland, 
could  remain  unchanged.  Justice  might 
be  done  to  the  tenant,  security  of  the  hold- 
iDg  might  be  obtained  for  him,  without 
the  violation  of  any  principle  of  right, 
and  without  inflicting  any  injury  or 
hardship  upon  any  landlord  or  owner 
of  property  in  Ireland.  He  thought 
it  right  to  warn  the  House  and  the 
Government  that  if  they  made  no  at« 
tempt  to  arrive  at  a  reasonable  and 
practical  solution  of  this  question,  other 
attempts,  based,  perhaps,  upon  extrava- 

fant  and  revolutionary  theories,  would 
e  made,  and  the  result  would  be  that 
when  the  Government  should  at  last  be 
compelled  to  take  action  they  would  And 
themselves  very  much  embarrassed.  The 
blame  for  this  would  rest  entirely  upon 
the  Government  themselves  for.having 
constantly  ignored  the  constitutional  ex- 
pression of  the  grievances  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  There  had  been  no  revolu- 
tionary proposals  that  had  not  been  be- 
gotten of  despair  of  constitutional  re- 
forms. If  a  Communist  propaganda 
should  be  established  in  Ireland,  which 
he  hoped  would  never  be  the  case,  it 
would  be  due,  not  to  constitutional  agi- 
tation for  constitutional  rights,  but  to 
unconstitutional  neglect  and  ignoring  of 
the  public  opinion  of  the  country.  It 
was  possible  that  the  Government  and 
the  majority  of  this  House  did  not  feel 
the  reality  of  the  discontent ;  but  they 
must  know  that  of  the  600,000  tenant 
farmers  in  Ireland  500,000  were  con- 
vinced that  all  their  misfortunes,  and 
the  famine,  and  distress  were  due  to  the 
system  of  tenure  of  land.  But  the  Go- 
vernment and  this  House  turned  away 
their  eyes  and  shut  their  ears,  and  what 
was  the  consequence  ?  So  long  as  that 
was  the  case,  uie  Government  could  not 
anticipate  anything  else  but  continued 


discontent  and  an  utter  want  of  sympathy 
with  the  people.  The  one  hope  for  the 
future  welfare  of  the  Irish  people  was 
that  the  time  would  come  when  the  ob- 
jects and  feelings  of  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment would  be  in  harmony  with  those 
of  the  people  whom  they  governed.  The 
Government  ^ere  doing  nothing  to  bring 
about  that ;  and  on  every  occasion  on 
which  they  could  the  Irish  Members 
would  protest  against  a  line  of  policy 
which  was  inconsistent  with  the  tran- 
quillity, the  prosperity,  and  the  best  in- 
terests both  of  Ireland  and  of  the  whole 
Empire.  With  regard  to  the  first  part  of 
the  Amendment  he  would  make  only  a 
few  observations.  like  every  Member  of 
that  House,  he  expected  that  they  should 
have  received  the  Papers  promised  by 
the  Government  the  night  before;  but 
they  had  not  received  those  Papers. 
The  Government  said  that  they  had 
done  everything  necessary,  and  that  they 
had  taken  all  the  measures  which  were 
required  to  meet  the  emergency;  but 
the  reply  to  that  was  the  terrible  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  and  accounts  which 
they  received  from  all  quarters  of  the 
state  of  affairs  bordering  on  famine. 
Men  and  women  had  already  died  for 
want  of  food  within  the  last  few  weeks, 
and  many  others  had  entered  into  the 
initial  stages  of  the  horrible  disease  of 
famine.  The  condition  of  Ireland  was 
well  known,  not  only  from  Inspectors 
and  local  authorities,  but  they  had  re- 
ceived reports  from  newspaper  corre- 
spondents and  from  the  relief  commit- 
tees all  over  the  country.  It  was  no 
use  to  rely  solely  on  the  reports  of  In- 
spectors, and  ignore  other  sources  of 
information.  Then  what  were  the  Go- 
vernment measures  which  had  been  so 
much  spoken  of?  At  an  early  stage 
they  recommended  the  Board  of  Works  to 
maKe  advances  to  landowners  and  others 
for  the  purpose  of  making  improvements. 
Well,  mat  was  a  failure.  He  should  like 
to  know  how  many  people  had  really 
been  employed  by  means  of  these  loans 
in  the  worst  districts  of  the  country,  and 
he  should  like  to  see  how  many  people 
had  been  saved  from  starvation  by  the 
action  of  the  Government?  The  Board 
of  Guardians  had  been  directed  to  lay  in 
stores  of  food  and  fuel ;  but  ho  should 
like  to  know  whether  those  stores  had 
been  distributed  ?  He  did  not  know  of 
a  single  Union  that  had  distributed  re- 
lief in  kind ;  but  he  knew  this — that  but 
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for  the  great  charity  of  private  indi- 
viduals thousands  of  people  would  have 
starved.  He  should  like  also  to  know  what 
had  been  the  result  of  the  other  measures 
about  which  so  much  had  been  said  ?  The 
fact  was  that  they  knew  nothing  about 
what  the  Government  had  done.  They 
only  knew  that  there  was  great  distress  in 
Ireland,  and  that  the  destitution  of  the 
people  was  of  the  most  awful  character. 
The  only  relief  that  had  been  given  was 
from  the  hands  of  relief  committees,  and 
not  from  the  Government.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  part  the  Government 
had  taken  was  like  that  of  a  medical 
officer  who  stood  over  a  man  being 
flogged  to  stay  the  punishment  when 
the  last  limit  had  been  reached.  He 
would  not  further  detain  the  House,  and 
he  would  simply  move  the  Amendment 
of  which  Notice  had  been  given  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork. 

The  O'GORMAN  MAHON  seconded 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words, 
''  We  also  think  it  right  to  represent  to  Your 
Majesty  tiiat  Your  Majesty's  Government,  al- 
though in  possession  of  timely  warning  and 
information,  have  not  taken  adequate  stops  to 
meet  promptly  and  efficaciously  the  severe  dis- 
tress now  existing  and  increasing  in  Ireland; 
and  we  are  of  opinion  that,  in  order  to  avert 
the  horrors  of  famine  from  a  wido  area  in  that 
Country,  the  most  vigorous  measures  are  imme- 
diately necessary ;  and  we  are  further  of  opinion 
that  It  is  essential  to  the  peace  and  prosperity 
of  Ireland  to  legislate  at  once  and  in  a  compre- 
hensive manner  on  these  questions;  and  wo 
humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we  shall 
regard  it  as  the  duty  ox  Parliament,  on  the 
earliest  opportunity,  to  consider  the  necessary 
measures  for  the  purpose,  more  urgently  the 
tenure  of  land,  the  negleot  of  which  by  Parlia- 
ment has  been  the  true  cause  of  constantly 
recurring  dissatisfaction  and  distress  in  Ire- 
land."— (Jfr.  Redmond,') 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
bo  there  added." 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  express  his  regret 
that  any  misunderstanding  should  have 
taken  place  between  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  himself  as  to  the  ad- 
joumment  of  the  debate  on  the  previous 
day.  He  was  quite  willing  to  admit  that  it 
might  have  been  his  fault ;  but  he  had 
been  so  much  lately  in  the  London  fogs 
that  it  took  a  few  days  to  dear  his  in- 
tellect. He  was  sure  that  ihe  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  would  not 
oonsider  that  any  dlBcourtesy  had  been 

Mr.  S^dm^nd 


intended  when  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  attempted 
to  interpose  between  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  House.  He  believed  that  it  was  the 
ancient  practice  to  move  Amendments 
on  the  Address  much  more  frequently 
than  now.  He  did  not  see  any  consti- 
tutional or  any  other  reason  why  that 
practice  should  not  be  continued.  Of 
course,  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
a  general  conversation  on  political  ques- 
tions, provided  there  was  not  before 
the  House  an  Amendment  of  a  very 
serious  nature ;  and  it  had  occurred  to 
some  of  them  that,  as  a  Notice  had  been 
given  of  an  Amendment  on  a  subject 
of  pressing  importance — ^namely,  Irish 
distress — the  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  might  have  given  way 
and  allowed  them  to  have  the  precedence. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  no  aoubt  acted 
according  to  the  usual  practice  of  the 
House,  and  he  might  say  for  himself 
and  his  Friends  that  they  had  nothing 
at  all  to  complain  of.  The  noble  Lord 
occupied  very  nearly  as  difficult  a  position 
in  the  House  as  he  did  himself ;  and  he 
might  be  excused  for  saying  that  the 
noble  Lord  always  performed  his  duties 
with  the  greatest  ability  and  the  greatest 
moderation.  The  hon.Memberfor  Belfast 
(Mr.  J.  P.  Corry),  in  seconding  the  Ad- 
dress last  night,  had  paid  him  some  passing 
compliments.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  no  one  out  of  a  lunatic  asylum  would 
invest  money  in  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland.  Well,  he  supposed  he  might 
regard  himself  as  an  occasionally  sane 
man.  Yet  all  the  money  he  possessed 
was  invested  in  the  South  of  Ireland ; 
and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saving  that 
if  he  had  five  times  as  much  he  would 
go  into  business  and  invest  it  in  land  in 
that  country,  where  capital  was  just  as 
safe  and  as  remunerative  as  in  England. 
Manufacturing  industry  in  Cork  did  just 
as  badly  in  bad  times  and  as  well  in  good 
times  as  it  did  in  Belfast,  and  there  had 
not  been  the  slightest  difficulty  with  the 
workpeople.  He  had  been  engaged  in 
industries  works  in  Cork  and  the  west 
of  the  ooimty,  where  a  larse  number  of 
hands,  the  sons  of  small  utrmors,  were 
employed,  and  those  works  had  been 
ccuried  on  just  as  successfully  as  in  this 
country,  and  without  any  difference  with 
the  men.  He  said,  without  hesitation, 
that  in  proportion  to  their  population 
there  was  just  as  much  local  money  em- 
barked in  trade  and  industry  in  Cork  and 
in  Dublin  as  in  Belfast.     The  Belfast 
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people  thought  very  highly  of  them- 
Belves.  But  there  were  other  places 
besides  Belfast.  The  annual  value  of 
the  entire  linen  trade  of  Ireland  was 
£8,000,000,  whilst  the  value  of  the 
manufactures  of  the  parish  of  Halifax,  in 
Yorkshire,  was  £13,000,000.  Therefore, 
the  people  of  Belfast  should  not  be  so 
bumptious.  In  the  North  of  Ireland, 
however,  they  had  diJSerent  Land  Laws 
from  those  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
The  tenants  had  security,  and  their  sav- 
ings went  into  the  banks,  thus  encourag- 
ing industry.  Tenant  right  was  the  foun- 
dation of  the  prosperity  of  Ulster.  In  some 
of  the  organs  of  the  Press  he  had  seen 
an  account  of  an  interview  between  the 
Prime  Minister  and  one  of  his  followers, 
where  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  fully  discussed,  and  he  thought 
that  must  have  referred  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  J.  P.  Corry). 
The  words  which  that  hon.  Member  used 
last  night  were  almost  identical  with 
those  which  fell  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister on  the  same  evening  in  **  another 
place,"  and  evidently  the  two  personages 
must  have  laid  their  heads  together. 
He  ooidd  imagine  their  devising  for 
the  next  General  Election  the  cry  of 
'*  Disraeli  and  Corry,  and  the  integrity 
of  the  Empire ! "  He  himself,  speaking 
at  a  meeting  in  Dublin  a  few  weeks  ago, 
made  a  bad  joke  about  taking  out  a 
linch-pin — a  joke  so  bad,  that  the  news- 

Eapers  in  this  coimtry  absolutely  thought 
e  was  serious,  and  some  remarks  on  it 
appeared  in  a  leading  article  next  day. 
Well,  he  had  happened  to  walk  to  the 
place  of  meeting  with  a  Belfast  man,  and 
it  was  impossible  for  him,  after  such  an 
experience  as  that,  to  make  a  good  joke. 
Turning,  however,  to  the  Papers  about 
to  be  produced  by  the  Government,  it 
was  unfortunate  that  they  were  not  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  He  had  expected 
to  receive  them  that  morning.  But  the 
Amendments  which  had  been  moved  and 
seconded  condemned  the  Government, 
not  for  what  they  were  going  to  do  in  the 
future,  but  for  what  they  had  not  done 
in  the  past.  It  would  be  extraordinary 
if  they  had  done  anything  wonderful  in 
regard  to  carrying  out  works  to  relieve 
distress  in  Ireland,  and  yet  that  the 
whole  community  should  never  have 
lieard  of  it.  He  complained  that  the 
Government  had  had  tmiely  warning  of 
the  distress  which  was  coming  upon  the 
people  of  Ireland.    The   lut  luvrveet 


was  exceptionally  bad  ;  there  was  a  de- 
ficiency in  the  crops,  the  crops  did  not 
ripen,  and  fuel  as  well  as  food  failed. 
All  that  could  not  but  entail  the  severest 
distress  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
on  the  small  farmers  with  10  or  15  acres. 
Even  the  larger  farmers  had  been  work- 
ing against  three  or  four  bad  years, 
which,  of  course,  took  away  their  savings 
and  'swept  off  the  means  they  had  laid 
up.    It  was,  therefore,  absolutely  cer- 
tain that  there  would  be  great  distress 
in  the  winter.     The  Government,  with 
its  various  sources  of  information,  must 
have  known  everything  which  those  who 
lived  in  the  country  knew,  and  known 
it  a  great  deal  better,  because  its  infor- 
mation was  not  confined  to  particular 
districts.    In  October  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  sent  out  Inspectors,   who 
visited  the  different  Poor  Law  Unions; 
and  on  the  8th  of  October  he  believed 
that  Board  sent  to  the  Government  an 
official  statement  as  to  the  state  of  the 
country,  distinctly  showing  that  the  dis- 
tress would  be  wide-spread.    After  that 
the  Boman  Catholic  Bishops — interested 
in  the  temporal  as  well  as  the  spiritual 
welfare  of  their  flocks,  and  possessing  the 
very  best  means  of  information — waited 
on  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  laid  the  state 
of  the  country  before  his  Excellency.  The 
reception  given  to  that  deputation  was, 
he  understood,  anything  but  satisfactory. 
After  that  Memorials  went  in  from  sil- 
most  every  Poor  Law  Union  and  Cor- 
poration  calling  the    attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  imminent  distress. 
Seventy  Members  of   Parliament  also 
signed  a  Memorial  to  the  Prime  Minister 
askinff  that,  if   necessary.   Parliament 
should  be  summoned  to  give  the  Execu- 
tive full  power  to  meet  the  emergency. 
No  answer  was  given  to  that  Memorial. 
In  fact,  the  noble  Earl  rather  scoffed  at 
the  Irish  distress  before  the  citizens  of 
London,  when  he  met  them  at  a  great 
dinner  party.     Well,  then,  it  could  not 
be  said  that  the  Government  had  no  no- 
tice of  the  serious  state  of  the  country. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  what  they  had 
done?    He  should  be  veiy  glad  if  the 
Papers  about  to  be  produced  showed 
that  the  Government  had  honestly  done 
their  duty,  and  that  the  present  Amend- 
ment might   be  withdrawn.     No  man 
living  in  the  country  but  wished  to  see 
the  Government  do  its  duty,  as  it  was 
bound  to  do,  towards  the  people.  It  was 
in  that  spirit  that  all  those  Memorials 
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had  been  presented.  Their  purport 
was  that  money  should  not  be  given  in 
alms,  that  nothing  should  be  done  to 
pauperize  the  people — they  had  had 
enough  of  that ;  but  that  money  should 
be  expended  in  some  way  for  employ- 
ing them  on  useful  reproductive  works. 
The  Government  in  November  issued 
a  Circular  to  the  Poor  Law  Boards,  di- 
recting them  to  take  steps  for  cleansing 
the  poorhouses  and  for  providing  plenty 
of  blankets.  Now,  he  ventured  to  say  that 
was  not  enough,  as  far  as  the  Poor  Law 
system  was  concerned,  or  anything  like 
enough.  They  ought  to  have  directed 
the  Poor  Law  Board  that  in  case  there 
was  anything  like  real  distress  it  should 
at  once  be  promptly  relieved.  They 
miffht  very  safely  trust  the  Ghiardians  in 
Ireland  not  to  do  too  much  in  that  direc- 
tion, for  the  Guardians  in  Ireland  were 
generally  land  owners  and  land  occu- 
piers, and  they  looked  very  carefully 
after  the  rates.  Therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  quite  sure  they  might 
trust  the  Guardians  not  to  go  too  idx. 
He  believed  that  when  the  distress 
occurred  in  Lancashire  those  who  repre- 
sented the  Government  there  did  not 
hesitate  at  once  to  go  beyond  the  law, 
and  did  all  they  coiud  to  keep  the  poor 
people  out  of  the  workhouse,  r^o  greater 
calamity  coidd  befall  a  poor  man  than  to 
allow  him  to  become,  even  temporarily, 
and  in  exceptional  cases,  a  pauper. 
Therefore,  a  wise  and  paternal  Govern- 
ment should  strain  every  nerve  to  pre- 
vent anything  like  this  happemng. 
There  was  a  case  in  Sligo  in  which  a 
Board  of  Guardians  had  been  told  that 
over  1 00  persons  were  absolutely  starving, 
and  they  at  once,  without  thinking  of 
the  law,  ordered  relief ;  but  they  were 
promptly  prohibited  by  the  Local  Govem- 
ment^oard,  and  probably  the  money  ex- 
pended, pending  the  arrival  of  the  order, 
they  had  had  to  pay  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  The  next  thing  the  Govern- 
ment did  was  to  issue  a  Circular  saying 
they  would  advance  money  to  gentle- 
men who  wished  to  drain  their  land, 
and  that  Circular  met  with  general  satis- 
faction ;  but  when  they  saw  the  order 
they  foimd  it  was  nothing  at  all.  The 
only  advantage  offered  by  that  Circular 
was  that  interest  would  be  postponed  for 
two  years,  and  that  the  time  of  repay- 
ment of  the  loan  would  be  extended  a 
little.  The  interest  would  be  added  to 
the   principal,    and   probably   interest 

Mr.  8hmo 


upon  interest  woidd  be  added ;  but  the 
landlords  in  Ireland  could  not  be  induced 
to  take  much  money  on  those  terms. 
The  Government  on  the  12th  of  January, 
finding  the  thing  hang  fire,  issued  another 
Circular,  in  which  they  did  offer  substan- 
tial advantages,  offering  monev  at  1  per 
cent  interest.    If  this  offer  had  been 
made  in  the  first  instance,  there  would 
have  been  an  amount  of  emplovment  in 
the  whole  West  and  South  of  Lreland 
that  would  have  met  almost  the  entire 
case.     Of  course,  there  woidd  still  have 
been  plenty  of  room  for  charity  in  a 
poor  countiy  like  Ireland.    For  himself, 
he   had  no  hesitation  in  offering  his 
meed  of  praise  to  the  Duchess  of  Marl- 
borough and  the  Lord  Mavor  of  Dublin 
for  their  great  exertions  m  the  matter 
of  private  benevolence.      There  could 
be    no    question    that    the    idea    that 
this   lady  had  any  political  motive  in 
organizing  or  distributing  her  fund  was 
perfectly  absurd.    But  he  was  wrong 
— he  believed,   after    all,    she    had    a 
political  motive.    She  must  have  been 
so  disgusted  with  the  shilly-shallying 
of  the  Government,  with  the  evidence 
of  indecision  which  she  witnessed  every 
day,  with  the  official  red-tapeism  and 
eternal  letter- writing,  with  the  frequent 
journeys  of  the  Chief  Secretary  between 
Dublin  and  London,  that  she  said  to 
herself  **  I  ^ill  do  my  duty  at  all  events." 
The    Government    had    not    acted    in 
time  in  making  advances  to  the  country 
gentlemen  in  Lreland.    They  niight  also 
have  gone  somewhat  further.    The  law 
in  Ireland  only  allowed  advances  for 
drainage  to  be  made  to  owners  of  land 
or   tenants  with  more   than  40  years' 
lease  to  run.     He  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  made 
a  suggestion  to  the  Government  which 
he  was  now  almost  sorry  he  had  done. 
It  so  much    shocked    the    right   hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land that  he  was  afraid  it  might  have 
injured  his  health.    He  had  proposed 
that  advances  should  be  made  to  tenants 
to  enable  them  to  drain  their  own  lands, 
where  notice  was  first  given  to  the  land- 
lords, and  they  did  not   object.     His 
reason  for  this  proposition  was  that,  un- 
fortunately, in  Ireland  there  was  a  large 
percentage  of  absentee  landlords,  and 
also  a  number  of  gentlemen  who  did 
not  feel  themselves  called  upon  to  make 
great  exertions  for  the  employment  of 
the  people.    There  were  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  acres,  not  of  waste,  but  of 


161 


Majesty^ 8  Most  [Febritary  6,  1880]  Gracious  Speech.  162 


improyeable  land  that  the  tenants,  if 
they  could  borrow  the  money,  would 
themselves  drain,  and  soon  double  its 
value.  The  money  would  be  just  as 
safe  as  in  any  other  case.  Indeed,  in 
almost  every  instance,  the  interest  of 
the  money  advanced  was  paid  by  the 
tenant.  But  the  Government  would  not 
entertain  this  proposal.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  one  of  the  most 
respectable  and  influential  country  gen- 
tlemen in  his  own  county,  who  had 
been  for  many  years  a  Chairman  of  a 
Board,  and  who  was,  moreover,  a  good 
Conservative.  That  gentleman  gave  a 
most  deplorable  account  of  the  people 
in  his  district.  They  were  small  farm 
labourers  and  had  now  consumed  almost 
all  their  food.  The  farmers  paid  them 
some  3«.  a-week  and  gave  them  houses 
— such  as  they  were — the  liberty  to  cut 
fire-wood,  and  land  on  which  to  culti- 
vate their  potatoes.  All  the  produce  of 
that  land  had  been  consumed,  and  him- 
dreds  of  families  in  that  district  were 
living,  or  rather  starving,  on  3«.  a-week. 
Starvation  was  a  gradual  process  that 
went  on  for  months.  It  was  going  on 
now,  and  the  hand  of  the  paternal  Go- 
vernment had  not  yet  been  stretched  out 
to  relieve  in  any  effectual  way.  He 
knew  that  in  his  own  parish  in  the 
country  there  were  some  80  farm  labour- 
ers, 40  of  whom  were  almost  helpless 
and  dependent  upon  casual  employment, 
which  was  scarce  enough,  as  no  money 
was  in  circulation  and  tne  farmers  could 
hardly  pay  their  own  way.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  even  now  take 
prompt  measures  to  remedy  this  state  of 
things.  They  ought  at  once  to  issue  in- 
structions to  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
to  give  out-door  relief  without  insisting 
upon  the  observance  of  the  law  in  its 
present  state.  A  Bill  of  Indemnity 
could  be  brought  in  afterwards,  and  it 
would  be  passed  by  the  House  without 
the  slightest  trouble.  This,  further, 
ought  to  be  the  settled  state  of  the  law. 
There  wore  districts  in  Ireland  where 
poverty  occurred  when  it  did  not  occur 
in  other  districts.  An  immense  number 
round  the  coasts  were  engaged  in  fish- 
ing, and  often  for  weeks  together  they 
were  in  a  state  of  destitution.  There 
ought  to  be  a  power  in  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  enable  such  assist- 
ance to  be  given  to  these  people  as 
would  prevent  them  being  driven  into 
the  poorhouso.      The  Government  had 
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issued  a  Circular  to  provide  for  the  hold- 
ing of  special  sessions  through  the 
country  in  order  to  carry  on  relief  works. 
He  believed  this  course  to  be  a  danger- 
ous one.  Many  of  them  remembered 
the  famine  of  1846-7,  and  the  amount 
of  money  that  was  thrown  away  then 
upon  works.  It  had  demoralized  the 
people  for  years  after.  They  did  not 
want  to  see  that  kind  of  thing  repeated. 
No  doubt  landlords  would  scarcely  be 
able,  even  with  the  help  of  the  Poor 
Law,  to  give  the  people  all  the  work 
that  was  required.  But  why  should 
these  sessions  not  have  power  to  do 
some  useful  works,  such  as  the  making 
of  railways,  the  deepening  of  harbours, 
or  such  like  things  ?  It  would  be  replied 
that  these  matters  were  best  left  to 
private  enterprize.  That  language  was 
good  for  England  and  Scotland,  where 
there  was  so  much  money  that  the 
people  did  not  know  what  to  do  with  it ; 
but  the  case  was  different  with  poverty- 
stricken  Ireland.  It  ought  to  be  per- 
mitted to  these  sessions,  wherever  it 
could  be  shown  that  useful  and  produc- 
tive work  was  to  be  done,  that  they 
should  apply  for  it,  and  then  borrow  the 
money  to  carry  it  on.  He  had  also  to 
complain  that  although  they  were  pro- 
mised that  red-tape  was  to  be  burned, 
upon  this  occasion  it  had  not  been 
burned.  Gentlemen  complained  to  him 
that  they  had  as  much  difficulty  as  ever 
in  getting  their  applications  for  loans 
passed  through  the  Board  of  Works.  He 
did  not  want  the  Government  to  lose  a 
shilling  ;  but  they  might  easily  do  much 
to  facilitate  the  granting  of  loans.  He 
should  not  trouble  the  House  by  enter- 
ing at  length  into  the  question  raised  by 
the  Amendment  as  to  the  permanent 
sources  of  distress ;  but  he  must  say  that 
he  felt,  as  one  who  had  always  lived  in 
Ireland,  that  it  was  an  intolerable  thing, 
in  the  most  prominent  degree  discredit- 
able to  England,  a  fact  of  which  England 
ought  to  be  ashamed,  that  in  Ireland,  a 
country  at  their  very  door,  the  state  of 
things  was  such  that  a  large  proportion 
of  the  people  were  suffering  from  famine. 
Was  this  what  English  statesmanship 
had  achieved?  Was  it  possibly  true 
that  within  immediate  reach  of  that  as- 
semblage of  English  Gentlemen,  states- 
men and  merchants,  a  whole  people 
were  in  such  a  state  that  a  few  bad  har- 
vests left  them  a  prey  to  famine?  If 
this  were  so,  it  was  a  disgrace.  It  would 
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be  Bald  that  it  was  the  fault  of  the 
people  of  whom  he  spoke.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  said  it  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  agitators.   There  never 
was  an  agitator  yet  who  had  power  ex- 
cept springing  from  real  grievances  and 
wrongs;  and  if  he  were  given  the  power  to 
tell  one  of  the  largest  meetings  in  Ireland 
that  the  English  Government  had  deter- 
mined to  act,  without  prejudice,  justly 
and  fairly,  he  would  engage  to  put  down 
agitation.  But  the  course  of  Irish  affairs 
was  this.     First,  there  was  great  want, 
then  followed  excitement  and  disturb- 
ance, and  this  was  followed  by  coercion. 
The  Government  had  been  trying,  and 
in  many  cases  honestly,  to  grapple  with 
these  evils ;  but  it  occurred  to  him — and 
this  was  one  of  the  principal  meanings 
of  the  existence  of  Home  Bulers  as  a 
Party — that  the  Government  of  England 
verv  often  had  much  more  in  their  minds 
their  own  Party  complications  than  the 
real  grievances  of  Ireland.    History  was 
repeating  itself.  The  former  Irish  Famine 
was  made  an  excuse  for  carrying  out  a 
great    political  problem    affecting    the 
whole  of  the  Empire.     At  the  present 
moment  the  great  political  Party  opposite 
was  trying  to  blacken  that  on  the  side 
on  which  he  sat,  with  an  eye  to  the  next 
General  Election,  and  were  careless  as 
to  the  existing  famine  in  Ireland.   They 
were  determined  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
without  giving  the  slightest  offence  to 
any  Party  or  to  the  English  people. 
They  woidd  endeavour,  as  far  as  they 
could,    constitutionally    and   fairly,    to 
force  on  the  minds  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  the  real  state  of  Ireland,  and 
to  bring  about  an  improvement  in  the 
present  state  of  things.     The  problem 
was  great  and  difficult ;  but  it  was  not 
insuperable.     It  was  one  on  which,  if  a 
statesman   undertook  it    honestly    and 
justly,  he  would  have  the  entire  appro- 
bation of  the  whole  of  the  Irish  people. 
It  might,    perhaps,    appear    unseemly 
that  l£ey  should  interpose  in  this  way 
between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Address 
to  be  presented;  but  they  had  been 
taught  lately  that  the  Sovereign  was  to 
be  a  real  factor  in  the  political  Consti- 
tution.    Thus,  then,  they  came  to  the 
Sovereign,  to  whom  he  professed  nothing 
but  the    most    complete  loyalty,    and 
asked  for  a  full  consideration  of  their 
grievances.     The  Government  had  been 
putting  on  her  brow  an  Imperial  diadem 
while  her  subjects  in  Ireland  were  dying 
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and  starving — a  state  into  which  they 
had  fallen  by  the  injustice  of  the  laws, 
which  laws  they  now  asked  to  b&  re- 
medied. A  Besolution  had  been  placed 
on  the  books  of  the  House,  pledging 
Parliament  to  an  amendment  of  the 
Land  Laws;  but  the  Government  had 
never  thought  it  worth  while  to  take  a 
step  in  that  direction.  They  had  en- 
deavoured to  impress  on  the  House 
the  necessity  of  extending  to  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland  the  same  law  which 
existed  in  the  North,  and  which  had 
made  the  North  of  Ireland  what  it  was. 
This  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
not  thought  it  beneath  his  position  to 
describe  as  Communism.  Mow  could 
they  go  to  the  people  of  Ireland  and  say 
the  Government  meant  to  do  anything 
permanently  useful  in  this  direction  ? 
The  present  Government  had  the  power 
to  do  much,  but  he  had  not  the  slightest 
hope  from  them,  owine  to  the  ienoor 
of  the  passage  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
which  simply  meant  that  they  intended 
to  do  nothing ;  and,  in  fact,  he  believed 
that  the  Iridb  Government  was  not  con- 
trolled by  enlightened  EngUsh  opinion, 
but  by  the  narrow-minded  opinion  of 
the  people  of  the  North  of  Ireland,  and 
that  this  was  the  main  factor  in  the 
government  of  Ireland. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE :  Sir,  I  rise  immediately  after  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  principally  to  say 
that  I  have  no  fault  to  find ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  I  think  that  he  is  entirely 
within  his  right,  and  is  to  be  commended 
for  taking  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  question  which  he  has'brought  be- 
fore them.  And  I  am  not  at  all  pre- 
pared or  disposed  to  take  exception  to 
the  spirit  in  which  he  has  addressed  to 
us  the  remarks  he  has  made  upon  what 
he  supposes  to  be  the  negligence  or  want 
of  foresight  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  No  opportunity  could  be 
more  proper  for  calling  attention  to  such 
a  matter  than  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
dress to  Her  Majesty.  No  opportunity 
could  present  itself  earlier,  and  certainly 
it  is  both  the  rieht  and  the  duty  of  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  a  matter  of  such 
importance.  If  anything  passed  last 
night  which  led  them  to  believe  that  we 
were  indisposed  to  have  a  discussion  on 
that  subject,  I  can  only  say  that  it  is  due 
to  a  misunderstanding  which  I  regret 
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It  is  the  earnest  and  sincere  desire  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  bring  forward  without  delay  and  sub- 
mit to  Parliament  the  measures  they 
think  it  right  to  propose  on  that  im- 
portant question.  I  will  say  but  a  very 
few  words  upon  the  latter  part  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  Undoubtedly, 
when  he  calls  upon  us  to  consider  what 
are  the  evils  at  the  root  of  the  social 
system  in  Ireland,  and  when  he  tells  us 
that  those  evils  are  to  be  found  in  the 
system  of  Land^Laws,  and  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  Parliament  and  Her  Majesty's 
Qt)vemment  to  devise  permanent  reme- 
dies for  that  state  of  things,  he  raises  a 
very  large  and  important  question.  It 
is  a  question  which  has  occupied  the 
attention  of  Parliament  not  long  since. 
It  was  a  matter  brought  a  few  years  ago 
very  prominently  under  the  consideration 
of  the  last  House  of  Commons.  It  was 
discussed,  and  legislation  was  agreed  on, 
and,  undoubtedly,  we  have  had  many 
occasions  to  know  how  that  legislation 
worked.  I  think  it  is  highly  probable 
that  the  subject  will  be  raised  again  and 
again';  and  what  I  wish  now  to  say  is 
that  I  think  at  the  present  moment,  and 
with  reference  to  the  particular  questions 
of  the  distressed  condition  of  Ireland,  I 
should  be  going  altogether  aside  of  the 
question  by  occupying  the  House  wiUi  the 
points  the  hon.  uentleman  alluded  to  at 
the  conclusion  of  his  speech.  Whatever 
views  may  be  adopted  respecting  the 
tenure  and  distribution  of  land,  such 
questions  are  beside  the  immediate  ques- 
tion of  the  moment — How  are  people  to 
bo  maintained  during  the  present  season, 
and  what  are  the  most  efficient  methods 
of  preventing  starvation  ?  It  is  from 
no  want  of  respect  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  importance  of  his  speech 
that  I  abstain  from  entering  upon  it  at 
the  present  moment.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man charges  the  Government  with 
having,  in  spite  of  warnings  and  ample 
information,  neglected  to  take  sufficient 
measures  for  warding  off  famine  and 
great  suffering.  "Well,  I  dispute  that 
proposition.  I  say  that  the  course  which 
the  Government  has  taken  has  been — at 
all  events,  in  their  own  judgment — that 
which  was  best  calculated  to  accomplish 
tlie  object  which  we  all  have  in  view. 
Most  distinctly  do  I  deny  that  there  have 
been  any  I  Aches  whatever  on  our  part. 
We  may  be  mistaken  in  the  measures 
we  are  adopting,  but  we  certainly  have 


not  allowed  the  matter  to  sleep.  As 
early  as  the  beginning  of  September  the 
question  of  the  condition  of  the  country, 
and  what  was  the  nature  of  the  harvest, 
and  what  were  the  prospects  of  the 
country,  had  engaged  the  attention  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  at  that  time 
they  had  begun — and  I  submit  it  was 
the  only  course  they  could  then  take- 
to  make  inquiries  of  a  systematic  cha- 
racter into  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
steps  that  might  be  taken  to  relieve  the 
distress.  We  availed  ourselves  of  all 
the  sources  of  information  open  to  us — 
many  of  them  of  a  confidential  character 
— in  order  to  obtain  correct  and  early  in- 
formation. The  inquiries  were,  of  course, 
varied  in  their  nature,  but  were  very 
minute  and  well  diffused  over  the  whole 
country.  We  endeavoured  to  ascertain 
the  position  of  the  tenants  and  the 
general  population,  particularly  in  those 
districts  that  we  had  reason  to  believe 
were  affected  by  the  distress.  I  may 
mention  very  briefly,  as  I  should  have 
done  in  bringing  forward  and  justifving 
the  measure  which  I  hope  to  submit  to 
the  House,  what  is  the  residt  of  the  com- 
munications that  have  been  made,  and  I 
desire  especially  to  proclaim  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  made  by  the  Begistrar 
General  into  the  agricultural  condition 
of  the  country.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
his  Beport,  which  was  called  for  at  an 
unusually  early  period  on  account  of  the 
anxiety  felt  with  regard  to  the  season, 
shows  a  very  unsatisfactory  state  of 
things.  It  states,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  extent  of  land  in  Ireland  under  crops 
was  less  in  this  year  than  in  any  of  the 
preceding  10  years,  and  it  goes  on  to 
show  how  the  yield  was  affected.  The 
Agricultural  Produce  Betums  for  this 
year  are,  in  truth,  of  a  very  unfavourable 
character,  the  estimated  produce  being 
lower  than  in  any  of  the  past  10  years. 
In  1 878  the  harvest  was  up  to  the  average, 
and  the  yield  of  manv  crops  was  above 
it.  This  year  the  yield  of  each  crop  is 
under  the  average  of  the  past  10  years. 
The  extent  to  wliich  this  is  the  case  is 
measured  by  taking  the'  value  of  the 
crops.  In  1879,  the  total  value  of  the 
principal  crops  of  Ireland  may  be  taken 
at  £22,743,000,  as  against  £32,768,000 
in  the  preceding  year,  showing  a  dimi- 
nution of  £10,000,000.  We  have  docu- 
ments which  show  very  minutely  in  what 
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the  House  is  aware  that  it  has  long  been 
part  of  the  policy  of  Parliament  to  en- 
courage various  classes  of  work  by  the 
advance  of  public  money  on  terms  some- 
what more  favourable  than  can  be  ob- 
tained in  the  open  market.     These  ar- 
rangements have  been  made,  not  only  in 
Ireland,  but  also  in  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  they  are  arrange- 
ments made  with  a  view  to  promote  cer- 
tain works  of  a  character  which   are 
thought  desirable— sanitary  works,  land 
improvements,  and  other  things  which 
we  desired  to  encourage  by  advances  on 
favourable  terms.     The  system  on  which 
those  advances  are  made  is  one  that  has 
been,  and  still  is,  under  very  careful  re- 
view and  criticism ;  and  it  is  perfectly 
clear  that  if  we  are  not  to  break  down 
the  whole  principles  of  that  system,  it  is 
necessary  to  adhere  to  them  so  far  as 
concerns  the  system  of  advancing  money 
for    the  sake  of  works  of  advantage, 
and    when    you    come  to  the  case  of 
employing  labour,    not    so    much    for 
the  work  that  is  to  be  done  as  that 
labourers  may  be  employed,    you   get 
into  a  new  class  of  considerations  alto- 
gether, and  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing 
to  combine  the  two  things.   We  thought 
that  it  would  be  desirable  that  some 
further  encouragement  should  be  given  to 
the  ordinary  borrowers  who  take  public 
money  from  the  State  in  Ireland,  and  with 
that  public  money  execute  works,  whether 
in  the  improvement  of  their  own  estates 
or  other  works ;  and  we  could  not  but 
feel  that  the  circumstances  of  the  time, 
the  great  pressure  which  had  come  upon 
the  landlords  from  the  difficulty  of  ob- 
taining their  rents,  and  the  great  losses 
they  were  sustaining  by  the  failure  in 
the  harvest — that  those  difficulties  must 
naturally  deter  landlords  from  coming 
forward  and  borrowing  even  to  the  or- 
dinary extent  to  which  they  would  go — 
We  thought,  therefore,  it  was  desirable 
to    make   such    regulations    as    might 
facilitate  the  borrowing  by  landlords, 
and  encourage  applications  which  other- 
wise might  not  have  been  made.     The 
first  thing  that  occurred  was  that  one 
of  the   great    difficulties    in   the    way 
was  that  the  borrowers  did  not  wish 
at  this  particular  time  to  take   these 
burdens  on  themselves.     Therefore,  we 
in  November  proposed  that  loans  should 
be  made  in  the  distressed  districts  upon 
the  unusual  terms  of  allowing  a  delay  in 
the  re-payment  of  the  first  instalment, 
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and  also  that  we  should  g^ve  certain 
facilities.     It  was  complained  that  red 
tape  stood  in  the  way.    Bed  tape   is 
always  very  unpopidar,  and  it  is  very 
easy    indeed    to    cry  out  that  certain 
formalities  should  be  dispensed  with. 
Of  course,  we  are  always  desirous  of 
dispensing  with  unnecessary  formalities, 
whether  in  cases  of  exceptional  distress 
or    not ;     but     with    regard    to    some 
'*  formalities,"  as  they  are  called,  they 
are  such  as  cannot  be  dispensed  with. 
Take,   for  example,   proper    advertise- 
ment, in  order  to  let  those  interested  in 
a  particular  estate  know  that  a  certain 
charge  is  going  to  be  placed  upon  it. 
If  there  were  not  such  advertisements, 
the  persons  so  interested  might  say  that 
they  had  not  had  notice  of  the  charge, 
and  were  not  bound  by  it.     However, 
we  have  made  certain  changes,  and  some- 
what diminished  the  charges.  We  found 
under  that  Order,  made  on  the  Hth  of 
November,  that  applications  were  made 
amounting  to  about  £113,000;  and  we 
also   found   that  the  applications  were 
not  being  made  with  the  celerity  that 
could    be    wished;    and,   therefore,   in 
January,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  we  issued  a  further  Order 
making  a   considerable   advance   upon 
those  terms.     The  Order  was  made  on 
the  Hth  of  January  for  loans  for  87 
years,  instead  of  22.     For  the  first  two 
years  they  are  given  absolutely  free,  and 
no  interest  is  charged  and  no  instalment 
called  for,  and  under  those  conditions 
we  have  a  larger  number  of  applications, 
applications  amounting  to  £220,000  ;  in 
all,  £333,000.     There  have  been  appli- 
cations for  sanitary  loans  up  to  the  3rd 
of  February  amounting  to  £79,000.     In 
addition  to  these  two  measures  we  have 
taken  a  third  measure,  and  it  was  to 
that  the  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  pointed  yesterday,  when  he 
said  it  might  be  necessary  that  we  should 
give  authority  to  others   besides  indi- 
vidual landlords  to  borrow  money.     We 
have  adopted  a  system  of  extraordinary 
presentment  sessions  for   the   different 
baronies — I  understand  about  90  extra- 
ordinary baronial  sessions  are  likely  to 
make   applications.     In  these    circum- 
Htancos,  we  can  come  to  Parliament  with 
confidence    and    ask    for    authority  to 
modify  the  law  in  respect  to  these  dif- 
ferent particulars,  and  I  feel  sure  that 
the  measure  which  I  shall  ahk  leave  to 
submit  is  one  which  will  receive  the  ap- 
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now,  happily,  in  telegraphic  oommunica- 
tion  with  every  part  of  the  country. 
There  is,  consequently,  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  obtaining  information  up 
to  the  latest  date,  and  no  difficulty  in 
transmitting  orders,  provided  you  have 
made  up  your  mina  as  to  what  your 
orders  shall  be  in  case  of  an  emergency. 
We  had  thus  satisfied  ourselves  as  to 
our  ability  to  get  an  abundant  supply  of 
information ;  we  knew  exactly  what  we 
should  do  to  order  the  distribution  of 
what  might  be  necessary  to  preserve 
life,  and  we  were  assured  that  the  means 
of  fulfilling  our  orders  existed.  There- 
fore, we  considered  that  we  had  taken 
the  precautions  necessary  until  the 
meeting  of  Parliament,  when  we  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  describing  our 
position.  In  the  Bill  which  I  shall  by- 
and-bye  have  to  ask  the  House  for  leave 
to  introduce,  there  will  be  a  provision 
authorizing  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  give  authority  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  issue  food  or  fuel  by  way  of 
out-door  distribution.  At  present,  out- 
door relief  is  confined  by  strict  rules, 
adopted  after  careful  consideration,  to 
oases  arising  when  the  workhouse 
is  full,  and  it  cannot  be  given  to 
those  who  are  occupiers  of  more  than 
a  quarter  of  an  acre  of  land.  We 
thought  that,  under  the  circumstances  of 
to-day,  these  conditions  might  be  sus- 
pended, and  power  will  be  asked  for 
m  the  Bill  to  make  their  suspension 
possible.  The  House  will  see  that  in 
making  proposals  of  this  kind  we  are 
acting  under  a  sense  of  deep  responsi- 
bility, because  the  principles  of  the  Poor 
Law  are  principles  which  are  adopted 
with  care  and  consideration,  though 
when  they  are  brought  into  action  they 
are  felt  by  nianv  persons  to  be  severe 
and  rigorous.  This  severity  was  neces- 
sary to  the  maintenance  of  a  proper  spirit 
of  self-help  and  providence  among  the 
people.  These,  nowever,  are  circum- 
stances of  an  exceptional  character,  and 
it  is  only  in  such  cases  that  you  would  be 
justified  in  departing  from  the  principles 
of  the  Poor  Law.  Then  there  was  another 
matter  which  we  had  to  consider.  We 
had  to  inquire  not  only  into  the  condition 
and  probable  demands  of  the  poor,  but 
we  had  also  to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  the  rateable  charges  on  the  Unions 
themselves,  and  it  appeared  to  us  that 
there  were  several  cases  in  which  the 
rates  charged  upon  certain  districts  were 


heavy;  and  if  the  demand  which  was 
now  beginning  to  be  anticipated  should 
take  place,  a  very  heavy  additional  rate 
would  be  thrown  upon  these  Unions ; 
and  we  could  not  but  feel  that  this  ad- 
ditional rate  would  be  thrown  upon 
them  just  at  a  time  when  those  who 
would  have  to  bear  it  would  be  suffering 
from  the  common  calamity.  Some  of 
those  who  would  have  to  bear  the  rate 
would  be  affected  as  much  in  position  as 
those  receiving  relief  in  the  failure  of 
crops;  and  we  thought  that  at  the  same 
time  we  were  calling  on  the  Unions  to 
make  provision  for  special  distress  we 
should  provide  that  they  should  have 
power  to  relieve  themselves  of  the  great 
and  sudden  pressure  on  the  rate  by  bor- 
rowing for  a  limited  time  in  order  to 
meet  that  rate.  Therefore,  the  proposal 
was  made  in  the  present  Bill  that  there 
shall  be  power,  wnen  a  case  appears  to 
be  made  out  on  the  part  of  the  Guar- 
dians, with  the  consent  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  to  borrow  money  to 
meet  this  exceptional  rate.  Well,  those 
were  the  provisions  made  to  facilitate  the 
action  of  the  Poor  Laws.  Additional 
liberty  was  given  them  to  administer 
out-door  relief,  and  power  was  given  to 
Guardians  to  borrow  upon  the  rates. 
Then,  beyond  that,  we  had  to  consider 
what  could  be  done  in  the  way  of  dimi- 
nishing the  pressure  of  pauperism  by 
stimulating  the  employment  of  labourers. 
With  regard  to  the  stimulation  of  the 
employment  of  labourers,  that  is  one  of 
the  questions  very  full  indeed  of  difficul- 
ties. We  remembered  the  years  1846 
and  1847,  and  we  know  at  that  time  a 
very  large  amount  of  money  was  unfor- 
tunately wasted  upon  works  undertaken 
without  due  consideration,  and  carried 
on  in  a  manner  which  necessarily  in- 
volved very  considerable  waste.  But  the 
?uestion  was  not  one  of  waste  of  money, 
f  that  were  all— that  £5,000,000  or 
£6,000,000  were  expended  without  pro- 
ducinfl^  any  good  result — we  might  have 
thought  less  of  that  miscalculation  ;  but 
the  fact  was  a  very  great  evil  was  done, 
the  people  were  demoralized,  and  it  was 
foimd  necessary  to  take  towards  the  end 
very  strong  measures  in  order  to  check 
the  evils  that  were  occurring.  We  were 
warned  by  the  proceedings  in  1846  and 
1847  to  be  very  careful  how  we  departed 
from  the  principles  of  the  usual  system. 
With  regard  to  the  advance  of  money 
for  encouraging  public  works  in  Ireland, 
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forward  the  improvements  will  be  made 
by,  and  will  belong  to,  the  landlords. 
The  tenant's  share  in  the  transaction 
will  be  the  re-payment  of  the  loan  in 
the  shape  of  increased  rent.  All  the 
occupiers  of  Ireland  see  how  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  to  lend  to  the 
landlords  for  improvements  will  work; 
they  will  see  that  it  must  add  to  their 
burdens.  They  see  that  there  is  no 
limit  to  the  rent-raising  powers  of  the 
landlords,  and  they  see  that  while  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  must  lead 
to  these  results  it  actually  diminishes  the 
tenant's  hold  upon  the  soil  by  prevent- 
ing claims  to  compensation.  The  House 
can  now  easily  understand  why  the  oc- 
cupiers are  averse  to  this  mode  of  re- 
lieving distress.  Then  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  places  the 
tenant  farmer  in  a  most  invidious  posi- 
tion. Throughout  Ireland  there  is  a 
general  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord party  to  sow  dissension  between 
farmer  and  labourer.  The  dislike  of 
the  tenant  farmers  to  have  the  landlord 
constituted  the  sole  improver  is  noto- 
riouSy  and  the  landlords  and  their  agents 
turn  this  to  account  by  trying  to  make 
it  appear  that  the  tenant  farmers  are 
throwing  obstacles  in  the  way  of  em- 
ployment. The  farmers  are  asked — 
"  Do  you  want  to  prevent  the  labourers 
from  getting  work  and  wages?"  The 
farmers  unhesitatingly  and  honestly 
reply — *'  It  is  a  foid  calumny  to  say  we 
want  to  hinder  employment ;  but  we  ob- 
jeet'to  a  system  forproviding  employment 
which  we  believe  to  have  been  devised 
to  render  the  Land  Act  of  1870  quite 
useless,  and  to  weaken  our  hold  on  the 
soil,  and  to  supply  the  landlords  with 
additional  excuses  and  opportunities  for 
eviction."  I  do  not  now  want  to  create  a 
show  of  ascribing  infamous  motives  to 
the  Government  ;  but  beyond  all  doubt 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  for  lend- 
ing to  the  landlords  for  improvement 
must  produce  the  disastrous  results  ap- 
prehended by  the  farmers.  The  proper 
coarse  for  the  Government  to  take  is  to 
lend  to  the  farmers  themselves  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  their  farms.  The 
farmers  are  only  trying  for  the  chance 
of  doing  this  on  favourable  terms.  In 
this  way,  a  three-fold  object  will  be  ac- 
complished. The  labourer  will  be  em- 
ployed, distress  relieved,  and  the  position 
of  the  farmer  strengthened  by  his  accu- 
mulation of   claims    for    compoosation 
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under  the  Land  Act,  and  by  the  interest 
the  State  will  acquire  in  the  farmer's 
enjoying  imdisturbed  possession  of  his 
holding.  I  contend  that  justice  and 
sound  policy  point  out  that  it  is  to  the 
farmer  the  money  ought  to  be  lent. 
In  any  case,  even  where  you  lend  to 
the  landlord,  it  is  the  tenant  who  will 
repay  the  loan,  and  it  is  the  farmer 
who  ought  to  reap  the  benefit  of  tho 
improvements.  I  say  that  it  is  in- 
cumbent upon  us,  who  are  respon- 
sible for  the  well-being  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland,  to  resist  by  every 
means  in  our  power  loans  being  made 
to  landlords  for  the  improvement  of 
their  estates.  Disguise  it  as  you  please, 
the  policy  of  lending  to  the  landlords  is 
nothing  short  of  an  attempt  to  secure 
what  for  years  has  been  the  policy  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  Ireland — to  confer 
upon  the  occupier  security  for  the  pos- 
session of  his  holding — and  an  attempt 
to  supplant  him  in  his  natural  avocation 
of  cultivator  and  improver  of  the  soil. 
I  said  that  what  the  Government  had 
suggested  to  certain  public  bodies  in 
Ireland  had  created  a  panic.  Un- 
questionably it  has.  The  Government 
advised  that  in  some  districts  extraor- 
dinary baronial  sessions  shoidd  be  held, 
in  oraer  to  set  on  foot  public  relief  works 
for  the  employment  or  the  people.  But 
at  present  there  is  bo  way  of  meeting 
the  cost  of  works  instituted  by  baronial 
sessions  except  by  levying  it  exclusively 
off  the  occupiers,  like  the  county  cess. 
The  prospect  of  being  subjected  to  these 
additioncd  liabilities  has  simply  appalled 
the  farmers.  As  a  mitigation  of  the 
evil,  it  has  been  proposed  that  the  cost 
of  these  works  should  be  borne  half  by 
the  owner  and  half  by  the  occupier,  like 
the  poor  rate.  This,  however,  is  well 
understood  to  afford  merely  nominal 
relief,  as  no  fact  is  better  unaerstood  in 
our  social  economy  than  this,  that  sooner 
or  later  the  occupier  pays  for  everything 
in  the  shape  of  increased  rent.  Can 
anything  be  conceived  more  absurd  in 
theory,  or  more  disastrous  in  practice, 
than  this  plan  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  relief  of  the  distressed 
agricultural  population  of  Ireland  ?  The 
landlords  have  been  forced  to  recognize 
tho  necessity  for  an  almost  unprecedented 
abatement  of  rent.  When  this  has  not 
taken  place  ejectments  are  falling  broad- 
cast. The  records  of  our  county  courts 
furnish  the  saddest  and  the  most  extreme 
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difficulty ;  the  fanners  are  able  to  pay 
for  the  bare  necessaries  of  life ;  and  it  is 
at  such  a  moment,  and  in  the  face  of 
such  a  state  of  things,  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposes  that  the  impoverished 
tenantry  should  be  heavily  taxed  to  de- 
fray the  cost  of  public  works.  The  car- 
rying out  of  public  works  in  this  way 
would  be  an  aggravation  of  the  misery 
of  the  people,  and  the  idea  that  such  a 
mode  of  proceeding  is  contemplated 
creates  universal  alarm.  The  only 
means  of  affording  relief  to  the  labour- 
ing population  is  by  a  system  of  State 
works.  There  is  scarcely  a  district 
where  works  of  this  nature  might  not  be 
undertaken  with  infinite  advantage  to 
the  owner,  the  occupier,  and  the  general 
public.  I  shall  only  refer  to  useful 
lines  of  railway  that  might  be  constructed 
in  Kerry.  A  line  might  be  made  from' 
Killoughlin  to  join  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  at  Farranfore;  another 
from  Headfort  to  Kenmare  ;  and  a  third 
from  Tralee  to  the  sea,  a  distance  of 
about  six  miles.  Two  of  these  lines 
would  open  up  great  districts,  and  the 
third  would  make  a  good  port  of  Tralee. 
Government  works,  ana  Government 
works  only,  can,  under  the  circumstances, 
supply  relief  to  the  unemployed  in 
Ireland ;  and  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
call  upon  the  Government,  who  have 
such  vast  resources  at  their  command, 
not  to  allow  the  people  to  starve  when 
good  wages  can  be  so  usefully  earned. 
The  case  against  the  Government  may, 
to  use  a  familiar  expression,  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  a  nutshell.  The 
Government  purposes  to  lend  to  the 
landlords  for  improvements ;  this  must 
render  absolutely  worthless  the  principal 
provisions  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  and 
seriously  weaken  the  occupiers'  hold 
upon  the  soil.  The  Gx)vemment  has  ad- 
mitted the  prevailing  agricultural  dis- 
tress, and  attributed  it  to  bad  harvests. 
But,  whatever  may  be  the  cause,  all  Irish 
farmers  are  engaged  in  a  desperate 
struggle  to  hold  their  position.  Almost 
countless  ejectments  have  been  served 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  which  the 
farmers  find  it  impossible  to  pay,  and,  in 
addition  to  their  present  liabilities,  the 
Government  now  proposes  that  the  far- 
mers should  be  made  liable  to  further 
charges  in  order  to  meet  the  expenses  of 
public  works.  Comment  upon  such  pro- 
ceedings is  unnecessary ;  but  one  cannot 
help  recalling  with  amazement  the  im- 


putation cast  upon  Irish  Members  last 
night  by  one  of  the  most  able  of  states- 
men. But  for  the  well-known  impos- 
sibility of  such  an  occurrence,  one  might 
almost  suspect  that  a  joke  was  intended. 
I  trust  the  House  will  not  commit  the 
fatal  mistake  of  sanctioning  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  and  that  some 
adequate  means  of  meeting  the  distress 
in  Ireland,  such  as  Government  works, 
may  be  provided. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state  of 
two  parishes  in  the  extreme  south-west  of 
the  county  of  Cork,  which  he  had  visited 
within  the  last  few  days.  He  referred  to 
East  and  West  Skull  as  an  example  only, 
for  there  was  a  large  portion  of  the 
parishes  on  the  extreme  south-west  sea 
coast  of  Cork  in  the  same  condition. 
He  found  in  these  two  parishes  not 
less  than  300  families  on  the  verge  of 
starvation — having  no  food,  no  money, 
and  no  credit.  They  had  been  living  on 
one  meal  a-day,  and  that  of  Indian  meal. 
Holding  a  small  portion  of  land,  they 
were  disqualified  from  receiving  out-door 
relief  under  the  Poor  Law.  The  work- 
house was  built  to  hold  1,000,  and  there 
were  now  only  1 50  inmates.  To  go  into 
the  workhouse  would  be  ruin ;  they  must 
leave  their  land,  their  cabins,  and  be  at 
the  mere}'  of  their  creditors.  So  far  as 
the  Poor  Law  was  concerned,  they  were 
absolutely  without  relief.  What  had 
been  done  in  the  shape  of  loans  to 
owners  ?  There  were  68  owners  in  the 
two  parishes  of  Skull  Union,  not  more 
than  three  or  four  of  whom  had  applied 
for  loans ;  and  it  would  take  five  or  six 
weeks  from  the  date  of  an  application  to 
the  Board  of  Works  before  any  authority 
could  be  sent  down  authorizing  an  ad- 
vance. These  people  would  gladly  pay 
3 J  per  cent  for  loans  to  be  expended  in 
work  on  their  own  land,  especially  as  re- 
payment was  deferred  for  two  years. 
That  would  be  salvation  to  the  dis- 
tressed districts;  The  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  ignored  distress.  Supposing 
these  small  occupiers,  who  were  little 
more  than  labourers,  to  be  in  Lanca- 
shire, such  as  had  families  would  re- 
ceive an  allowance,  and  work  would 
most  rightly  be  exacted  from  them.  In 
case  of  sickness  the  head  of  the  family 
would  be  entitled  to  out-door  relief;  but 
in  Ireland  three  or  four  might  be  lying 
ill  of  fever,  yet  there  was  no  power  to 
give  out-door  relief.  This  state  of  things 
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necessarily  threw  an  amount  of  odium 
on  the  law  and  government  of  England. 
The  labouring  poor  in  Ireland  should 
have  the  same  right  to  relief — no  more 
and  no  less — as  the  same  class  in  Eng- 
land, and  work  should  be  exacted  from 
the  able-bodied.  With  regard  to  the 
proposed  method  of  re-payment,  only  a 
portion — say,  5«.  in  the  pound — should 
be  thrown  on  the  local  rates;  and 
where  the  charge  exceeded  5«.  in  the 
pound,  there  should  be  a  rate  in  aid 
either  from  the  Church  Surplus  or  from 
Imperial  sources.  Instead  of  intrusting 
the  work  to  baronial  sessions,  which 
were  cumbrous  in  their  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, it  should  be  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  which, 
having  dispensary  districts  under  them, 
were  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
whole  state  of  the  Unions. 

Mb.  a.  MOOKE  warmly  endorsed  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House.  The  Irish 
Members  were  placed  in  a  very  painful 
position,  for,  to  use  a  common  expres- 
sion, **  the  hat  had  been  sent  round," 
and,  owing  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  people  were  placed  in  the  situa- 
tion of  beggars.  They  were  citizens  of 
the  richest  Empire  in  the  world,  and 
they  were  told  to  seek  alms  of  the  general 
community.  The  Government  had,  he 
thought,  been  guilty  of  great  neglect. 
There  was  no  generous  man  who  could 
fail  to  appreciate  the  labours  of  the  wife 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  Irishmen 
were  greatly  indebted  to  her;  but  the 
Government  had  placed  her  Grace  in 
an  unhappy  position.  What  Irishmen 
wanted  was  not  alms,  but  work.  They 
wished  to  have  money  advanced  to  in- 
dividuals or  public  bo(fies,  and,  wherever 
it  could  be  done  on  good  security,  to 
carry  on  reproductive  works.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  Ireland  was  an 
integral  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  contributed  £7,000,000  annually  to 
the  Expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
of  that  sum,  £4,000,000  was  spent  in 
Ireland  and  the  rest  went  into  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer.  He  thought  Ireland 
nad  just  as  good  a  claim  on  the  public 
rates  as  the  Colonists  at  the  Cape,  on 
whose  behalf  a  most  expensive  war  had 
been  conducted,  and  who,  instead  of 
giving  assistance  themselves,  plundered 
the  commissariat,  and  refused,  except  at 
exorbitant  prices,  the  little  luxuries  ne- 
oeesary  for    the    unfortunate    soldiers. 
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He  wished  to  bear  his  testimony  to  the 
willingness  of  the  Irish  people  to  work. 
He  had  seen  men  coming  three  miles  in 
the  morning  and  going  back  as  many 
miles  in  the  evening  to  earn  lOrf.  by 
digging  an  Irish  perch  24  feet  long 
and  4  feet  deep.  The  loans  which  the 
Government  proposed  to  grant  were 
surrounded  by  a  system  of  red  tape; 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Sligo  (Colonel  King-Harman)  had 
told  them  that  before  he  received  a 
shilling  from  the  Board  of  Works  he 
was  compelled  to  prove  his  title  ten 
times  over.  But  it  was  not  only  the  red 
tape  that  was  open  to  objection,  but  the 
direction  in  which  the  money  was  to  be 
given.  At  present  no  tenant  farmer 
who  had  not  an  unexpired  lease  of  40 
years  coidd  receive  a  grant.  On  this 
point  it  was  most  important  that  some 
concession  should  be  made,  and  that 
loans  should  be  given  to  men  with 
shorter  leases,  or,  perhaps,  with  no 
leases  at  all,  but  who  had  a  valuable 
tenant  right,  for  tenant  right  was  ac- 
knowledged to  a  lar&^e  extent  outside 
Ulster.  Before  the  close  of  the  debate 
he  would  like  to  have  some  information 
as  to  the  steps  the  Government  intended 
to  take  to  prevent  the  recurrence,  in 
future  of  such  calamities  as  that  now 
under  consideration.  They  had  heard  a 
great  deal  about  the  resistance  to  the 
law  in  the  West  of  Ireland ;  and  that 
had  been  given  as  a  reason,  in  many 
quarters,  for  not  contributing  to  relieve 
the  distress.  But  was  it  not  a  fact  that 
Connemara  was  one  of  the  parts  of  Ire- 
land where  the  soil  was  poorest  and  the 
rents  were  highest  in  proportion  to  the 
value  of  the  land  ?  In  many  parts  the 
rent  of  those  unfortunate  people  who 
were  now  driven  to  desperation  was  four 
times  the  Government  valuation,  and 
more,  and  the  land  was  absolutely  de- 
teriorating. If  both  these  circumstances 
were  true,  some  strong  measures  must 
be  taken  on  the  Land  Question.  They 
must  be  prepared  to  lay  the  axe  to  the 
root  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  a 
state  of  things.  The  presentTLand  Laws 
were  intolerable.  The  landlord  would 
not  improve  the  land  because  he  was  not 
sure  of  the  interest  of  his  money,  and 
the  tenant  woidd  not  do  it  because  he 
had  no  security.  Then  what  was  to  be 
done?    This  state  of  things  called  im- 

?eratively  for  a  change  in  the  Land  Lawi. 
hoy  could  not  induce  either  one  class  or 
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the  other  to  do  its  duty  by  the  land 
until  they  had  altered  the  law.  He,  and 
those  with  him,  offered  as  their  remedy 
fixity  of  tenure,  in  order  to  induce  the 
tenant  to  improve  the  land.  Too  many 
of  the  landlords  were,  unhappily,  absen- 
tees, and  took  no  interest  in  the  land 
except  to  obtain  their  rents.  He  knew 
that  it  was  very  hard  to  induce  English- 
men to  look  at  the  Land  Laws  fairly;  they 
said  that  the  system  had  worked  well  in 
England,  and  asked  why  there  should  be 
a  different  system  in  Ireland.  But  there 
was  no  parity  whatever  in  the  condition 
of  the  two  countries.  One  important 
distinction  was  that  the  one  country  suf- 
fered from  absenteeism  while  the  other 
did  not.  The  absentee  landlord  lived  in 
London  or  on  the  Continent ;  he  claimed 
all  the  rights  and  performed  none  of 
the  duties  of  property.  But  the  great 
distinction,  ana  also  the  keystone  of  the 
Land  Question  of  Lreland,  was  the  ques- 
tion of  improvements.  The  English 
landlord  let  a  farm  with  the  fences,  the 
roads,  the  dwelling,  and  the  out-offices 
all  in  good  order.  In  Ireland  the  whole 
of  these  things,  everything  existing 
above  the  level  of  the  soil,  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  tenant.  Would  anyone  say 
that  the  Irishman,  who  expended  his 
labour  and  capital  in  making  roads  and 
fences,  and  in  other  ways,  was  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Englishman,  who 
had  simply  to  take  a  farm  ready  at  once 
for  occupation  ?  These  two  great  prin- 
ciples constituted  an  essential  difference 
between  the  two  countries;  and  therefore 
it  was  impossible  to  argue  that,  because 
the  land  system  of  England  worked  well, 
the  same  system  must  also  work  well  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  know  in  what  way 
the  Government  would  propose  to  pro- 
vide against  the  recurrence  of  calamities 
in  Ireland  ;  he  hoped  that  it  might  be  in 
the  direction  of  fixity  of  tenure,  in  which 
direction  it  was  competent  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  a  move  with  safety  to 
themselves  and  satisfaction  to  the  country. 
They  had  heard  a  great  deal  about 
peasant  proprietors,  and  on  the  previous 
night  an  able  speech  was  made  against 
the  system.  While  feeling  gratified  at 
the  ability  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
acquitted  himself,  he  regretted  that  the 
ability  had  not  been  employed  in  a  better 
cause.  The  scheme  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary was  recommended  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House's  own  appointment, 
and  ovideuco  was  given  that  it  was  de- 


sirable there  should  be  a  substantial  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  the  owners  of 
the  land.  One  Member  who  gave  evi- 
dence— a  late  Member  of  the  House — 
summed  up  the  whole  case  in  saying  that 
a  peasant  proprietary  was  a  special  con- 
stable sworn  in  for  the  defence  of  law 
and  order.  He  might  also  refer  to  a 
Eesolution  of  the  House  passed  last 
Session  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  ap- 
proving generally  of  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  owners  of  land  in  Ireland. 
This  was  no  new-fangled  scheme.  It 
had  been  tried  in  many  countries,  and 
wherever  it  had  been  tried  it  had  been 
attended  with  great  success.  It  had 
made  Belgium  prosperous,  and  France  a 
land  of  fruit  and  flowers.  If  the  present 
distress  continued,  the  value  of  land 
would  fall  lower  and  lower ;  and  he  hoped 
that,  whatever  sales  might  be  made  in 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Court,  the  es- 
tates of  absentee  landlords,  who,  he 
thought,  merely  cumbered  the  ground, 
would  be  among  the  first  to  be  sold. 
The  voice  of  the  whole  country  called 
for  a  change.  All  the  remedies  pro- 
posed might  not  be  approved  by  the 
House ;  but  the  remedy  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary was  a  sure  one,  and  there  was 
now  exceptionally  favourable  opportunity 
of  adopting  it.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  trusted  that  a  deaf  ear  would 
not  be  turned  to  the  prayer. 

Dr.  ward  regretted  that  the  Land 
Question  had  been  brought  so  much  into 
this  debate,  as  they  were  not  there  to 
discuss  that  subject,  but  to  consider  the 
question  of  relief  to  Ireland.  They  had 
brought  a  grave  charge  against  the 
Government,  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
had  been  for  some  time  in  a  distressed 
and  almost  starving  condition,  and  that 
the  Government  had  not  done  its  duty. 
They  had  now  had  the  answer  of  the 
Government,  and  after  that  he  could 
not  help  feeling  alarm  for  the  imme- 
diate future  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
The  people  wore  actually  starving  in 
many  places,  and  what  had  the  Govern- 
ment done?  It  had  done  something 
public  in  the  way  of  granting  loans,  and 
something  private  in  enabling  Poor  Law 
Boards  to  give  out-door  relief.  This  had 
been  done  for  months,  and  yet  the 
people  had  been  starving.  The  Govern- 
ment was  not  going  to  do  more  than  it 
had  done,  and  the  people  would  starve. 
What  had  been  done  by  the  Govem- 
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ment  so  far  had  not  saved  tlie  people 
from  groat  distress.  The  Government 
had  not  saved  a  single  life,  for  it  was 
the  relief  funds  which  had  saved  life, 
not  the  Government.  The  Government 
had  proved  itself  most  incompetent,  and 
such  a  confession  of  incompetency  was 
a  most  alarming  thing  for  the  country. 
The  Government  had  had  secret  inten- 
tions with  regard  to  the  Unions  ;  but  the 
Unions  did  not  know  these  secret  inten- 
tions, and  therefore  did  not  grant  out- 
door relief.  How  had  the  loans  to  land- 
lords acted  ?  In  the  very  poorest  dis- 
tricts the  landlords  could  not  get  their 
rents,  and  they  were  unwilling  or  unable 
to  encumber  their  estates  further,  and 
thus  in  the  very  districts  in  which  the 
money  was  most  wanted  the  loans  were 
not  obtained.  The  Prelates  had  stated 
that  in  the  poorest  districts  loans  were 
not  availed  of.  Therefore,  one  of  the 
principal  means  of  the  Government  had 
been  a  complete  failure.  The  Govern- 
ment was  not  going  to  do  a  single  thing 
in  the  future  which  it  had  not  done  in 
the  past.  The  charge,  then,  that  they 
brought  against  the  Government  was 
that  the  people  would  have  starved  but 
for  the  public  subscriptions  that  had 
been  made,  and  that  the  Government 
had  not  rightly  gauged  either  the  ex- 
tent of  the  distress  in  the  past  or  its 
probable  increase  in  the  future.  If  the 
Government  continued  in  its  present 
measures  only  until  the  next  harvest,  it 
would  be  guilty  of  the  terrible  crime  of 
allowing  the  people  to  starve,  for  public 
subscriptions  coidd  not  keep  them  alive 
five  or  six  months.  It  was  not  a  time 
for  public  subscriptions  now,  but  for 
Gtjvemment  action.  The  whole  system 
of  the  Government  had  been  a  complete 
failure,  and  if  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  do  more  than  it  had  done  at 
present,  it  would  launch  the  country 
into  almost  as  terrible  a  famine  as  that 
of  1846. 

Majob  O'BEIENE  said,  he  repre- 
sented one  of  the  distressed  districts  in 
the  country,  and  was  sorry  to  confirm 
the  statement  of  the  last  speaker,  that 
the  landlords  would  not  avail  themselves 
of  the  facilities  offered  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  obtain  money  under  the  now 
regulations,  for  the  very  obvious  reason 
that  they  were  too  impoverished  by  not 
having  received  their  rents  to  do  so. 
The  case  was  very  urgent,  for  the  people 
were  already  on  the  brink  of  starvation, 
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and  in  another  fortnight  matters  would 
be  still  worse.  He  had  received  letters 
from  the  various  relief  committees  in 
his  district,  which  stated  that  if  it  was 
not  for  the  monies  received  from  the 
Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Fund  and 
the  Mansion  House  Fund  many  persons 
must  have  been  in  a  hopeless  state.  It 
was  quite  true,  as  had  been  stated,  that 
the  Government  had  donejfnothing  to 
keep  the  people  from  starvation,  and  he 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  do 
something  now.  He  thoroughly  ag^ed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  (the 
0*Donoghue)in  the  suggestion  that  State 
works  should  be  started  in  the  country. 
One  most  valuable  work,  and  one  which 
would  benefit  several  adjoining  counties, 
would  be  to  deepen  the  bed  of  the  River 
Shannon,  and  remove  the  obstructions, 
such  as  weirs,  &c.,  in  the  river.  By  that 
means  thousands  and  thousands  of  acres 
of  land  might  be  prevented  from  being 
flooded,  and  would  be  greatly  increased 
in  value.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  them  at  once,  and,  by 
so  doing,  to  show  their  sense  of  the 
gravity  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  fay  urged  the  Government,  in- 
stead of  pauperizing  the  distressed  pea- 
santry of  Ireland  through  the  meoium 
of  the  Poor  Law,  to  transport  them 
from  their  wretched  hovels  to  the 
waste  lands  which,  unfortunately,  still 
abounded.  By  that  means  not  only 
would  the  poor  people  be  benefited, 
but  acres  upon  acres  of  valuable  land 
would  be  brought  within  the  area  of 
cultivation.  The  landlords  owning  these 
lands  should  be  called  upon  by  notice 
to  accept  or  refuse  an  offer  of  loans  for 
the  purpose  of  being  expended  upon 
them.  If  they  refused,  the  Government 
might  then  compidsorily  purchase  them 
at  a  fair  price.  He  did  not  see  why 
men  should  be  allowed  to  retain  lands 
in  a  barren  state  for  an  unlimited  period 
which  were  capable  of  reclamation. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  said,  the  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  with  reference  to  the 
reclamation  of  waste  land  were  of  a 
practical  character,  and,  deserved  the 
consideration  of  the  Government;  but 
that  question  might,  he  thought,  be 
more  fittingly  discussed  when  Uie  Bill 
that  was  promised  had  been  introduced 
for  giving  effect  to  the  projects  agitated 
with  regard  to  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  ki  Ireland.     He  wished  to  laj 


185 


Mafe$iif*a  Mb$t 


[Fbbbtjaby  6,  1880}  Oramm  Speech         186 


a  few  words  to  the  Government  with 
respect  to  matters  to  which  their  at- 
tention had  not  been  sufficiently  di- 
rected. He  had  the  honour  of  repre- 
senting a  county  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  stated  was  not  suffer- 
ing from  exceptional  depression;  but 
though  the  hand  of  Providence  had 
not  weighed  so  heavily  upon  Kil- 
kenny as  it  had  upon  so  many  other 
counties  in  Ireland,  yet  he  regretted  to 
say  that  deep  and  widespread  distress 
existed  through  that  county.    It  was 

f)erfectly  true  that  the  farmers  and 
abouring  classes  throughout  Kilkenny 
had  been  quiet  and  uncomplaining. 
They  had  not  proclaimed  to  the  world  at 
large  their  suffering,  nor  with  vociferous 
damours  called  out  for  GK)vemment  aid. 
Nevertheless,  the  distress  in  the  county 
of  Kilkenny  was  extreme.  The  labourers 
in  the  towns  throughout  that  county 
were,  though  willing  to  work,  unable  to 
find  employment.  The  small  farmers 
were  deeply  in  debt ;  and,  for  the  most 
part,  witnout  seed  or  money.  The  re- 
cent Betums  made  to  this  House  estab- 
lished these  facts  —  showed  the  enor- 
mous money  loss  sustained  in  Ireland  by 
failure  of  crops  and  the  general  falling 
away  in  the  amount  of  those  funds 
which  represented  the  saving  of  the 
people.  What  alone  had  been  the 
magnitude  and  extent  of  the  loss  in 
consequence  of  the  extraordinary  failure 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  po- 
tato crop  during  the  last  four  years? 
Only  yesterday  there  appeared  in  The 
Freeman^  Journal,  from  the  pen  of  a 
gentleman  who  took  a  leading  part  in 
days  gone  by,  in  the  famine  years,  in  re- 
lieving distress,  and  who  was  a  very  ac- 
curate statistician.  Taking  the  figures 
from  the  Begistrar  General's  Beports, 
Mr.  Pirn,  in  that  letter,  showed  that 
in  1874,  1875,  and  1876,  the  produce 
of  potatoes  in  Ireland  amounted  to 
611,219,000  tons;  but  from  1877  to  1879, 
the  entire  produce,  unfortunately,  had 
only  been  5,397,455  tons,  showing  a 
deficiency  in  those  three  years  from 
that  one  crop  of  5,821,819  tons.  He 
asked  hon.  Gentlemen  to  reflect  on 
what  this  meant  to  Ireland.  Taking 
the  average  value  of  the  potato  crop 
at  60«.  a-ton,  which  was  a  very  low 
average  indeed,  it  amounted  to  a  loss  to 
Ireland  of  over  £  1 7,000,000.  The  tenant 
valuation  of  land  used  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  was,  he  believed,  only 


£10,000,000.  The  falling-off  in  bank 
deposits  and  notes,  taken  together  in  the 
last  Betum  of  Irish  savings,  showed 
a  decrease  of  about  £5,250,000  in  the 
past  three  years  of  the  present  crisis. 
Could  anyone  deny,  then,  that  the  amount 
of  distress  and  suffering  was  wider,  ex- 
tended, and  general  in  its  effects?  It 
was  not  confined  to  the  Western  and  sea- 
board districts.  The  Government  ought 
not  to  limit  their  provident  cares,  or  to 
stimulate  and  encourage  the  cropping  of 
land,  and  the  carrying  out  of  works, 
to  those  districts  alone.  It  was  their 
duty  to  direct  their  attention  to  the 
entire  of  Ireland.  There  was  no  class 
upon  whom  this  failure  of  the  crops,  ac- 
companied by  the  low  price  of  cattle,  had 
weighed  so  heavily  as  on  the  small  far- 
mers ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  any 
such  plan  as  had  been  suggested  bv  the 
Government  of  making  loans  to  land- 
lords would  not  meet  distress  of  the 
character  now  existing  in  Ireland.  In 
places  which  were  not  classed  as  ''dis- 
tressed," landlords  wanting  to  borrow 
money  would  have  to  incur  legal 
expenses,  besides  having  to  pav  a 
high  rate  of  interest;  and  such  bur- 
dens they  could  not  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected to  take  upon  themselves.  The 
State  had  guaranteed  railways  in  Canada, 
and  Indian  railways  were  assisted  by  the 
Government;  it  was  surely,  therefore, 
not  unreasonable  to  expect  that  in  a 
crisis  like  the  present  aid  of  a  similar 
kind  should  be  afforded  to  Ireland  ?  He 
supported  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Fnend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw), 
because  he  was  strongly  of  opinion  that 
the  Government  had  been  neglectful  of 
their  duty  in  dealing  with  that  crisis. 
They  were  forewamea  of  its  occurrence 
by  the  representations  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic clergy,  and  by  a  Memorial  from 
Irish  Members  of  every  shade  of  politics. 
There  was,  therefore,  no  excuse  lor  their 
not  having  taken  more  timely  steps  to 
relieve  the  distress  which  prevailed.  His 
main  reason,  however,  for  condemning 
their  conduct  was  that  the  measures 
which  they  now  proposed  with  that  ob- 
ject were  insufficient  to  meet  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  case.  If  they  meant  to  deal 
fairly  and  justly  towards  Ireland,  they 
must  make  up  their  minds  to  this — that  it 
was  not  in  these  districts  alone  which 
the  Government  had  been  pleased  to  sche- 
dule as  ''distressed,"  but  throughout  the 
length  of  Ireland,  some  stimidus  and 
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encouragement  must  be  given  to  produc- 
tive works,  and  something  must  be  done 
to  provide  seed  depots,  so  as  to  give  tbe 
small  farmers  in  these  pressing  times  of 
sharp  need  some  assistance. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  in  expressing  great  regret  that 
some  more  statesmanlike  and  compre- 
hensive measure  had  not  been  offered 
by  the  Government.  He  agreed  that 
this  measure  was  not  satisfactory  even  as 
a  means  of  meeting  the  present  distress. 
But  he  regretted  still  more  that  it  seemed 
to  carry  with  it  no  prospective  advantage, 
and  that  when  the  Famine  had  done  its 
work  it  would  be  remembered  simply  as 
one  of  the  casual  incidents  in  the  condi- 
tion of  things — nothing  would  have  been 
done  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  cala- 
mities like  that  they  were  now  suffering 
from.  It  seemed  to  him  that  during 
the  present  crisis  there  had  been  a  disin- 
clination to  give  any  help  until  the  people 
had  sunk  into  the  most  extreme  pove^. 
The  Government,  by  the  course  they 
had  adopted,  had  encouraged  an  idea 
that  nothing  coidd  be  gained  in  Ireland 
without  sufficient  clamour  and  agitation. 
In  the  county  of  Longford,  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  the  im- 
pression of  the  most  influential  men 
was  that  the  time  was  not  opportune 
for  great  agitation,  that  the  object  of 
everyone  should  be  to  tide  over  the 
present  season  of  trial,  and  leave  to  a 
future  occasion  the  questions  of  land 
tenure  and  the  government  of  the  coun- 
try. Therefore,  the  leading  men  of  the 
county  abstained  from  holding  public 
meetings,  and  the  result  had  been  that 
Longford  had  not  yet  been  placed  in  the 
Schedule  which  entitled  the  landlords  to 
exceptional  facilities  for  the  borrowing 
of  money.  The  distress  in  Longford, 
however,  was  deep  and  intense.  There 
was,  he  regretted  to  find,  no  indication 
given  even  yet  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  Gt)vemment  intended 
to  propose  any  measures  which  would  ade- 
quately meet  the  great  and  growing  diffi- 
culty. The  Government  were  apparently 
satisfied  with  proposing  that  for  the  pre- 
sent a  system  of  out-door  relief  should 
be  provided.  Yet  they  could  not  but 
have  been  aware  that  great  distress  was 
impending  over  Ireland,  for  their  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  matter  last 
Session  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan,  by  himself,  and  by  others ;  but, 
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unfortunately,  they  were  too  much  occu- 
pied in  making  widows  and  orphans 
in  Ziduland  and  elsewhere  to  turn  their 
attention  to  the  possibility  of  preventing 
famine  from  making  widows  and  orphans 
in  Ireland.  Even  when  it  was  admitted 
on  all  hands  that  ^eat  and  widespread 
distress  existed  in  Ireland,  an  explosion 
of  temper  was  witnessed  on  the  part  of 
the  Viceroy  which  could  not  but  have 
had  the  opposite  of  a  beneficial  operation 
on  the  minds  of  the  suffering  people.  A 
banquet  was  to  be  given  in  Dublin  by 
the  then  recently-elected  Lord  Mayor, 
to  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land was  invited.  The  Lord  Mayor 
had  presided  over  a  meeting  of 
Irish  Members  of  Parliament,  not  as 
Lord  Mayor,  but  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  at  which  meeting  a 
resolution,  the  language  of  which  was 
considered  strong,  was  proposed.  The 
Lord  Mayor,  as  Chairman,  did  his  best 
to  have  the  language  of  the  resolution 
altered ;  but,  notwithstanding  that  fact, 
the  Viceroy  declined  to  attend  the  Lord 
Mayor's  banquet.  Could  they  understand 
such  an  absurd  assertion  of  dignity  at  a 
time  when  the  question  in  the  hearts  of 
the  Irish  people  was  whether  a  famine 
was  or  was  not  to  spread  over  the  land  ? 
Coidd  they  not  imagine  the  impreesion 
which  was  likely  to  be  produced  on  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people  by  such  a  pro« 
ceeding?  He  was  a&aid  that  the  Ke- 
presentative  of  Boyalty  on  that  occasion 
did  as  little  as  other  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  done  to  in- 
duce the  people  of  Ireland  to  believe 
that  there  was  a  real,  sincere  determi- 
nation on  their  part  to  promote  the 
prosperity  of  the  country.  They  were 
all,  doubtless,  aware  that  many  meet- 
ings were  held  in  Ireland  during  the 
autumn,  and  at  some  of  them  there  were 
some  rather  hasty  expressions  of  dis- 
content used,  not,  perhaps,  wholly  unna- 
tural in  the  circumstances,  but  certainly 
going  beyond  what  any  reasonable 
Irishman  could  desire  to  hear  on  occa- 
sions like  those  to  which  he  referred,  or 
on  any  other  occasion.  He  was,  how- 
ever, of  opinion  that  they  might  well 
have  been  looked  over,  considering  the 
not  unnatural  excitement  and  heat  which 
prevailed,  and  not  have  been  magnified 
into  importance  by  being  made  the 
subject  of  a  State  prosecution.  But 
Her  Majesty's  €K>vemment  had  really 
manifested  their  only  evidence  of  vigi- 
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lanco  by  these  ridiculous  prosecutions 
for  a  few  foolish  words  uttered  at  those 
meetings.     With  respect  to  the  propo- 
sals of  the  Government,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  enduring    benefit   would    be 
gained  by  Ireland  from  them,  unless 
they  were  followed  up  by  some  wise  and 
statesmanlike  dealing  with  the  whole 
system    of    land    tenure     in    Ireland. 
The  discontent  which   existed  in  Ire- 
land was  not,   in  his   opinion,  merely 
a    sentimental    wish    for    some    ima- 
ginary   better    state    of    things,    but 
was  the    genuine    outcome    of   actual 
suffering.     It  was  surely  time  that  some 
real  effort  should  be  made  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  know  whether 
that  effort  could  not  be  more  success- 
fully made  by  a  Conservative  than  by  a 
Liberal  Government,  and  that  he  said, 
though  he  was  himself  a  Member  of 
the  Liberal  Party.    The  Party  opposite 
were  a  united  Party,  and  always  voted 
loyally  together,  while  on  that  side  a 
variety  of  opinions  naturally  prevailed. 
The  time  was  opportune,  and  ne  trusted 
that  the  Gt)vemment  would  re-oonsider 
their  proposals,  and  bring  in  some  mea- 
sure   adequate    to    the    occasion,    and 
which  would  confer  a  great  and  lasting 
benefit    upon    Ireland.     He   had  had 
some   hope   that   even  now   Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  would  rise  to  the  situa- 
tion and  propose  a  measure  which  would 
put  an  end  to  the  existing  state  of  dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  and  womd  also  deal  in 
a  satisfactory  manner  with  the  educa- 
tional difficulty  existing  in  the  country. 
This  had  not  been  done,  and  the  loss 
of  such  an  opportunity  would  probably 
one  day  be  a  source  of  universal  regret. 
Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  rose  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  in  which  he  most 
cordially  concurred.     He  thought  the 
occasion  of  bringing  forward  that  Amend- 
ment was  most  opportune.    They  could 
not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  al- 
most the  sole  occasion  when  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  people  could  approach 
the  Sovereign  was  an  occasion  of  this 
kind.     It  was  then  that  they  could  lay 
at  the  feet  of  Her  Majesty  the  wishes 
and  feelings  of  her  distressed  subjects 
in  Ireland,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  regarded  as  an  ungracious  thing  by 
the  Queen.      On  the  contrary,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  grateful  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty were  the  Amendment  which  they 
proposed  to  the  Address  to  be  accepted 


by  the  House.    The  personal  loyalty 
which  existed  in  Ireland  towards  Her 
Majesty  and  the  Members  of  Her  Family 
was,  without  doubt,  due  in  a  very  great 
degree  to  Her  Majesty's  kind  heart  and 
tenderness,  which  she  had  always  shown 
personally  to  her  subjects  in  Ireland, 
her  visits  to  that  country  had  always 
been,  he  was  sure,  matters  of  pleasant 
recollection  to  her,  and  certainly  none 
of  the  Eoyal  Family  ever  appeared  in 
Ireland    without    bringing    back    with 
them  reminiscences  of  attachment  to  the 
Throne.    In  these  circumstances,  he  re- 
garded the  present  as  an  opportime  op- 
portunity for   approaching  the  Queen 
with  the  Amendment  which  they  desired 
to  carry.     What    were   the    principal 
points    raised    by    that   Amendment? 
They  complained  of  the  action  of  the 
Government — first,   in  having  allowed 
so  much  time  to  elapse ;  second,  in  not 
even  at  the  present  moment  bringing 
forward  proper  measures  for  the  relief 
of  distress  in  Ireland ;  and  third,  in  not 
having  struck,  or  been  prepared  to  strike, 
a  blow  at  the  root  of  the  frequently  re- 
curring  famines    which    afflicted    that 
country,  as  a  result  of  its  present  system 
of  land  tenure.    The  charge  against  the 
Government  was  not  one  of  mere  negli- 
gence,   by  reason   of   which    mischief 
might    occur.     They  charged  the  Go- 
vernment with  having  permitted  actual 
starvation  to  have  occurred  in  Ireland. 
Documents  brought  forward  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  themselves  distinctly 
showed  they  were  fully  aware  so  far 
back  as  August  last  that  if  adequate 
steps  were  not  taken  famine  must  neces- 
sarily ensue.    It  was,  no  doubt,  true  that 
up  to  the  present  time  no  deaths  from 
pure  and  simple  starvation  had  actually 
taken  place ;  out  he  thought  the  Mem- 
bers or  the  Government  had  made  them- 
selves responsible  all  the  same  for  the 
loss  of  thousands  of  lives  amongst  the 
Irish    people.      Starvation    was  not  a 
thing  whicn  came  on  suddenly ;  it  was 
not  a  disease  which  struck  a  person  down 
like  fever.     Starvation  might  go  on  day 
after  day  and  month  after  month.  People 
were  suffering  from  a  great  want  of  food 
and  fuel.     Their  constitutions  were  at- 
tacked and  weakened,  and  there  could  be 
no  doubt  whatever  that,  in  consequence 
of  this,  the  germs  of  disease  had  been 
engendered    very    largely    throughout 
many  districts  of  Ireland.     Those  for 
whom  he  spoke  complained  that  Her 
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the  present  time,  for  that  to  be  the  case, 
eyeiything  would  have  to  be  undertaken 
with  extraordinary  rapidity  and  at  high 
pressure.     In  the  West  of  Ireland  seed 
time  extended  from  the  5th  of  March  to 
the   17th,  and  if  the  people  were  em- 
ployed after  the  10th  of  March  on  the 
proposed  works  a  great  deal  of  harm 
would  be  done.     He  would  have  liked 
to  see  the  Government  begin  the  pro- 
jected works  on  the  15th  of  January,  so 
as  to  allow  the  people  to  earn  some  money ; 
and    then,   at  the    proper    time,   they 
would  have  been  ready  to  begin  sowing 
the  seed.     Let  them  have  out-door  relief 
while  they  were  sowing  the  seed,  and 
then  next  year  they  would  have  a  fair 
chance  of  obtaining    a   good  harvest. 
Now  all  the  schemes  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would    be  working 
against  time  ;  and,  as  far  as  he  could 
see,   time  would  win,   if   considerable 
pressure  was  not  used.     Out-door  relief 
would  be  a  very  good  measure,   and, 
indeed,  was  an  absolute  necessity ;  but  it 
was  a  very  poor  substitute  for  something 
better.     There  should  have  been  one  or 
two  large  public  works  undertaken  by 
each  of  the  large  local  bodies,  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  employing  labour.    That 
would  have  been  a    good  thing,   and 
would  have  been  attended  with  the  ad- 
vantage of  keeping  up  the  standard  of 
labour.    If  the  Government  had  looked 
round  and  relaxed  the  regulations,  they 
would  have  foimd  works  which  could 
have  been  undertaken  with  mutual  ad- 
vantage.    So  far  as  he  knew,  what  was 
most  wanted  in  Ireland  was  the  com- 
pletion of  the  railway  systems ;  and  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
see  his  way  to  make  six  or  eight  branches 
in  different  parts  of  the  country,  the 
money  being  guaranteed  at  2  or  3  per 
cent,   and  a  certain    amount  of  work 
given,  he  thought  there  would  be  the 
enormous  advantage  that  there  would 
be  hond  fide  honest  works  going  on,  and 
they    would    save    the    demoralization 
which  any  scheme    of   merely    giving 
labour  for  labour's  sake,  with  the  view 
of  saving  people's  lives  from  starvation, 
would  have.     He  felt  sure  that  if  they 
did  not  take  great  pains  with  regard  to 
the  harvest  next  year  thev  would  have 
a  famine.    The  seed  had  been  sown  in 
nearly  the  same  land  in  Ireland  for  some 
20  or  30  years,  and  had  thus  been  ren- 
dered peculiarly  liable  to  disease,  and  to 
change  the  seed  belonging  to  the  people 
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would  be  to  do  a  great  and  permanent 
benefit.  The  good  effects  of  changing 
the  seed  would  last  for  15  or  20  years  ; 
and  he  thought  the  Government  ouffht 
to  take  some  speoicd  means  of  changmg 
the  seed,  and  thus  enabling  them  to  im- 
prove their  crops  in  the  future.  He  was 
afraid  that  unless  some  special  exertions 
of  that  kind  were  made  many  of  the 
people  would  be  absolutely  without  seed 
at  all;  and  he  would  suggest  that  it 
would  be  a  good  and  useml  work  for 
the  Government  to  advance  money  to 
Poor  Law  Unions  to  be  expended  in 
that  manner.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  indicate  that  they  would 
take  that  suggestion  into  oonsiaeration. 
The  Gt>vemment  had  a  noble  oppor- 
tunity before  them;  and  if  they  took 
prompt  and  energetic  action,  they  might 
still  save  the  Irish  people  from  much 
further  suffering  and  distress. 

Mr.  CHAELES  LEWIS  desired  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
form  of  the  Amendment  that  had  been 
proposed.  It  was,  in  the  first  place, 
practically  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Government  for  their  delays  and  mis- 
conduct in  the  past ;  in  the  second  place, 
they  were  asked  to  pledge  themselvee  as 
to  measures  for  alleviatmg  the  distress 
in  the  present  and  the  future;  and, 
thirdly,  they  were  asked  to  commit 
themselves  to  certain  vaffue  and  unde- 
fined measures  with  reference  to  the 
tenure  of  land  which  were  only  hinted 
at  in  a  confused  form  in  the  concluding 
sentence.  The  first  portion,  he  thought, 
was  unreasonable  and  untrue;  the  second 
was  unnecessary ;  and  the  third  was  il- 
lusory and  delusive.  He  had  listened 
to  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, hoping  to  extract  from  them  the 
specific  grounds  of  complaint  ag^ainst 
the  course  of  the  Government.  One  al- 
legation was  continually  urged — ^namely, 
that  the  Gt>vemment  had  not  done 
enough ;  but  whatever  the  Government 
had  done  or  proposed  to  do  was  ob- 
jected to  by  the  Home  Rule  Members, 
who,  even  among  themselves,  were  not 
agreed  as  to  what  course  should  be 
aaopted.  One  had  advocated  a  general 
system  of  out-door  relief;  another  had 
objected  to  this ;  one  had  proposed  loans 
to  the  landlords,  another  to  tne  tenants. 
One  hon.  Gentleman  had  actually  risen 
in  his  place  and  complained  of  the  out- 
flow of  private  charity  in  this  great  das* 
tress.    They  had  had  a  signal  proof  on 
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the  present  occasion  from  the  mouths  of 
Irishmen  themselves — Irishmen  of  a  cer- 
tain type,  bo  it  remembered — that  it 
was  hopeless  to  attempt  to  satisfy  them 
by  any  reasonable  or  statesmanlike  mea- 
sures. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw),  the  ostensible  Leader  of  the 
Party,  had  expressed  with  fulness  their 
views;  but  the  only  tangible  fact  he 
gathered  from  his  remarks  was  that  if 
the  Government  did  so  and  so,  without 
specifying  what,  he  would  undertake  to 
pacify  any  fractious  meeting  in  Ireland. 
It  had  been  said  that  this  Irish  Ques- 
tion was  treated  by  various  English 
Governments  with  a  view  to  Party  in- 
terests and  General  Elections ;  but  he 
could  affirm  that  among  the  Home 
Bulers  themselves  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  looking  to  the  future,  not  with 
reference  to  the  distressed  people  of  Ire- 
land, but  as  distressed  candidates  in  Ire- 
land. Everyone  was  pained  beyond  mea- 
sure at  the  widespread  distress  in  that 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions ;  but 
that  side  of  the  House  could  claim  that 
they  had  shown  the  same  active  sym- 
pathy which  had  been  so  much  the  vaunt 
of  those  on  the  opposite  side.  The  con- 
duct of  the  young  Nobleman  who  had 
recently  tried  to  stem  the  tide  of  famine 
and  sorrow  in  Ireland  in  this  respect  con- 
trasted favourably  with  the  language 
which  they  hoard  from  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic,  and  which  if  uttered  in 
this  country  would  amount  to  sedition 
and  treason.  He  thought  that  the  lan- 
guage of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork,  in  which  he  sneered  at  the 
prosperity  of  Ulster,  and  compared  Bel- 
faftt  with  Halifax,  was  hardly  worthy  of 
him.  If  Irish  Members  were  so  en- 
thusiastic for  the  commercial  prosperity 
of  their  country  as  they  professed  to  be, 
surely  they  ought  to  have  congratulated 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Corry)  that  Ulster 
contained  a  town  of  such  present  and 
probable  future  greater  importance.  The 
non.  Member  for  Cork  wanted  to  pass 
off  as  a  joke  his  allusion  to  the  taking 
of  the  lynch-pin  out  of  a  process-server's 
car ;  but  this  was  a  grim  joke,  at  a  time 
when  process-servers  were  being  beaten 
and  otherwise  maltreated,  and  delivered 
at  a  solemn  conclave  assembled,  pre- 
sumably, on  a  most  serious  occasion. 
How  would  the  gallant  peasantry  of  the 
West  construe  the  allusion  otherwise 
than  as  meaning  that  a  little  violence 
would  have  tho  sanction  of  the  Home 


Bule  Party  ?  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue)  on 
the  metamorphosis  he  had  recently  under- 
gone.    Formerly  his  voice  used  to  be 
heard  from  behmd  the  front  Opposition 
Bench,  between  which  and  the  Bench  on 
the  opposite  side  a  great  gulf  intervened. 
Thence  he  formerly  fulminated  anathe- 
mas against  his  present  Friends.    Now, 
like  every  neophyte,  he  championed  with 
enthusiasm  his  most  recent  creed — that 
of  the  new  Party  led  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell).     But  what- 
ever the  Government  did  met  with  the 
disapproval  of  Gentlemen  opposite.    If 
they  promoted  public  works  it  was  said 
that  they  were  benefiting  the  landlords 
at  the  expense  of  the  tenants.     They 
were  accused  of  trying  to  impede  the 
operationof  the  Land  Act  of  1870.   But 
when  they  saw  the  list  of  works  of  public 
utility  which  the  Government  proposed 
to  carry  out — such  as  roads  and  bridges, 
which  were  certainly  not  more  for  the 
benefit  of  one  class  than  another — there 
could  be  no  force  in  such  charges  as  had 
been  brought  against  them.     If  they 
were  going  to  judge  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  guilty  of  grievous 
neglect  and  delay  they  would  require 
a  series  of  well-authenticated  facts,  and 
not    be   content    without   one,    before 
throwing  on  the  Government  the  cruel 
stigma  of  having,  while  hundreds,  it  was 
said  thousands,  of  Irishmen  were  ap- 
proaching the  condition  of  dying,  shut 
their  hearts  against  the    demand    for 
sympathy  and  allowed  their  fellow-coun- 
trymen to  bo  treated  in  a  disgraceful 
way.     He  challenged  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  produce  a  single  instance  of 
the  Government  having  wilfully  over- 
looked or  neglected  their  duty  in  any 
parish  or  district  in  Ireland.  There  were 
evils  connected  with  the  question  of  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  which  made  the  contem- 
plation of  any  effectual  remedy  almost 
hopeless.     In  some  parts  there  was  the 
difficulty  caused  by  fiie  barren,  uninvit- 
ing soil.    Again,  let  them  ^o  into  many 
places  in  the  West  and  notice  the  smaU 
parcels  of  land  from   which  the  four, 
five,  or  six  members  of  a  family  were 
miserably  trying  to  extract  an  existence. 
The  system  of  division  which  rendered 
this  possible  was,  in  his  opinion,  an  evil 
of  no  inconsiderable  magnitude.     When 
they  should  come  to  hear — as  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  in  the  course  of  the 
Session — ^long-winded  suggestions  about 
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peasant  proprietorship,  they  should  re- 
member that  its  advantages,  if  linked 
with  incapacity  or  want  of  capital,  might 
prove  no  unmixed  boon.  The  next  diffi- 
culty to  which  he  wished  to  refer  was 
the  absence  of  a  middle  class  in  many 
districts  of  Ireland,  and  the  consequent 
want  of  that  interlacing  of  socie^  by 
the  mixture  of  one  class  with  another 
which  prevailed  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. What,  he  asked,  constituted  the 
great  aggravation  of  Irish  distress? 
Why,  the  wicked  agitation  against  the 
obligations  of  law  and  morals  which 
had  been  going  on  for  months  under  a 
leadership  which  he  would  not  describe. 
When  dealing  with  this  subject  among 
his  own  constituents  he  asked  them  how, 
if  the  agitation  should  be  successful, 
they  were  to  get  their  debts  paid  ? — for 
the  spirit  of  repudiation  was  like  fever 
or  leprosy,  and  spread  from  one  part  of 
the  body  politic  to  another,  and  would 
not  be  restricted  to.  those  who  held  the 
position  of  tenants.  It  was  bad  enough 
to  have  persons  who  were  not  in  a 
responsible  position  going  about  the 
country  talking  to  men  on  whom  misery 
had  set  her  heavy  hand  and  suggesting 
to  them  that  they  should  add  to  their  per- 
sonal degradation  the  moral  degradation 
of  being  revolutionists ;  but  it  was  worse 
still  that  observations  and  speeches 
should  be  made  and  letters  written  by 
men  who  were  in  a  high  and  respon- 
sible position.  He  regretted  that  the 
right  non.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  absent 
from  his  place.  He  had  endeavoured 
to  extract  from  the  recent  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  their  gist  and 
marrow  ;  and  he  would  point  out  to  the 
House  the  three  great  points  which  were 
made  in  one  of  the  Midlothian  speeches. 
The  first  was  to  this  effect — "It  is 
right,  as  a  public  principle,  to  contend 
that  the  State  can  expropriate  property ; 
it  is  a  mere  question  of  the  application 
of  that  right  and  that  liberty. ' '  That  sen- 
tence was  immediately  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  now  in 
America,  as  evidence  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  in  favour 
of  his  land  propositions.  Proposition 
No.  2  was — *'  The  further  you  are  from 
the  Metropolis  the  greater  number  of 
Members  your  country  is  entitled  to 
have."  That  ffrand,  new,  spick  and 
span,  statesmanlike,  constitutional  doc- 
trine was  enumerated,  inaug^uratedi  and 
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shot  off  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
satisfy  the  Midlothian  electors.  Irish 
Members  might  well  contend  that  if  that 
was  the  principle  initiated  by  an  ex- 
Prime  Minister — the  chosen,  though  not 
the  titular  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party 
— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  was  a  better  Home  Buler 
than  they  were.  The  third  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the 
language  of  many  Home  Btde  appli- 
cants, was  that  "it  would  be  a  very 
great  advantage  to  relieve  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  of  much  of  their  business 
connected  with  particular  portions  of  the 
United  Kingdom."  [^Cheer$  from  the 
Irish  Members,']  Why,  that  was  the  very 
formula  of  Home  Rule ;  and  when  they 
found  a  responsible  statesman  going 
down  to  ingratiate  himself  with  his  last 
new  love  by  such  propositions,  they 
were  threatened,  in  his  opinion,  with  a 
calamity  even  greater  than  the  agitation 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath.  The 
Conservatives  had  been  twitted  with 
having  for  a  cry  "  Disraeli,  Oorry,  and 
no  dismemberment  of  the  Empire." 
Well,  he  did  not  call  that  a  bad  cry  to 
go  to  the  country  with.  In  fact,  the 
evidence  of  that  day  showed  it  to  be  a 
very  good  cry.  He  warned  his  Friends 
opposite  that  it  might  prove  a  better  cry 
than  that  of  "Cavenoish  and  dismem- 
berment of  the  Empire."  Possibly  in 
the  course  of  the  Session  the  House 
would  be  able  to  abstract  from  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  the 
exact  propositions  which  he  desired 
English  and  Scotch  people  to  understand 
he  took  up  on  the  subject  of  Home  Bule. 
So  far  as  he  was  able  to  read  between  the 
lines  of  the  letter  recently  published  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  his  proposal  seemed 
to  amount  to  this^ — "  Do  as  you  like, 
promise  what  you  like,  no  matter  what, 
provided  you  get  in  and  turn  a  Tory  out. 
All  you  have  to  do  is  to  hold  up 
with  one  hand  the  Union  Jaok,  and 
with  the  other  the  torn  Constitation 
of  the  country.  You  may  ride  in  on 
those  two  horses."  The  probability  was 
that  if  they  did  ride  on  those  two  horses 
Libercd  Members  would  break  their 
backs  in  the  operation.  There  were 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  men  in  the 
city  he  represented  (Londonderry)  who 
abhorred  and  opposed,  with  as  mudh 
vehemence  as  any  Member  of  the  House, 
the  idea  of  separating  themselves  from 
England.    The  warning  of  to-day's  pro- 
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ceedings  showed  that  the  opposi- 
tion, whatever  might  be  its  tempo- 
rary success,  and  however  much  the 
Ministry  might  be  affected  by  the  exist- 
ence of  national  distress^  could  dare  to 
tamper  with  the  unity  of  the  Empire. 

Mb.  O'OONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
was  not  going  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis) 
through  all  his  exciting  comments.  The 
speech  they  had  just  heard  would  con- 
vince them  that  the  hon.  Member  was, 
if  not  an  impressive,  at  least  an  excited, 
or  perhaps  he  might  say  a  flying-trapeze 
orator,  for,  from  the  manner  in  which 
he  moved  about,  he  at  one  moment  ad- 
dressed the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
Chair,  whilst  at  the  next,  it  seemed  as  if 
he  was  about  to  flnish  by  addressing  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  at  least  lifted  the  House  beyond  the 
issue  before  it ;  but,  as  far  as  he  could, 
he  (Mr.  0*Connor  Power)  should  deal 
with  the  points  raised  and  bearing  on 
the  subject  before  the  House.  Reference 
had  been  made  to  the  difference  in  the 
ranks  of  the  Home  Rulers ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  they  were  at  least 
united  in  this  Resolution,  which  de- 
clared that  the  Government  had  been 
culpably  negligent  in  dealing  with  the 
threatened  and  actual  distress  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  said  an  hon.  Member  had 
objected  to  the  flow  of  charity  to  Ireland; 
but  why  did  not  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  accept  the  views  on  this 
subject  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  and  not  hold  up 
the  words  of  some  not  very  prominent 
Member  of  the  Home  Rule  Party  ?  Was 
that  the  hon.  Member's  idea  of  fair  play 
—to  bring  forward  a  fragment  of  evi- 
dence on  one  side  and  suppress  all  the 
evidence  on  the  other  side  r  That  kind 
of  petty  advocacy  might  be  indulged  in 
at  a  petty  sessions  court,  but  it  was  con- 
temptible before  a  Legislative  Assembly. 
As  to  the  recent  accession  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Traleo  (the  0*Donoghue), 
whom  the  hon.  Member  had  taunted 
with  inconsistency,  that  hon.  Gentleman 
had  recognized  A  great  crisis  in  the 
history  of  his  country.  He  also  recog- 
nized the  many  years  he  had  devoted  to 
the  moderate  and  constitutional  exposi- 
tion of  Irish  grievances  in  that  House, 
and  what  was  the  result  of  all  his  efforts 
and  his  experience?  Why,  this — that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  came  to  de- 
clare that  the  sense  of  justice  was  00 


small  in  the  average  House  of  Commons 
that  he  told  the  Irish  people  they  must 
rely  on  the  moral  power  and  justice 
of  their  own  cause,  and  on  a  constitu- 
tional agitation  of  their  grievances,  to 
exert  sufficient  pressure  to  induce  the 
House  to  pass  measures  of  justice  to  Ire- 
land. He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  would 
ask  what  was  the  history  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Conservative  Party?  Had  not  the 
present  Imperial  Prime  Minister  changed 
from  side  to  side  until  he  ultimately  ar- 
rived at  what  he  believed  was  a  truly 
patriotic  policy,  and  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Mr.  Gladstone),  who  was  the  hope 
of  the  soundest  elements  in  the  Liberal 
Party,  once  belong  to  the  Tory  Party  ? 
Did  the  hon.  Member  object  to  the  sup- 
port which  the  Tory  Party  received  from 
the  Tory  Home  Rule  Members  for  Wex- 
ford and  Sligo  because  they  had  joined  the 
Home  Rule  Party  ?  Regarding  the  boast 
of  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  result  of  the 
Liverpool  election,  he  thought  that  to 
call  the  return  of  the  Conservative  can- 
didate by  a  majority  of  2,000  a  victory 
in  that  Tory  city  was  to  show  that  the 
Conservatives  were  thankful  for  small 
mercies.  It  seemed  to  be  quite  a  dif- 
ferent thing  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  a  Liberal  candi- 
date to  adopt  Home  Rule  in  his  pro- 
gramme in  Liverpool  and  a  Tory  candi- 
date to  do  the  same  thing  in  Manchester. 
According  to  that  view,  what  was  a  crime 
and  blasphemy  in  the  one  case  was  only 
a  correct  thing  to  do  in  the  other.  As 
to  the  practical  measures  which  the  hon. 
Member  said  the  Government  had  taken 
with  regard  to  Irish  distress,  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  maintained  that  up  to 
the  present  moment  the  Government 
had  not  taken  a  single  practical  step  to 
work  those  measures  out.  All  that  the 
Government  had  done  up  to  this  moment 
was  to  state  in  one  of  the  official  letters 
that  if  an  emergency  threatened  famine 
in  Ireland,  then  the  Government  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  appointing 
three  Inspectors  under  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  at  a  salary  of  £500 
a-year !  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  Ireland  suffered  from  the  want 
of  a  middle  class.  There  were  two 
classes  in  Ireland.  One  —  10,000  or 
12,000 — was  excessively  rich,  and  the 
other — the  millions  of  the  Irish  people 
— was  excessively  poor.  Surely  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  given  them  a  little 
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information  as  to  the  causoa  wliioh 
brought  this  state  of  affairs  about.  It 
was  brought  about  by  confiscation,  by 
brute  force,  by  the  power  of  the  sword, 
and  those  other  means  of  torture  which 
the  English  Government  had  employed 
— powers  which  had  been  used  by  Eng- 
land, and  which  had  brought  about  re- 
sults which  the  hon.  Member  affected  to 
deplore.  The  House  had  been  treated 
to  a  warm  denunciation  of  the  land  agi- 
tation. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
echoed the  statement  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  said  that  Ireland 
was  full  of  agitators,  airing  imaginary 
grievances.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
House,  when  had  one  measure  of  free- 
dom in  Ireland — social,  political,  indus- 
trial, or  religious — been  granted  that  was 
not  the  result  of  either  revolution  or  agi- 
tation? People  made  political  capital 
out  of  the  declarations  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich ;  but  the  Party 
opposite  ought  to  recollect  that  a  former 
Leader  of  theirs,  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton, declared  in  the  House  of  Lords  that 
England  had  to  consider  between  the 
granting  of  Homan  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion and  civil  war;  and  it  was  only  when 
this  Ministerial  declaration  was  made  in 
the  House  of  Lords  that  the  bigoted 
prejudices  of  Great  Britain  gave  way, 
and  the  measure  was  allowed  to  pass. 
If  there  was  an  element  of  force  and 
violence  in  the  land  agitation,  he  main- 
tained that  the  lesson  of  force  had  been 
learnt  from  the  Representatives  of  Eng- 
lish government  in  Ireland,  and  from 
the  motives  which  had  actuated  English 
statesmen  in  legislation  of  a  beneficial 
character.  There  was  nothing  new  in 
the  principle  stated  by  the  ex-Prime 
Minister  as  to  the  undeniable  right  of 
the  State  to  expropriate  landed  pro- 
perty for  some  purposes.  The  principle 
was  inscribed  on  the  Statute  Book  in 
the  legislation  which  said  that  the  State 
might  take  land  when  it  was  necessary 
for  a  railway,  or  for  any  other  pur- 
pose of  public  advantage.  If  the  prin- 
ciple was  wrong  in  the  speech  it  was 
wrong  in  our  laws.  No  doubt,  the  last 
speaker  was  to  be  congratulated  on 
the  reported  result  of  the  Liverpool 
election;  but  when  it  was  considered 
that  there  were  60,000  voters,  and 
that  the  place  had  always  been  regarded 
as  a  Conservative  stronghold,  as  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  had  said,  he  was  not 
disposed    to    tliink  the    result    of  the 
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election  was  much  to  crow  over.  The 
Home  Rule  element  in  that  election  had 
been  referred  to ;  but  had  not  Conser- 
vatives themselves  condescended  to  steal 
a  little  Home  Rule  thunder  ?  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscount 
Sandon)  had  himself  used  a  little  Home 
Rule  thunder ;  for  in  a  speech  made  re- 
cently he  declared  that  he  so  far  sym- 
pathized with  the  Home  Rulers  and 
the  Irish  people  that  he  was  prepared 
to  vote  for  the  people  of  Ireland  having 
equal  privileges  with  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland.  ^Opptmtum 
cheers  and  counter  cheers,"]  Well,  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  cheered,  all  he  had 
to  do  was  to  turn  round  and  eong^tu- 
late  his  Colleagues  on  the  success  of 
their  cause.  It  was  evident  that  the 
near  approach  of  the  General  Election 
was  having  a  salutary  effect  on  the  Con- 
servative Party  as  regarded  their  attitude 
upon  Irish  questions.  But  he  asked 
those  who  cheered — and  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  were  in 
his  place  he  would  ask  himself — how 
it  was  that  the  votes  of  the  noble  Lord 
were  to  be  found  recorded  against  mea- 
sures for  the  equalization  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary and  boroughfranchise  i  nireland , 
and  against  every  measure  for  granting 
equal  privileges  to  the  Irish  people, 
when  brought  forward  by  Home  Rule 
Members?  It  was  only  when  Lord 
Ramsay  had  managed  to  secure  the 
support  of  the  Home  Rule  Party  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool found  out  that  he  himself  had 
somewhere  down  in  the  bottom  of  his 
heart  a  well  of  sympathy  for  the  Irish 
people.  Much  of  tne  warmth  of  this 
debate  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Address  was  seconded 
yesterday.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  J.  P.  Corry),  in  doing  so,  said 
that  the  great  evil  of  the  West  of  Ire- 
land was  over-population.  But  if  there 
were  sufficient  resources  in  the  soil  for 
the  sustenance  of  the  people,  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  declined  to  accept  that 
view.  How  was  it  that  fertile  land  had 
gone  out  of  cultivation  simnltaneoosly 
with  the  decline  of  the  population  ? 
Where  that  was  so  it  was  idle  to  talk  of 
over-population,  and  he  maintained  that 
the  extermination  of  the  people  must  be 
owing  to  artificial  causes,  which  the 
hand  of  Parliament  ought  to  be  able  to 
reach.  It  was  unjust  to  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
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liad  sneered  at  the  prosperiir^  of  Ulster; 
there  was  no  one  who  rejoiced  more 
over  it,  or  who  had  done  more  to  ex- 
tend manufacturing  industries  to  the 
South  of  Ireland.  The  Seconder  of  the 
Address  said  that  one  of  the  wants  of 
Ireland  was  manufacturing  industry; 
and  that  hon.  Member,  who  drank  so 
often  to  the  glorious,  pious,  and  im- 
mortal memory  of  William  HI.,  did  not 
seem  to  be  aware  that  that  Monarch  had 
declared  in  a  letter — '*  I  will  do  all  in 
my  power  to  discourage  the  woollen 
manufactures  in  Ireland.;"  that  he  not 
only  discouraged  but  destroyed  that  im- 
portant branch  of  Irish  industry,  and  so 
they  were  presented  with  the  touching 
spectacle  of  a  loyal  follower  of  the 
pious,  glorious,  and  immortal  William 
shedding  crocodile  tears  over  the  ruin  of 
Irish  manufactures.  {_Loud  laughter  and 
cheers,"]  In  another  case,  he  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power)  might  have  said  that  such 
language  was  a  miracle  of  hypocrisy ; 
but  he  would  not  say  so  in  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast.  The  hon. 
Member  further  asked  whether  men 
would  invest  capital  in  a  country  torn 
by  agitation  ?  Of  course  not,  granting 
the  assumed  insecurity.  But  if  a  man 
would  not  invest  capital  in  manufac- 
tures without  security,  why  should  he  in- 
vest in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  with- 
out security  ?  Why  should  four  or  five 
hundred  thousand  farmers  be  expected 
to  convert  the  barren  places  of  the  whole 
Island  into  blooming  and  fertile  fields 
without  security  ?  Give  them  the  custom 
of  the  Ulster  tenant  right — give  them  the 
security,  social  and  political,  which  the 
people  of  Ulster  had  enjoyed  for  centu- 
ries ;  and  the  result  would  be,  he  would 
assure  them,  an  industrious  and  con- 
tented population  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 
He  was  proud  of  the  fact  that  the  county 
Mayo  was  the  source  of  the  land  agita- 
tion, and  he  should  never  deplore  it. 
They  found  in  that  part  of  Ireland  the 
richest  lands  appropriated  by  the  land- 
lords for  themselves,  while  the  tenants 
were  driven  half-way  up  the  mountains, 
until  tliey  had  made  the  land  valuable, 
and  then  they  were  driven  further  up. 
Yet,  with  these  facts  staring  them  in  the 
face,  those  poor  people  were  accused  of 
a  want  of  industi^.  On  minor  questions 
there  was  room  for  difference  ;  out  they 
were  ag^reed  that  the  great  evil  was  that 
landlords,  being  the  rent-receivers,  hav- 
ing the  wealth  of  Ireland  in  the  hollow 


of  their  hands,  being  the  custodians  of 
the  resources  of  the  nation,  did  not, 
with  that  wealth,  possess  the  necessary 
enterprize.  What  was  acquired  by 
violence  was  freely  dissipated  by  profli- 
gacy. Nine-tenths  of  the  landed  pro- 
perty had  been  acquired  by  the  sword. 
Many  of  the  landowners  were  non- 
resident, and,  as  a  class,  they  were  so 
wanting  in  enterprize  that  they  refused 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  facilities 
afforded  to  them  for  developing  and 
improving  their  property.  But  what 
was  the  use  of  complaining  of  the 
poverty  of  the  Irish  soil  when  the  te- 
nants had  no  security  for  improvements? 
The  fact  was  that  there  was  no  more 
fertile  soil  in  Europe.  He  congratulated 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
improved  tone  he  had  shown  in  this  de- 
bate—so very  different  from  the  manner 
in  which  he  treated  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  last  night.  But,  after 
all,  what  did  his  speech  amount  to? 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  correctly 
described  it  as  a  basketful  of  good 
intentions.  It  was  the  old  story.  When 
any  mistake  was  committed  by  the  ad- 
vocates of  Ireland  it  had  generally  arisen 
from  placing  too  much  reliance  on  the 
statements  of  the  Government.  In  this 
instance  a  great  mistake  had  been  made 
by  the  Irish  Members  when  they  took 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  in  a 
serious  light,  and  he  maintained  that 
the  proposals  now  put  forward  were  not 
to  be  relied  upon  as  means  to  save  the 
Irish  people  from  starvation,  seeing 
that  auer  six  months*  inquiry  the  Go- 
vernment still  appeared  to  doubt  if  any 
emergency  would  arise,  although  they 
had  the  declaration  of  70  Irish  Mem- 
bers months  ago  that  the  emergency 
had  already  arisen.  If,  however,  the 
Government  did  not  do  something,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  Irish  Members  to 
take  such  a  course  as  would  force  public 
attention  to  the  sad  condition  of  their 
countrymen,  and  bring  about  a  univer- 
sal demand  that  the  Government  should 
legislate  in  an  effectual  manner  by  in- 
troducing measures  of  real  practical  ame- 
lioration. It  was  with  a  sense  of  shame 
and  humiliation  that  they  saw  their  coun- 
try paraded  as  abeggar  before  the  nations. 
There  were  people  who  seemed  to  rejoice 
in  this.  Irish  bone,  and  sinew,  and  in- 
telligence could  amass  wealth  abroad; 
and  the  reason  why  they  could  not  do  it 
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at  home  was  that  Ireland  had  been  un- 
fortunate in  her  history  and  in  her  laws, 
especially  in  those  Land  Laws  which  had 
surrounded  the  L-ish  people  in  the  home 
of  their  race,  and  that  was  the  real  source 
of  the  poverty  and  degradation  in  that 
country ;  that  was  the  true  explanation 
of  the  chronic  misery  of  Ireland.  They 
were  sometimes  asked  why  they  had  not 
introduced  practical  measures ;  but  had 
practical  measures  not  been  brought 
forward?  Had  proposals  for  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands  not  been 
brought  forward  again  and  again  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
John  George  MacCarthy)  ?  Not  a  single 
practical  measure  introduced  by  any 
Irish  Member  had  received  the  sanction 
of  the  House.  Indeed,  Ireland  was 
under  the  rule  chiefly  of  the  alien,  and 
the  advice  of  Irishmen  in  reference  to 
Irish  wants  was  contemptuously  re- 
jected. Ireland  was  not  remote  even 
from  the  House  of  Commons.  Why 
should  it  be  neglected  ?  But  he  feared 
it  was  remote  from  the  intelligent  un- 
derstanding of  the  English  people  as 
to  the  real  wants  of  the  country.  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  had  to-day 
presented  a  Petition  from  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Dublin  which  was,  in  fact,  an  in- 
dictment by  anticipation  of  the  Govern- 
ment, because  the  means  necessary  to 
prevent  the  threatened  destitution  in 
Ireland  were  pointed  out  and  forwarded 
to  the  responsible  authorities  in  Ireland. 
It  was  curious  to  remark  that,  in  1847, 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  was  found 
accusing  the  Government  of  the  same 
apathy  and  indifference  as  was  shown 
by  the  Government  of  the  present  day ; 
and  at  that  time,  as  at  the  present 
hour,  Irish  opinion  and  intelligence  was 
utterly  powerless  to  do  anything  to  help 
Ireland.  The  reason  for  that  was  that 
Irish  opinion  and  intelligence  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  government  of  Ireland. 
The  government  was  in  the  hands  of 
men  alien  to  the  country,  men  who  knew 
little  or  nothing  of  the  condition  of  the 
people,  and  who,  when  a  great  emer- 
gency arose,  had  to  depend  on  second, 
third,  or  fourth-hand  information.  Re- 
ference had  been  made  to  the  character 
of  the  relief  works  which  were  instituted 
during  the  Famine  of  1847;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  told  them  they  must  be  slow 
in  sanctioning  schemes  of  reproductive 
works,  remembering  the  mistakes  that 

Mr,  0^  Connor  Power 


had  been  made  in  1847-8 ;  but  the 
mistakes  then  made  had  arisen  from  the 
Government  not  following  the  advice  of 
the  Irish  Members  and  the  Corporation 
of  Dublin.  Had  the  Government  at- 
tended to  the  representations  of  such 
men  as  Mr.  Fagan,  or  to  a  Gentleman 
whose  name  was  still  warmly  cherished 
in  Ireland,  Mr.  William  Smith  O^Brien, 
who  was  well  qualified  to  give  advice 
on  the  subject,  the  Irish  Famine  would 
have  been  prevented.  He  saw  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  in  his  place, 
and  to  him,  and  those  associated  with 
him  who  took  such  generous  measures 
to  relieve  the  people  of  Ireland  in  the 
famine  time,  a  lasting  debt  of  gratitude 
was  due,  which  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
took  every  opportunity  to  acknowledge. 
If  anyone  took  up  the  reports  of  Uio 
Society  of  Friends  in  those  days,  would 
he  say  that  the  English  Government 
had  come  out  vindicated,  or  that  the 
Irish  landlords  had  done  their  duty? 
No ;  those  authentic  documents  consti- 
tuted a  strong  indictment  against  the 
Government  and  the  Irish  landlords  of 
that  day.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  there 
were  not  good  landlords  in  Ireland.  If 
all  were  equally  good,  there  woxdd 
not  be  the  same  need  for  leg^islation. 
But,  as  a  general  rule,  he  maintained 
that  the  cultivator  ought  to  be  the 
owner  of  the  soil,  and  he  could  be 
made  so  in  Ireland  without  robbing 
any  man  of  a  shilling  to  which  he  was 
justly  entitled.  That  was  the  only  re- 
medy for  the  chronic  state  of  things 
which  existed  in  Ireland.  If  a  Govern- 
ment having  undisputed  power  failed  to 
improve  the  condition  of  a  country,  the 
responsibility  rested  with  them.  His 
contention  was  that  the  Gt>vemment  of 
England  was  responsible  for  the  poverty 
of  Ireland  because  they  had  usuiped  the 
government  of  Ireland  ;  for  they  started 
with  the  theory  that,  whether  right  or 
wrong,  Irishmen  should  not  be  allowed 
to  govern  their  country.  They  had  un- 
dertaken to  decide  Irish  questions,  not 
by  the  majority  of  Irish  opinion,  but 
by  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  opinion 
mixed,  and,  legislatively,  it  was  a  very 
bad  mixture.  It  was  said,  and  from  a 
social  point  of  view  he  agreed  with  it, 
that  Englishmen,  Scotchmen^  and  Irish- 
men made  a  very  good  mixture ;  but  it 
was  very  difficult  to  get  them  properly 
mixed.    Ho  trusted  that  this  discusaion 
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would  not  close  until  the  House  had 
some  more  satisfactory  declarations 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  than 
had  been  hitherto  made.  With  regard 
to  the  peasantry  of  the  West  of  Ireland, 
he  knew  them  well ;  he  had  seen  dif- 
ferent classes  on  both  sides  of  the  At- 
lantic, and  he  could  honestly  say  that  a 
more  industrious  people  did  not  exist  in 
any  part  of  the  British  Empire,  or  a 
people  more  willing  to  expend  their 
entire  labour  on  the  soil  from  the  rising 
to  the  setting  of  the  sim.  They  were 
confronted  now  by  an  agitation  which 
had  received  considerable  attention  from 
the  organs  of  English  opinion,  and  they 
also  found  that  American  opinion  was 
in  svmpathy  with  the  aspirations  of  the 
Irisn  people.  Though  that  House  had 
declined  to  listen  to  the  representations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Parnell),  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  had  placed  its  Bepresentative 
Chamber  at  his  disposal  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  lum  to  explain  the 
grievances  of  his  country.  Some  great 
men  of  this  country  had  not  hesitated 
to  appeal  to  American  opinion  on  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  The  man  whose 
proposals  had  been  scoffed  at  in  that 
House,  and  who  had  himself  been 
denounced  as  a  Communist,  had  been 
received  in  Congress  with  great  distinc- 
tion as  a  Kepresentative  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  trusted  it  would  not  be  ne- 
cessary for  Irish  Kepresentatives  to  en- 
gage in  a  similar  mission  to  other  coun- 
tries. But  he  must  say  that  the  strongest 
feeling  ho  had  in  the  present  crisis  in 
Ireland  was  one  of  shame  and  hu- 
miliation that  his  country — one  of  the 
fairest  and  most  fertile  in  Europe — 
should  bo  subject  to  the  evils  that  now 
afflicted  it ;  and  he  trusted  that  there 
were  many  young  men  who  might  look 
forward  to  a  political  life  during  the 
next  25  years,  which,  if  they  were 
true  men,  thev  would  dedicate  to  every 
just  and  legitimate  effort  to  remove  the 
chronic  poverty  by  which  Ireland  was 
afflicted,  labouring  earnestly  for  the 
time  when  the  reign  of  peace,  freedom, 
and  prosperity  would  dawn  upon  that 
unfortunate  but  still  unconquered  land. 
Mk.  PLUNKET  said,  he  was  certain 
that,  in  common  with  himself,  every 
hon.  Member  of  that  House,  whether 
Englishman,  Scotchman,  or  Irishman, 
would  heartily  sympathize  with  the  elo- 
qoont  peroration  ox  the  hon.  Qentleman 


who  had  just  eat  down  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power),  and  sigh  for  the  time  when 
peace,  prosperity,  and  contentment 
would  bo  established  in  Ireland.  But 
it  struck  him  (Mr.  Plunk et)  that  there 
was  an  odd  and  remarkable  contrast  to 
that  aspiration,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  with  such  enthusiasm  of  the 
achievements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  the  representa- 
tive character  he  assumed  in  America.  If 
they  were  to  judge  by  recent  accounts 
from  that  country,  the  reception  of  that 
hon.  Member  was  now  assuming  a  less 
cordial  character.  He  would  not  follow 
the  hon.  Member  through  his  speech; 
but  he  must  say  he  could  not  find — 
although  it  had  touched  upon  a  great 
many  topics  more  or  less  connected 
with  the  Ireland  of  the  past  and  the 
future— that  any  remedy  had  been  sug- 
gested or  practical  observations  made 
to  meet  the  distress  of  the  present.  The 
hon.  Member  had  challenged  the  Go- 
vernment to  defend  their  policy ;  but  had 
he  indicated  any  one  point  on  which 
they  ought  to  have  done  and  had  not 
done  their  utmost  to  avert  and  relieve 
the  distress  ?  Some  part  of  that  distress 
he  had  attributed  to  the  absence  of 
English  capital  from  Ireland  and  its  non- 
application  to  the  reclamation  of  waste 
land  ;  and,  if  he  understood  him  rightly, 
he  had  suggested  that  greater  security 
should  be  given  for  the  investment  of 
capital  in  that  country.  Unhappily,  it 
was  one  of  the  most  melancholy  circum- 
stances of  the  agitation  in  Ireland  that 
not  only  had  English  capital  ceased  to 
flow  into  the  country,  but  it  was  even 
being  withdrawn  from  it !  He  would  now 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  few 
minutes  while  he  discussed  in  a  practical 
way  the  actually  existing  distress  and  the 
remedies  that  had  been  proposed  for 
it,  because  he  had  passed  probably  as 
much  of  the  last  six  months  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  as  any  hon.  Member 
opiK)site,  and  had  had  opportunities  of 
seeing  as  well  as  hearing  what  was 
going  on  in  many  of  the  most  distressed 
parts  of  that  district.  One  word  as  to 
the  extent  of  the  distress.  He  did  not 
wish  to  under-estimate  it,  and  he  was 
well  aware  that  in  the  South,  the  West, 
and  the  North- West  of  Ireland  it  pressed 
heavily  upon  the  people,  and  had  oome 
on  them  very  suddenly ;  but  when  he 
heard  complaints  that  the  Government 
had  not  interfered  to  chock  its  progress, 
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he  could  only  ask  what  they  could  have 
done  or  attempted  that  they  had  not  en- 
deavoured to  doy  and  what  misery  had 
befallen  the  people  that  they  had  not 
striven  to  avert?  He  might  be  told, 
perhaps,  that  had  the  Government  done 
their  duty,  organizations  for  the  distri- 
bution of  private  charity  would  have 
been  unnecessary.  Now,  he  could  never 
think  those  organizations  superfluous, 
for  it  was  obvious  that  in  its  scope  and 
reach  private  charity  differed  very  widely 
from  the  public  Poor  Law.  It  was,  of 
course,  impossible  for  the  Poor  Law  to 
grapple  unaided  with  the  distress  as  far 
as  isolated  cases  were  concerned.  Go- 
vernment could  only  deal  at  large  in  such 
affairs,  and  ita  aid  must  be  given  accord- 
ing to  general  rules.  Private  charity 
came  in  at  a  particular  time,  and  with  the 
special  object  of  preventing  the  occurrence 
of  sudden  and  individual  suffering.  He 
trusted,  though  he  heartily  believed 
that  the  Government  had  done  and  were 
doing  all  they  could  to  mitigate  the  dis- 
tress, {that  the  generous  public  of  Eng- 
land and  of  other  countries  would  not 
suppose  there  was  no  reason  for  the 
continuance  of  their  charitable  aid.  He 
knew  that  under  any  Government,  no 
matter  how  willing  or  how  able,  there 
must  needs  be  many  opportunities  for  the 
beneficial  exercise  of  private  charity;  and 
whatever  was  the  end  of  this  terrible 
and,  he  hoped,  temporary  affliction,  he 
trusted  it  would  ever  be  remembered 
that  in  the  time  of  distress  men  of  all 
classes  and  of  all  political  parties  had 
united  in  the  common  endeavour  to  re- 
lieve a  suffering  population.  He  said, 
then,  let  there  be  no  check  on  generous 
private  charity.  A  very  different  view, 
however,  of  the  case  was  apparently 
taken  by  the  Irish  agitator,  who  found 
in  it  a  fair  opportimity  for  recalling 
the  grievances  of  the  past,  for  raking 
up  buried  sorrows,  for  exasperating  the 
people,  and  making  them  more  impatient 
under  their  suffering.  No  doubt  distress 
served  to  strengthen  the  political  posi- 
tion of  such  a  man.  He  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  some  of  the 
more  extreme  statements  that  had  been 
made.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  would  be  able 
to  corroborate  or  to  deny  the  report  that 
at  a  land  meeting  at  Louth  he  had 
said — 

'*!  arraign   before  tho  world  as  gnilty  of 
murder  the  Ministers  of  the  (>x>wn,  who,  n>ro- 


warned  and  forearmed,  were  allowing  already 
the  victimfl  of  famine  to  be  consigiied  to  the 

earth." 

What  shadow  of  foundation  was  there 
for  such  a  charge  ?  A  Government 
guilty  of  murder— of  killing  their  fellow- 
subj  ects  with  malice  aforethought !  Why, 
there  had  not  been  one  sin^e  instance 
of  death  by  starvation.  Nothing  of  the 
sort  had  happened,  and  yet  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  not  for  a 
moment  hesitated  to  make  that  wDd  ac- 
cusation. The  evil,  however,  did  not  end 
with  the  mere  inaccuracy  of  the  state- 
ment, but  probably  had  the  effect  of 
staying  the  flow  of  charity.  Hon. 
Members  who  spoke  in  that  way  surely 
knew  that  by  the  charitable  public  such 
language  must  be  deemed  exaggerated, 
and  as  conveying  a  wholly  incorrect  view 
of  the  state  of  their  country.  But  he 
begged  them  not  on  that  account  to  close 
the  hands  that  were  now  open  for  the 
assistance  of  real  suffering.  He  would 
ask  the  House  to  listen  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath, 
who,  he  was  aware,  was  absent,  but 
who  had  not  taken  particular  care,  in 
the  country  where  he  now  was,  to 
spare  the  absent.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  seemed  to  him  fMr.  Plonket) 
to  consider  the  threatenea  famine  as  a 
kind  of  monopoly  of  his  own,  as  an  op- 
portimity sent  him  by  good  fortune  for 
the  advancement  and  promulgation  of 
his  own  views  and  theories  as  to  the 
Irish  Land  Laws  and  the  relations  that 
ought  to  exist  between  owners  and 
tenants.  That  hon.  Member  was  re- 
ported to  have  cautioned  his  hearers 
against  contributing  money  to  tho 
Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Fund,  as  it 
would  only  go  into  the  pockets  of  those 
tenants  who  had  obediently  paid  the  last 
penn^  of  their  rent.  Fiurtner,  he  said 
that  if  the  money  for  relief  were  given 
into  the  hands  of  the  English  governing 
classes,  it  would  inevitably  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  demoralizing  the  people, 
and,  to  use  his  own  words,  "checking 
our  movement."  If  that  report  was 
correct,  he  could  only  say  that  such 
statements  could  be  received  with  little 
loss  than  loathing.  But  that  was  not  all. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  in  the 
earlier  days  of  the  agitation,  when  he 
was  exciting  the  people  to  rise  ag^ainst 
their  landlords  and  against  the  laws  of 
their  country — ["No,  no!"] — against 
their  landlords  and  laws  of  theic  oountrj 
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— he  told  them  the  Heayens  were  fighting 
on  their  side  because  the  rain  was  com- 
ing down,  making  worse  the  prospects 
of  famine.  Now,  what  inference  could 
be  drawn  from  those  words,  except  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  hoped 
starvation  would  render  the  people  of 
Ireland  more  pliable  instruments  in  his 
hands,  and  that  they  would  thereby  be 
more  easily  drawn  to  his  mad  and  ruin- 
ous purposes?  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  did  not  stop  at  the  Duchess  of 
Mariborough's  Fund.  Even  the  Dublin 
Mansion  House  Fund,  together  with  Sir 
Arthur  Guinness  and  his  own  unworthy 
self,  had  come  under  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath's  sweeping  condemnation. 
The  people  of  America  were  cautioned 
against  sending  money  to  the  Dublin 
Mansion  House  Fund.  The  members  of 
the  Committee  could  not  be  trusted. 
They  were  people  who  would  divert  the 
Fund  from  its  proper  purpose.  Now,  so 
far  as  he  personally  was  concerned,  such 
statements  only  provoked  a  smile ;  but 
if  they  had  the  effect  of  preventing  re- 
lief being  extended  to  Ireland,  then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  did  his  country 
a  grievous  wrong.  It  was  unnecessary  to 
vindicate  the  impartiality  of  that  Commit- 
tee. Every  Catholic  and  every  Protestant 
Bishop  in  Ireland  could  testify  to  it;  and 
he  himself,  while  radically  at  variance 
on  most  points  with  the  present  Lord 
Mayor,  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Gray),  the  President  of  that  Fund, 
felt  bound  to  say  that  nothing  could  be 
more  impartial  than  his  action  in  refer- 
ence to  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary would,  ho  doubted  not,  do  him 
similar  justice  in  return.  [Mr.  Gray  ; 
Hear,  hear !]  Perhaps  the  House  would 
now  allow  him,  as  a  relief  to  the  vague 
disquisitions  they  had  been  hearing  on 
the  rights  and  wrongs  of  landlords,  to 
throw  a  little  practical  light  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  draw  a  picture  of  the  way  in 
which  this  distress  came  upon  the  people. 
Ho  would  refer  to  the  property  of  Sir 
Arthur  Guinness,  the  senior  Member  for 
Dublin,  and  challenged  contradiction  of 
his  statements.  On  that  property  there 
was  no  difference  whatever  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  A  better  land- 
lord there  could  not  be.  Absolute  har- 
mony and  peace  prevailed ;  the  rents 
had  not  been  raised  for  20  or  30  years ; 
there  had  been  no  evictions,  or,  if  there 
had  been  one  or  two,  they  had  occurred, 
for  the  most  part,  in  the  hopeless  struggle 


of  trjring  to  prevent  the  sub-division  of 
the  land.  The  proprietor  was  fortunately 
one  who  had  wealth  from  other  sources, 
and  he  had  found  it  his  pleasure  and  his 
duty  to  re-invest  in  the  land  more  than 
his  real  income  from  it.  Therefore,  in 
that  case,  every  element  that  the  agita- 
tor could  suggest  was  absent:  there 
was  no  rack-renting,  no  absence  of 
security  of  tenure,  no  want  of  works, 
nothing  of  that  kind.  Yet,  what  had 
happened  there  ?  The  part  of  Ireland 
in  which  that  property  was  situated  was 
one  of  the  worst  centres  of  distress. 
There  was  an  immense  number  of  small 
tenants,  with  holdings  of  from  one  to 
five,  six,  or  10  acres  of  land,  and  families 
of  five  or  six  children.  It  was  amongst 
these  people  that  the  distress  existed. 
They  were  not  tenant  farmers  in  the 
English  sense  of  the  word;  they  were 
labourers  working  on  their  own  farms, 
and  the  wages  of  their  labour  for  one 
year  was  the  following  year's  crop  of 
potatoes.  The  wetneds  of  the  season 
had  almost  destroyed  their  crop  of  pota- 
toes. Usually,  they  had  enough  to  feed 
themselves  and  the  pig,  who  sometimes 
himself  paid  the  rent;  but  this  year 
there  were  not  enough  potatoes  to  live 
upon,  and  they  had  nothing  else.  They 
had  exhausted  their  credit.  No  rent  had 
even  been  asked  from  them,  in  such  cases, 
for  the  last  year  and  a-half ;  but  while 
they  owed,  perhaps,  £2  or  £3  to  the 
landlords,  they  owed  some  £14  or  £16  to 
the  shopkeeper  in  the  neighbourhood. 
They  were  an  honest,  truth-telling,  and 
well-behaved  people,  and  in  a  good  year 
as  happy  a  people  as  one  could  see  any- 
where. In  the  beginning  of  December, 
when  he  visited  the  cottages  there  with 
the  proprietor,  they  said  they  should 
soon  have  to  begin  to  eat  what  they  had 
reserved  for  seed.  Some  said  they  could 
hold  out  for  some  weeks — most  of  them 
until  the  end  of  February;  others  that 
they  would  just  be  able  to  battle 
through  the  present  year.  That  showed 
how  difficult  it  was  for  the  Government 
to  deal  with  a  case  of  this  kind.  Were 
the  Government  to  make  railways  there? 
Make  a  railway  to  the  moon!  There 
was  no  place  to  make  it  to  there,  and  you 
could  not  make  a  starvinc^  man  walk  for 
12  miles  or  so,  and  come  oack  again,  for 
a  day's  work,  and  no  railway  contractor 
would  employ  such  men.  So  with  re- 
gard to  roads.  Then,  as  to  reclaiming 
waste  land,  they  could  not  go  further  up 
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the  mountains.      Above  them  was  the 
home  of   the    grouse,    the  snipe,   the 
woodcock,  and  you  could  not  improve 
those  rocks.     As  he  walked  through  the 
property  the  proprietor  saw  the  people 
could  not  help  themselves  in  the  position 
in  which  they  were  placed,  and  he  said — 
*' You  must  eat  your  seed  potatoes,  and 
get  on  as  well  as  you  can ;  and  after  that, 
boys,  you  may  look  to  me,  and  you  shall 
not  look  to  me  in  vain."     The  first  idea 
suggested  by  this  state  of  affairs  was  that, 
perhaps,  the  landlord  next  door  had  not 
the  means  to  enable  him  to  act  in  that 
way ;  it  was  a  hard  year  for  the  land- 
lords as  well  as  for  the  tenants.     There 
were  some  tenants  who  could  not  pay,  and 
there  were  some  who  could  pay  but  were 
not  allowed  to  do  so.     Was  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  asked  to  interfere  in  a  case 
of  that  kind  ?     In  these  circumstances, 
his  hon.  Friend  and  himself  gave  what 
help    they    could    to     the    Committee 
at   Dublin.     They   also    went    to    the 
Government   Office,  to  the   Executive ; 
and  more   especially  he    would    refer 
to  Mr.  Robinson,  the  local  head  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  Board,  who  had  spent  all 
his  life  in  the  Poor  Law  service,  had 
gone  through  the  Famine  of  1847,  than 
whom    a  more  considerate  man  could 
not  be  found,  and  who  understood  the 
whole    business    thoroughly.      Having 
told  him  their  story,  he  satisfied  them 
that    everything     had    been    carefully 
thought   over,   and  that   all  would  be 
done    which    could   be    reasonably    or 
wisely  done  to  relieve  those  poor  peo- 
ple.   Now,  a  good  deal  had  been  heard 
about  fixity  of  tenure  and  peasant  pro- 
prietorship as  a  specific  for  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  in  Ireland.      It 
seemed  to  him,  however,  he  must  con- 
fess, rather  cold  comfort  to  offer  such 
people  as  those  of  whom  he  had  been 
speaking  these  high-sounding  privileges. 
Fixity  of  tenure  and  peasant  proprietor- 
ship ! — to  root  them  in  the  soil  I — to  take 
away  the  men  from  them  who  in  bad 
years  like  this  would  have  to  feed  them 
out  of  the  hollow  of  their  hands  in  order 
to  save  them  firom  starvation  *  Yes,  to  root 
them  in  the  soil,  and  leave  them  there 
till  the  bad  years  came,  and  the  famine, 
and  the  fever,  to  make  a  prey  of  them ! 
Hon.  Members  had  heard  of  the  Sibe- 
rian caravans,  where  the  sickly  prisoners 
fell  away  and  were  left  frozen  in  the 
snow  till  wolves  made  an  end  of  them. 
Peasant  proprietorship !    To  make  poa- 
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sant  proprietors  of  emoh  men  as  those  of 
whom  he  had  been  speaking,  loaded  as 
they  were  with  debt,   without  chance 
of  improvement,  and  devoid  of  know- 
ledge or  enterprize  to  start  with,  would 
be  productive  of  the  utmost  misery.     It 
would  simply  secure,  and  make  inevit- 
able, his  doom  when  the  bad  time  eame. 
In  saying  that,  he  must  not  be  under- 
stood as  speaking  against  peasant  pro- 
prietorship under  other  circumstances. 
He  was  now  simply  dealing  with  it  as 
a  specific  for  the  distress  which  at  pre- 
sent prevailed  in  Ireland.    He  was  not 
opposed    to  peasant  proprietorship  of 
solvent    tenants;  but  the    State   must 
proceed  with  great  caution  before  at- 
tempting to  apply  such  groat  principles 
to  a  case  of  this  kind,  ti&ng  away  their 
landlord,  leaving  them  without  a  penny 
or  a  friend  face  to  face  with  the  Go- 
vernment when  its  tax  collector  came 
to  gather  up  the  instalments  of  its  debt. 
Thero  was  another  consideration  which 
occurred  to  his  mind  as  he  saw  his  hon. 
Friend  followed  out  of  the  villages  which 
he  visited  by  old  tottering  men  and 
women  who,  holding  up  tlieir  childrea 
in  their  arms,  blessed  him  and  prayed 
for  him,  and  that  was  to  oontrast  what 
he  saw  with  the  proceedings  of  the  loud- 
mouthed, swaggering  agitator,  followed 
by  a  Fenian  mob,  and  preceded  by  a 
brass    band,   who   told  the  people    of 
America  not  to  send  their  money  homo 
to  this  country,  because  the  governing 
classes  hero  wero  not  to  be  trusted,  as 
they  would  misapply  it ;  who -told  them 
not  to  send  home  money  to  the  ladies  of 
Ireland,  because  it  would  not  be  applied 
in  charity ;  and  who  thanked  God  at  the 
commencement  of  the  distress  that  the 
rain  was  coming  down  in  torrents,  soak- 
ing the  turf,  rotting  the  potatoes,  and 
poisoning  the  food  of  the  people,  so  that 
they  might  be  moro  ready  tools  for  him 
to  incite  on  to  a  bloody  reaistanoe.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  It  is  false !] 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  Ordw. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in 
addressing  the  House,  had  dearly  CT>e- 
cified  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  as  the  agitator 
to  whom  ho  was  roferring.  He  had 
just  stated  that  that  hon.  Member  had 
thanked  God  for  the  famine  in  order  to 
rouse  the  people  of  Iroland  to  a  bloody 
insurrection.  He  v^ Mr.  O'Donnell)  wonla 
rofrain  from  chanicteriung  that  stato- 
mont ;  but  he  should  liko  to  know  wli»- 
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theT  the  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  in  Order  in  making  use  of  such  ex- 
pressions ? 

Mb.  SPEAEEB  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Plunket)  had 
charged  a  Member  of  the  House  with 
inciting  the  people  to  a  bloody  insur- 
rection, suoh  language  could  not  be  Par- 
liamentary. 

Mr.  plunket  should  be  sorry  in 
any  way  to  have  transgressed  the  Hules 
of  the  House.  [Zowrf  crieB  of  '*  With- 
draw ! "]  What  he  meant  to  say  was 
this — and  if  in  the  heat  of  debate  he  had 
said  anything  stronger  he  was  willing  to 
withdraw  it-— that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  had,  in  his  speeches,  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  people  to  the  storm  and  to 
the  rain  that  was  descending,  and  said 
that  the  elements  were  fighting  on  his 
side.  He  said,  further,  that  he  was  thank- 
ful to  the  elements  for  fighting  on  his 
side,  and  the  only  inference  that  could 
be  drawn  from  such  language  was  this 
— that  the  people  would  be  themselves 
the  more  ready  instruments  of  his  agita- 
tion; and  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  said,  and 
would  say  again,  that  that  agitation 
could  have  no  other  result,  and  had  had 
no  other  result,  than  to  incite  the  people 
to  a  bloody  resistance  to  the  law.  Well, 
of  course,  it  would  be  said  that  he  had 
spoken  of  but  one  landlord,  and  that  he 
was  an  exception.  Of  course  there  were 
bad  landlords  in  Ireland,  as  there  were 
in  other  countries;  but  he  knew  that 
there  were  many  good  landlords  in  Ire- 
land— landlords  who,  in  spite  of  all  that 
had  been  said  aeainst  them,  would  be 
only  too  glad  to  relieve  those  unfortunate 
tenants  whose  interests  were  their  in- 
terests, though  all  had  not  the  means 
to  be  generous  as  some  were.  His  lot 
had  been  cast  among  many  such  land- 
lords ;  and  he  could  say  that,  notwith- 
standing all  that  they  had  been  exposed 
to,  and  bitterly  as  they  resented  the 
unjust  language  used  against  them  by 
these  agitators,  he  never  heard  one 
word  of  resentment  uttered  by  any  one 
of  them  against  the  people.  Well,  he 
had  no  intention  to  trace  the  course  of 
the  agitation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath,  or  to  refer  to  what  he  would  call 
his  revolutionary  speeches,  or  his  extra- 
ordinarv  promises  as  to  what  the  result 
would  be.  He  had,  no  doubt,  gained 
great  infiuence  over  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. For  the  time  he  was,  as  was  once 
said  of  O'Connelli  King  of  Ireland ;  and 


so  long  as  he  continued  to  hold  out  those 
hopes,  and  so  long  as  the  people  were 
given  any  ground  to  believe  that  there 
was  any  chance  of  their  being  realized 
— although  it  was  impossible  that  they 
could  be — no  man  could  compete  with 
him;  or  bid  against  him,  among  the 
people.  It  was  a  lamentable  thing  that 
language  which  gave,  or  seemed  to  g^ve, 
encouragement  to  such  wild  dreams, 
had  been  used,  and  used  by  some 
speakers  of  great  authority  in  this  coun- 
try. He  did  not  say  this  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  personal  or  a  poli- 
tical attack,  although  no  one  loved  a 
Party  fight  more  than  he  did ;  but  he 
feared  Ihey  would  hear  something  by- 
and-bye  as  to  the  evil  consequences  of 
such  language  being  used.  The  House 
would,  he  hoped,  aUow  him  to  refer  to 
one  other  instance.  If  hon.  Members 
opposite  were  to  choose  what  had  been 
represented  as  specially  a  bad  case, 
perhaps  they  woidd  select  that  of  the 
eviction  of  Balla,  in  the  county  of  Mayo, 
on  the  property  of  his  kinsman,  Sir 
Bobert  Blosse,  than  whom  a  more  kind- 
hearted  man  towards  his  tenantry  did 
not  live.  Sir  Bobert  had  asked  him  to 
lay  before  the  House  the  truth  of  the 
story.  This  was  not  merely  a  personal 
matter,  as  it  bore  directly  on  the  ques- 
tion. The  estate  extended  over  23,000 
acres,  on  which  were  about  400  tenants. 
The  rents  for  all  residential  holdings 
were  valued  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago, 
and  they  had,  with  scarcely  any  excep- 
tion, never  since  been  raised.  The  houses 
were  rented  at  a  fair  letting  value,  and 
the  rents  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  had 
been  punctually  and  cheerfully  paid  on 
the  estate.  There  had  been  only  five  evic- 
tions all  the  time,  and  onlv  two  of  these 
had  involved  the  tenant  being  actually 
put  out.  One  of  these  was  the  case  of 
Dempsey,  and  there  the  rent  had  been 
paid  willingly  until  lately,  when  quar- 
rels arose  among  the  occupiers  them- 
selves. It  was  the  old  story  of  a  widow 
and  an  unmarried  son  living  in  the  same 
house  with  the  eldest  son,  who  was  mar- 
ried. What  were  the  circumstances  of 
the  eviction  ?  The  rent  was  due  the  1st 
November,  1878,  and  should  have  been 
paid  before  the  1st  of  May,  1879,  when 
Patrick  Dempsey  asked  for  a  prolonga- 
tion of  time.  That  was  granted  from 
time  to  time '  until  August,  and  up  to 
that  date  the  landlord  was  willing  to 
take  the  half-^year's  rent  instead  of  a 
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year's.  It  then  became  evident,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  no  intention  of 
paying  the  rent,  for  Dempsey  had 
joined  in  the  anti-rent  agitation  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  others  pay- 
ing their  rent;  therefore,  an  eject- 
ment for  the  year's  rent  due  the  1st 
of  May,  1879,  was  served.  The  SheriflF, 
on  the  15th  of  November,  proceeded  to 
take  possession,  but  finding  a  child  ill 
of  the  measles  he  went  away,  saying  he 
would  return  in  a  week  if  the  rent  was 
not  paid,  and  Dempsey  undertook  to  pay 
it,  and  would  have  done  so,  but  tnat 
local  agitators  prevented  him,  and  pro- 
mised to  pay  it  for  him  afterwards  if  he 
would  allow  himself  to  be  ejected.  Sir 
Bobert  was  threatened,  and  they  defied 
him  to  carry  out  the  ejectment.  In- 
famous placards  were  posted  on  the  sub- 
ject. A  monster  meeting  was  called, 
and  finally  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
came  to  encourage  the  people  and  ad- 
dressed a  mob  meeting  the  day  the 
Sherifif  was  expected .  The  Sheriff  (Hd  not 
come,  and  so  oloodshed  was  prevented. 
Subsequently  possession  was  g^ven  to 
Sir  Eobert  Blosse.  After  the  eviction  a 
number  of  falsehoods  were  circulated 
through  the  Press.  It  was  said  that 
Dempsey  and  his  family  slept  on  the 
road,  and  that  Sir  Bobert  directed  his 
agent  to  give  them  no  shelter.  That 
was  false.  Dempsey  and  some  of  his 
family  went  direct  to  the  hotel  at  Balla, 
the  others  to  a  neighbour's  house,  and 
they  all  returned  to  the  farm  in  10  days, 
when  the  rent  was  paid.  It  was  also 
said  that  Dempsey's  family  were  ill  with 
fever.  That  was  not  true.  The  doctor 
certified  that  one  had  fever,  but  that  the 
other,  who  had  had  measles,  had  re- 
covered. The  younger  had  given  to 
the  elder  brother  an  amount  of  money 
sufficient  to  pay  the  rent ;  but  the 
latter  applied  the  amount  to  other 
purposes.  He  asked  what  the  land- 
lord could  do  under  these  circum- 
stances ?  The  landlord  knew  the  people 
were  well  able  to  pay  their  rent.  Was 
he  to  submit,  and  have  his  rights  set  at 
nought  ?  It  was  important  for  the  House 
to  consider  what,  if  anything,  should  be 
done  in  the  case  of  persons  who  took 
to  courses  of  this  kind  —  a  question 
which  it  was  most  important  to  dis- 
cuss before  attempting  to  arrive  at  a 
decision  concerning  the  question  now 
before  the  House,  which  could  not  be 
done  without  giving  attention  to  the  ob- 
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ject  of  the  revolutionary  agitation  which 
was  now  and  had  for  some  time  past 
been  going  forward.  The  two  objects 
which  were  principallv  urged  as  tiiose 
sought  to  be  attained  by  the  supporters 
of  the  Amendment  to  the  Address  were 
fixity  of  tenure  on  the  payment  of  fair 
rents  and  tenant  proprietorship.  Unless 
both  political  Parties  were  very  untrue 
to  all  they  had  ever  said  or  done,  there 
could  be  no  possibility  of  such  an  agita- 
tion proving  successful.  He  did  not  in- 
tend then  to  discuss  the  principles  of  fixity 
of  tenure,  for  the  whole  of  the  subject 
had  been  a  hundred  times  thrashed  out 
from  beginning  to  end.  In  1870,  these 
very  proposals  were  made  on  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  and  by  overwhelm- 
ing majorities,  and  by  the  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  mxnself  and 
his  Colleagues,  it  was  utterly  repudiated. 
Only  the  other  dav,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman the  Member  for  J^irmingham, 
who,  he  supposed,  well  represented  the 
left  wing  of  the  Liberal  Irarty,  showed 
that  it  was  impractical  to  establish  fixity 
of  tenure  on  farms,  and  in  the  current 
number  of  the  old  Whig  Quarterly  its 
fallacies  were  conclusively  exposed.  As 
regarded  the  last  of  these  objects  he  had 
no  objection  in  principle  to  it ;  but  he 
should  venture  to  insist  that  the  peasant 
proprietorship  should  also  be  a  solvent 
proprietorship,  and  that  the  experiment 
should  be  made  in  so  slow  and  cautious 
a  way  that  such  a  class  of  insolvent 
tenant  occupiers  should  be  precluded 
^m  becoming  a  race  of  bankrupt  pro- 
prietors. The  hon.  Member  for  Beaoing 
(Mr.  ShawLefevre),  who  had  taken  great 
interest  in  the  subject,  had,  he  thought, 
not  correctiy  stated  the  other  day  what 
took  place  in  the  Committee  which  sat 
to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the 
Bright  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  infer  that  his 
proposal  on  the  subject  had  received 
the  unanimous  sanction  of  that  Commit- 
tee last  year,  and  that  it  wotdd  be  at 
once  passed  into  law ;  but  that  was  not 
the  case,  for  what  the  Committee  were 
really  very  nearly  unanimous  about 
was  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if 
peasant  proprietors  could  be  establiuied 
in  Ireland  of  a  solvent  character.  He 
f Mr.  Plunket)  had  proposed  that  as  an 
Amendment  in  the  Committee,  and  he 
was  still  willing  to  have  the  experiment 
tried. 
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Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  remarked, 
that  what  ho  stated  was  that  the  Heso- 
lution  which  he  proposed  to  the  House 
itself  was  adopted  unanimously. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  had  never 
resisted  the  most  extreme  proposal  ever 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Keading  in  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lords. He  supported  the  Eesolution 
of  last  Session,  because  it  merely 
proposed  to  create  proprietary  tenants 
m  Lreland,  and  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
experiment ;  but  he  submitted  that  that 
must  be  done  with  great  caution,  or  they 
would  not  avoid  the  dangers  which  had 
been  described  of  creating  a  proprietary 
of  poor  men  whose  present  insolvency 
precluded  them  from  becoming  real  pro- 
prietors at  all.  So  far  as  the  plans  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Reading  went,  this 
was  no  Party  question,  and  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  experiment  beins  tried. 
But  it  must  be  approached  witn  great 
caution  in  the  interest  of  the  State 
which  was  to  lend,  and  still  more  of  the 
tenant  who  was  to  borrow.  He  had  never 
opposed  it  in  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lonls;  indeed,lie  believed  that  in  the  case 
of  some  landlords  it  might  prove  bene- 
ficial; for  it  would  enable  them  to  escape 
from  their  difficulties  and  sell  their  pre- 
sent property.  But  quite  another  pro- 
posal, however,  had  now  been  whispered 
abroad,  and  it  was  to  that  that  he  par- 
ticularly desired  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House.  He  referred  to  the  wild 
words  which  had  been  rashly  spoken  as 
to  the  compulsory  expropriation  of  es- 
tates— words  which,  having  been  spoken 
in  the  first  instance  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath,  had  since  been,  to  some  ex- 
tent, adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich.  He 
(Mr.  Plunket),  however,  must  earnestly 
protest  against  them.  He  contended 
that  it  was  a  mischievous  and  impossible 
proposal,  and  that  it  should  be  denounced 
as  early  as  possible,  so  that  the  Irish 
people  should  not  be  misled.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  had  said — 


i< 


I  have  pointed  out  that  we  had,  besides  the 
estates  of  this  London  Companies,  and  the  estates 
of  the  absentee  owners,  which  we  might  fairly 
call  upon  the  Government  forcibly  to  expro- 
priate. I  have  stopped  short  up  to  the  present 
at  resident  owners,  who  live  in  the  country,  who 
are  not  rack-renters,  and  do  their  duty ;  but  I 
cannot  say  that  the  lino  will  continue  to  bo 
drawn  even  with  them  in  the  future,  and  that 
if  these  times,  and  this  pressure  are  to  proceed, 
tlie  whole  insUtntion  of  landlordism  will  not 
down  altogether." 


He  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  had  read  that 
sentence  or  not ;  but  he  had  advocated 
the  forcible  expropriation  of  the  London 
Companies.  In  his  opinion,  that  was 
sailing  dangerously  near  the  wind,  and 
was  likely  to  encourage  a  formidable 
agitation.  It  was  also  exceedingly  un- 
fortunate that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich,  in  one  of  his  wonderful 
speeches  in  Scotland,  while  deprecating, 
on  the  whole,  the  theory  of  small  pro- 
prietors, should  have  used  formidable 
and  suggestive  language.    He  had  said — 

''It  is  not  intended,  probably,  to  confiscato 
the  property  of  a  landed  proprietor  more  than 
the  property  of  any  other  man ;  but  the  State 
is  perfectly  entitled,  if  it  please,  to  buy  out  the 
landed  proprietors,  as  it  may  think  fit,  for  the 
purpose  of  oividing  the  property  into  small  lots." 

And  again — 

**  I  freely  admit  that  compulsory  expropria- 
tion is  a  thing  which,  for  an  adequate  public 
object,  is  itself  admissible,  and,  so  ur,  sound  in 
principle.** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  supposed, 
grounded  his  statement  upon  the  right 
that  the  State  possessed  to  authorize 
railways  to  compulsorily  purchase  land. 
But  this  was  a  case  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  forcibly  transfer  the  pro- 
perty of  one  whole  class  to  another. 
Was  there,  or  was  there  not,  to  be  com- 
pulsory expropriation  ?  Was  there  any 
precedent  m  English  history  for  a  com- 
pulsory taking  of  the  property  of  one 
class  of  the  people  and  transferring  it 
to  another?  That  was  what  the  Irish 
tenant  understood.  [CVi>«  of  ''No!  " 
from  the  Irish  Memhers.']  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  repudiated  that  desire,  if 
they  thought  that  the  proposal  should 
be  carried  out  only  as  far  as  the  land- 
lords might  be  disposed  to  assent  to 
the  arrangement,  then  he  heartily  re- 
tracted all  the  hard  words  ho  had 
uttered  on  this  part  of  the  subject.  See- 
ing the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  TMr.  Sullivan)  in  his  place,  re- 
minded him  that  a  very  lively  correspond- 
ence had  appeared  in  the  public  news- 
papers lately.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  appeared  to  have  been  devoting 
himself  lately  to  bringing  about  that 
agreement  between  the  Uome  Bulors 
and  the  Whigs,  which  had  resulted  in 
such  eminent  success  down  at  Liverpool. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  come 
to  town  yesterday  covered  with  glory ;  he 
was  the  nero  of  ttie  hour,  having  effected 
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a  reconciliation  between  the  most  deter- 
mined Nationalists  and  the  most  spotless 
Whigs,  supporters  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Bat  the  better  to  accomplish  his  purpose, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  asserted 
that  it  was  an  unwarrantable  statement 
that  the  Whigs  were  trying  to  drive  a 
bargain  with  the  Home  Bulers — in  fact, 
the  whole  Home  Bule  movement,  as 
he  had  hinted,  was  a  Conservative  plot. 
[Mr.  PLUi-KET  here  quoted  from  a  Times 
leading  article/] 

Mb.  SULLIvAN  rose  to  explain 
that  he  did  not  say  what  was  imputed  to 
him. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  But  that  was  the 
effect  of  it,  and  the  inference  to  be 
drawn  from  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  rose  to  explain- 


[CViM  of*'  Order,  order!"  and  '*Chair!"] 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 

and  learned  Member  for  the  University 

of  Dublin  was  in    possession    of   the 

House.  

Mb.  PLUNEIET,  resuming,  said,  that 
what  he  had  quoted  was  the  result  pro- 
duced  on  the  public  mind,  and  although 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
himself  said  was  a  little  different,  it  was 
not  very  different.  His  letter  had  con- 
veyed the  impression  that  such  was  his 
meaning,  and  it  had  excited  the  surprise 
of  that  excellent  journal.  The  Times,  He 
thought  that  according  to  the  impression 
caused  in  the  public  Press  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  revelations  at 
Liverpool  as  to  the  formation  of  the 
Home  Bule  Party,  it  would  have  been 
as  well  if  he  had  kept  the  matter  to  him- 
self. He  (Mr.  Plunket^  could  speak 
from  some  personal  knowledge  upon  the 
subject,  and  he  believed  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who,  at  the 
time,  had  managed  all  election  matters 
for  his  Party  in  Ireland,  could  corroborate 
what  he  said.  The  Home  Hule  move- 
ment, it  was  true,  had  with  it  in  its  origin 
a  good  many  Conservatives,  though  he 
co^d  not  adbuit  that  the  late  Mr.  Butt 
was  one  of  their  number ;  but  the  Con- 
servative authorities  did  everything  in 
their  power  to  prevent  their  shoep  stray- 
ing into  that  very  attractive  camp.  The 
fact  was  that  some  Irish  Conservatives 
were  very  angry  in  consequence  of  the 
passing  of  the  Irish  Church  Act,  not 
only  with  tho  Liberals,  but  also  with 
their  own  Friends,  for  not  having,  as 
they  thought,  made  as  good  a  fight  for 
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them  as  they  might  have  done,  and  for 
a  short  time  they  gave  support  to  the 
Home  Eule  movement;  but  it  was 
against  the  advice  of  the  Party.  As  to 
the  allegation  that  Conservative  money 
was  given  in  Tipperary  for  the  election 
of  a  Home  Bule  Member,  he  had  heard 
that  a  gentleman  named  Boe,  a  mem- 
ber of  a  very  respectable  Conservative 
family,  but  who  held  very  strong  views 
himself,  of  his  own  accord,  and  without 
any  consultation  with  the  Conservative 
Leaders,  advanced  £500  for  O'Donovan 
Bossa's  candidature,  and  in  the  case  of 
the  other  election  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to,  the  hon.  and  ^dlant  Member 
for  Sligo  (Colonel  King-Harman)  fought 
it  at  his  own  expense.  The  Conserva- 
tive Party  had  nothing  to  do  with  it ; 
it  was  a  Home  Bule,  and  not  a  Con- 
servative, candidature.  There  was  an 
election  for  the  City  of  Dublin  in 
1870  which  might,  for  the  present  pur- 
pose, be  regarded  as  a  test  election, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  GFentleman 
stood;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party  re- 
fused to  vote  for  him,  though  asked  to 
do  so.  Liveipool  was  past  and  over; 
but  Southwark  and  other  elections  were 
coming  on,  and  they  would  have  again 
this  kind  of  Whi^-Home-Bule  candidate 
authorized  by  tne  highest  authority. 
From  a  Party  point  of  view  he  dm 
not  object  to  their  doing  it,  for  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  suocessful ; 
but  they  should  not  accuse  the  Conser- 
vative Party  of  doing  what  they  had 
never  done.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  who  he  was  sorry  not  to  see  in 
his  place — he  noticed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  in  great 
personal  danger  in  a  cab,  and  sincerelj 
hoped  that  nothing  had  happened  to 
him — had  been  speaking  in  LiverpooL 
There  was  no  one  in  that  House  who 
enjoyed  more  thoroughly  than  himself 
the  clever  speeches  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  although  he  was  somo- 
timcs  amused  by  the  superb  arrogance 
of  his  self-assertion,  and  amazed  at  the 
rollicking  recklessness  with  which  he 
dealt  with  serious  subjects.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  as  an  excuse  for  tho 
present  dealings  of  his  Friends  with  tho 
Homo  Bule  Party,  had  made  a  vigorous 
attack  about  the  appointment  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo  to  the  Lord   Lieutenancy  of  a 
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county.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man was  made  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
the  county  of  Sligo,  as  he  under- 
Btoody  because  he  possessed  a  pro- 
perty of  some  £40,000  a-year  in  the 
county,  because  of  his  great  position  and 
popularity  in  the  county,  and  also  be- 
cause he  was  one  of  the  ablest  country 
gentlemen,  and  one  than  whom  none 
had  done  more  for  the  good  of  all  classes 
of  the  people.  On  these  grounds,  no 
better  appointment  could  have  been 
made;  but,  as  far  as  his  Home  Bule 
views  were  concerned,  he  believed  they 
went  far  towards  losing  it  for  him.  At 
Liverpool  the  Home  Rulers,  wiser  by  their 
experience  at  Sheffield,  put  their  test  to 
the  Liberal  candidate  in  a  form  which 
he  was  sorry  to  say  was  accepted  in  a 
way  which  was  declared  to  be  entirely 
satisfactory  to  the  Nationalist  Party. 
It  was  this  bargaining — this  trafficking 
in  dangerous  politiced  questions  —  that 
those  on  his  side  of  the  House  objected 
to  ;  and  he  would  tell  them  why.  Where 
were  these  things  to  stop  ?  Liverpool  and 
Sheffield  were  not  the  only  towns  where 
that  game  might  be  played.  How  many 
supporters  of  that  stamp  and  colour 
dia  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  wish  to  welcome  into  that 
House?  Events  marched  rapidly  in  our 
day.  In  a  debate  on  the  demand  for  an 
Irish  Parliament  on  the  24th  of  April, 
1877,  the  noble  Lord  was  reported  to 
have  said — 

"  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  effect,  the  ncces- 
gary  effect,  will  bo  to  deceive  the  Irish  people. 
W'Tiat  has  happened  in  certain  constituencies  is 
likely  to  happen  again.  There  are  many  Eng- 
lish constituencies  in  which  the  Irish  vote  is  an 
extremely  important  element,  and  that  vote  can 
bo  secured  by  an  apparently  harmless  pledge. 
To  vote  for  a  Select  Committee  pledges  a  Mem- 
ber to  absolutely  nothing.  The  liability  of  the 
candidate  is  discharged  by  an  annual  vote,  and 
even  if  the  Motion  were  carried,  ho  feels  that 
the  integrity  of  the  British  Empire  would  not 
bo  in  tho  least  impaired.  But  in  Ireland  the 
effect  is  very  different." 

The  noble  Lord  had  been  a  Member  of 
a  Cabinet  as  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
and  know  what  ho  was  talking  about. 
And  the  noble  Lord,  on  tho  occasion  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  was  referring, 
added — 

**  The  pledge  given  is  not  minutely  examined. 
It  is  known  that  the  candidate  having  pledged 
himself  to  something  which  sounds  very'  like 
llome  Rule  the  agitation  is  thereby  prolonged, 
and  groundless  hopes,  which  otherwise  would 
have  paaisod  away,  and  which  it  would  bo  best 
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should  be  as  soon  as  possible  destroyed,  aro 
raised  and  sustained." — [3  Hansard,  ccxxxiii. 
1839.] 

He  would  like  to  push  this  matter  fur- 
ther home  ;  but  time  would  not  allow  of 
his  doing  so.  He  had  only  now  to  thank 
the  House  most  cordially  for  listening  to 
him  so  long,  and  if  he  had  not  succeeded 
in  carrying  his  voice  to  all  those  whom 
he  addressed,  it  was  in  consequence  of 
the  best  argument  in  the  world  for  Home 
Bule — namely,  the  fogs  which  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  so  often  pre- 
vailed in  this  capital. 

Me.  SULLIVAN  ventured  to  say  that 
in  all  the  annals  of  Parliament  a  more 
extraordinary  display  than  the  speech 
they  had  just  heard  could  not  be  found. 
They  were  now  supposed  to  be  discussing 
an  Amendment  which  raised  the  question 
of  misery  or  suffering  and,  it  might  be,  of 
untold  horrors  in  Ireland — the  question 
of  an  impending  famine  ;  and  when  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  had  complained 
but  yesterday  that  it  would  be  a  waste 
of  time  to  speak  of  things  germane  to 
that  subject,  their  champion  put  up  there 
to-night  to  make  their  pugilistic  fight 
all  round  the  arena  had  treated  them 
to  all  sorts  of  irrelevant  matters.  They 
had  had  a  speech  from  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  on  Home  Bule  ;  then 
the  Sheffield  election ;  then  an  attack 
on  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt) ;  and  then 
the  narrative  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  of  the  connec- 
tion of  the  Tories  with  Home  Bule,  and 
of  which  he  knew  nothing  whatever. 
Then  they  were  treated  to  a  noisy  crow 
over  the  diminished  majority  by  which 
his  Party  had  managed  to  hold  a  seat  for 
a  while  in  Liverpool ;  and  then  they  heard 
Mr.  Gladstone's  views  on  local  govern- 
ment. [*'  Order,  order!"]  Well, the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  used  the  name 
himself;  but  what  would  he  say  to  the  vie  ws 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  on  local  government? 
Next  they  were  treated  to  a  panegyric 
on  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
own  family  connections  and  kindred, 
and  the  time  of  the  House  was  taken  up 
while  he  was  extolling,  and  jusl^  extol- 
ling, tho  merits  of  his  cousin.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  note,  per- 
haps, that  whenever  he  praised  an  Irish 
landlord  he  was  cheerca  from  that  side 
of  the  House ;  while  when  he  struck  a 
blow  at  an  absent  man  he  was  sure  of 
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exultation  from  his  own  Friends.  Mark, 
all  this  occnired  in  a  debate  on  the  Irish 
Famine !  He  complimented  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  that,  at  all  erents, 
when  he  stmck  at  him  (Mr.  SolliTan) 
personally,  he  was  present.  But  he  took 
eood  advantage  of  tne  absence  of  a  man, 
before  whose  face  he  wonld  shrink  from 
saying  what  he  had  done.     He  had  fol- 
lowed the  evil  example  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis). 
The  House  was  crowded  now,  but,  unfor- 
tunately, it  was  empty  when  that  hon. 
Member  spoke;  and,  therefore,  he  would 
tell  that  crowded  Chamber  that  they  had, 
by  their  absence,  missed  the  g^atest 
histrionic  treat  ever  witnessed  on  the 
floor  of  that  House.    That  hon.  Member 
had  also  attacked  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.   \Laughttr,']    Well,  at  any  rate, 
the  hon.  Member  had  crossed  the  Atlan- 
tic on  an  embassy — [^Ironical  Umghttr,'] 
— ^Well,  on  an  important  errand ;  and 
because  he  had  done  so,  he  was  described, 
forsooth,  as  haying  decamped  from  tlds 
country.     Well,  at  any  rate,  he  had  not 
gone   on    the    sendee    of   bondholders 
in  connection  with  any  re-construction 
schemes,  or  as  the  emissair  of  some  Lon- 
don financiers.     As  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath,  they  must  admit  he  had 
gone  on  an  unselfish  errand,  f ' '  Oh,  oh ! "] 
Let  it  be  remembered,  also,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  himself  an  Irishman,  and 
had  gone  there,  not  to  arrest  the  flow  of 
charity,  but  to  promote  it ;  and,  side  by 
side  with  that  object,  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  American  people  in  order  that 
these  perpetual  needs  of  charity  for  Ire- 
land mignt  be  put  an  end  to  for  ever. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  had  done 
and  said  things  which  he  himself  might 
condemn — if  he  had  said,  "Do  not  send 
money  to  this  committee,"  he  had  also 
said,  '*  Do  send  it  to  the  other."    If  he 
thought  part  of  the  stoir  was  suppressed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite— and  he  knew  he  was  suppressing 
it — when  he  said,  ''Do  not  send  to  the 
Mansion   House  Committee,  or  to  the 
Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Fund !  "    he 
did  say,    "  Send  to  the  Land  League 
Fund."    And  who  set  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  the  example  in  saying  that  ? 
The  example  of  Dublin  itself.     There 
was  issued  to  the  Press  of  England,  and 
to  all  the  public  bodies  of  luigland,  a 
notification,  which  must  have  reminded 
those  who  read  it  of  the  announcements 
of  riyal  oostermongers  in  connection  with 
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the  shop  orer  the  wsr.    The  menBge 
from  the'^ce-r^a]  Lodge  was,  "Do  oot 
send  to  the  Mansion  House,  bat  send  to 
me ;"  whUe,  for  his  part,  as  long  as  any 
promoters  of  these  funds  sent  to  anyone 
at  all,  he,  for  himself,  would  not  com- 
plain.    He  was  cozionB  to  know  whe- 
ther these  attacks  on  an  absent  man, 
which  should  be  checked  f^rom  the  Chair, 
would  be  repeated  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber returned  to  that  House,  and  whether 
somebody  else  would  not  find  it  neces- 
sary to  decamp  to  Canada  or  the  United 
States  ?    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  had  not  been  pat  ap— he 
had  sprang  up  yoluntarily — ^to  tcul  the 
story  of  the  action  of  his  Partyy  and  the 
origin  of  the  Home  Bale  morement. 
What  could  he  know  of  it?  Hetookgood 
care  to  keep  away  f^rom  the  generous  men 
ofhls  Party  who  made  that  eflfoit.  What 
could  he  know  about  meetings  he  had 
never  attended,  and  speeches  and  xei^e- 
sentations  that  he  had  never  read  ?    The 
only  accusation  against  himaAlf  and  his 
fellow-Members  was  that  they  were  guilty 
of  not  beUeying  the  words  of  Gonaerra- 
tiye  Gentlemen  when,  in  language  that 
would  move  that  Assembly,  mey  swore 
by  High  Heayen— oh,  those  Gonserra- 
tiye  oaths! — when  they  swore  in  the 
most  solemn  and  sincere  language  that 
if  he  and  his  Friends  would  but  link 
hands  with  them  in  a  common  efibrt  for 
their  common  good,  and  would  only  put  on 
one  side  the  distrust  which  Iriah  Catho- 
lics were  said  to  haye  of  ^eir  Protestant 
fellow-countiymen — if  they  would  only 
cease  to  be  factionists  and  become  Iiiah- 
men,     that    they,    the    Conseryatiyes, 
would  be  true  to  the  death  in  the  effort 
which  they  then  inyited  him  and  his 
Friends  to  make  for  the  re-setting  up 
of  an  institution  which  was  Protestant 
before— with  which  the  noble  memories 
of   Protestant  Ireland  were  assooiated, 
and  with  which  the  only  noble  tradi- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
(Mr.  Plunket's)  name  were  indissolubly 
linked.     The  hon.  and  learned  Hem* 
her  had   said  that   there  were  only  a 
few  Conseryatives  who  joined  the  moye* 
ment ;   that  they  only  kept  their  word 
for  a  yery  short  time,  and  that  tiiej  only 
acted  as  they  did  because  they  were 
irritated.    In  answer  to  that,  he  would 
only  ask   the  House,   oyer   fair  as  it 
always  was  in  matters  of  this  kind,  to 
hear  him  out  on  this  matter,  whioh  was 
in  a  measure  personal  to  himself.  When 
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the  Irish  Church  fell  in  Ireland,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  recoUeet 
that  the  leading  Conservative  organ  of 
the  country  declared  that  the  **  hateful 
Gladstone"   had  severed  the  bond  of 
union  and  had  broken  the  Treaty  con- 
tained in  the  Act  of  Union.    He  admitted 
that  the  charge  was  true,  for  the  7th 
Article  of  the  Union  declared  that  the 
maintenance    of   the    Irish    Protestant 
Church  was  an  essential  and  fundamental 
condition  of  the  Union  of  Ireland.     He 
felt  that,  and  he  agreed  that,  those  Pro- 
testant Conservatives  who   then    came 
forward  and  said  to  him — ''  Here,  we  have 
kept  our  troth  with  England  as  long  as 
she  kept  faith  with  us ;  but  now  union 
has  been  destroyed,  will  you,  so  long 
estranged  or  opposed  to  us  Irish  Ca- 
tholics   and    ISationalists,    join    us   in 
an  effort  to  establish  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment ?    Will  you  promise  to  aid  us  in 
an  attempt  to  give  to  an  Imperial  Par- 
liament the  control  of  Imperial  affairs  ? 
For,  if  you  do,  we  pledge  ourselves  to 
you  with  regard  to  personally  endeavour- 
ing to  obtain  a  Parliament  which,  so  far 
as  domestic  affairs,  shall  be  supreme." 
Were  the  men  who  offered  this  few  in 
number?      On  the  contrary.      Two  of 
them,  whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber now  tried  to  disparage,  were  his 
most  determined  and  active  agents  at  his 
election.     But  though  they   were  now 
unorthodox   Conservatives,   it   was   not 
for   Party  purposes  to  disavow    them 
that  night.    These  Conservative  Gentle- 
men sent  out  a  printed  circular  inviting 
him  and  others  to  attend  the  meeting. 
They  did  not  invite  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  because  they  only  consulted 
men  of  prominence  and  men  of  position 
among  their  Party  in  Dublin ;  and  though 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with  a 
modesty  which  was  peculiarly  Hibomian, 
had  spoken  of  himself  as  one  of  the 
Leaders  in  the  Party  of  Ireland,  ho  was  a 
young  Leader  then.    At  that  time  he  was 
almost  unknown  amongst  Conservative 
politicians  in  Dublin,  and  he  could  appeal 
,  m   support  of  that  statement  to  non. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  were  in  Ireland 
when  all  this  took  place,  and  who  were 
now  listening  to  him.     He  attended  the 
meeting ;  and,  so  far  from  those  present 
being  nobodies,    and    there  being  but 
few    Conservatives,   he  could  tell  that 
honourable  House  that  though  men  of 
every  political   Party  and  creed  wore 
present,  they  were  yet  in  the  minority 


as  compared  with    the    Conservatives, 
who  numbered  between  60  and  70 — all 
the  foremost  gentlemen  of  Dublin.   Was 
Mr.  Edward  W.   Kinahan  a    nobody, 
whose  high  social  position  could  not  be 
denied,  nor  the  position  he  held  in  the 
Conservative  Party  ?    Mr.  James  Hope 
Mackie  was  also  present,   and  in  the 
Conservative    Party.      Then,    as    now, 
there  was  no  man  more  prominent  and 
more  trusted  than  he,  yet  he  was  one  of 
the  foremost  founders  of    this    Home 
Bule  movement,  and  one  of  the  par- 
ticular men  by  whose  entreaty  he  was 
led  into   the  error  of  trusting  in  the 
word  and  honour  of  Conservative  gentle- 
men.   Mr.  Purden,  the  then  Lord  Mayor 
of   Dublin,   was  present,    than   whom 
there  was  not  a  more  prominent  Party 
man  in  the  whole  City  of  Dublin.     He 
also  saw  there  the  editor  of  The  Dublin 
Evening  Mail;  and  who  did  not  know  the 
politics  of  that  paper  ?    The  late  Lord 
Mayor    (Sir    Jonn    Barrington)  ;    Mr. 
Wilde;    Mr.  Boyle,  the  banker;    Mr. 
Maden,    of    Hoden,    once    the    Grand 
Master  of  the  Orangemen  of  Ireland, 
were  also  amongst  the  men  who,  on  that 
occasion,   foxinded  and  established  the 
Home  Bule  movement  in  Ireland.    He 
was  warned  at  the  time  by  friends  of  his 
own  that  he  ought  not  to  trust  those 
Conservative  Protestants.   To  the  know- 
ledge of  hon.  Members  sitting  round 
him,  he  was  personally  singled  out  for 
invective  by  tne  Whig  organs  of  the  day 
at  that  time,  and  told  that  if  once  the 
Tory  Party  got  into  power  these  men 
would  break  their  faith,  discard  them, 
turn  round,  and  pretend  that  they  were 
playing  a  part.    But  if  there  had  been 
chicanery  and  dishonour,  he  knew  with 
whom  it  lay ;  and  that  night  he  declared 
that  he  felt  it  was  better  to  have  trusted 
and  to  have  been  deceived  than  never 
to  have  trusted  at  all — even  with  the 
bitter  example  before  him  of  the  result 
of  this  attempt  to  banish  sentiment  and 
to  trust  in  Conservative  representations. 
If  to-morrow  the  same  thing  were  going 
to  be  done  again,  he  would  rather  see  his 
co-religionists  trust  these  Conservative 
gentlemen  once  more  than  that  a  hateful 
spirit  should  be  raised  by  declaring  that 
the  words  of  a  Protestant  and  Conserva- 
tive gentleman  could  not  be  believed. 
Next,  as  to  the  money.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  Mr. 
Boe,  no  doubt,  supplied  the  funds  for 
a  Fenian  candidature  in  Tipperary. 


I  2 


[^Second  Night.l 


231 


Address  in 


ICOMMONSl 


Answer  to  Hsr 


2S2 


Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  said  that  I  had 
heard  it^  and  had  good  reason  to  believe  it. 

Mr.  SULLIYAN  said,  he  would  soon 
set  the  innocent  soul  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  at  rest.  It  was  a 
brother  Conservatiye  and  a  Constitutional 
Tory  who  supplied  the  money  for  the 
candidature  of  O'Donovan  Eossa  in 
Tipperary.  If  he  could  believe  the 
newspapers,  that  statement  of  his  had 
been  contradicted  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  who  had  dared  to  say  that  it 
was  not  true.  He  could  only  say,  in 
reply,  that  he  could  point  to  a  document 
signed  by  Mr.  Hoe,  the  Constitutional 
Conservative,  by  which  he  became  secu- 
rity for  the  Fenian  candidate's  Petition 
against  the  election,  and  on  which  secu- 
rity he  was  mulcted  in  heavy  costs-;  and 
so  much  did  Fenians  feel  their  indebted- 
ness to  their  Conservative  ally  that,  with 
a  sense  of  honour  that  did  them  credit, 
they  raised  a  public  subscription,  and  one 
of  their  nuniber,  with  a  chivalry  quite 
characteristic  of  Tiperary,  crossed  the 
Atlantic — decamped,  as  the  agent  of 
some  financial  establishment  some- 
where or  other  might  call  it — and 
there  collected  the  money  to  refund  the 
sum  they  had  advanced  for  their  candi- 
dature. He  would  add,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that 
every  one  of  these  statements  of  his  were 
literally  true.  He  had  asserted  nothing 
that  was  of  a  private  nature,  and, 
therefore,  nothing  that  was  discredit- 
able to  the  Conservatives  or  the  Home 
Bulers.  No  secret  understanding  was 
created*  There  was  no  intrigue.  It 
was  the  honest,  manly,  and  patriotic 
endeavour  of  men  in  boUi  camps  to  grasp 
hands,  and  see  if  they  could  not  find  a 
common  platform  upon  which  to  work 
for  the  benefit  of  their  countrymen.  It 
was  a  holy  example  of  a  country  like 
Ireland,  torn,  as  it  was,  by  this  warfare. 
Yet  that  rainbow  set  in  die  stormy  sky 
of  Ireland  had  been  the  subject  of  a  tor- 
rent of  invective  by  the  grandson  of 
Plunket.  Surely  the  bones  of  the  dead 
must  rattle  in  their  shrouds !  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  quoted 
something  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  was  re- 
ported to  have  said  in  the  news- 
papers, and  had  very  properly  pre- 
faced the  quotation  by  the  phrase,  "if 
correctly  reported."  He  was  accused 
of  having  said  that  the  Government, 
forewarned  and  forearmed,  had  allowed 
the  people  to  perish,  and  that  he  would 


accuse  them  before  Parliament  of  the 
crime  of  murder.  He  was  himwelf  not 
in  i^e  habit  of  writing  out  his  speeohee, 
for  the  only  two  occasions  on  which  he 
did  so  he  made  a  miserable  mess  of  it ; 
but  that  passage  he  had  written  out  be- 
fore, and  he  was  incorrectly  reported. 
He  had,  however,  such  a  horror  of  the 
appearance  of  shrinking  from,  what  he 
had  said  outside,  that  he  preferred  to 
own  the  words  and  stand  by  them,  al- 
though they  were  incorrect  and  did  not 
correctly  represent  his  language.  He 
had  always  tried  to  act  on  the  principle, 
if  he  was  guilty  of  moderation — ^which 
was  very  seldom— of  tndng  to  be  xoode- 
rate  when  he  spoke  to  his  own  conntiy- 
men,  and  to  go  to  the  othdr  extreme  when 
in  the  presence  of  his  opponents  there. 
He  would  repeat  now  what  had  been 
suppressed,  or,  at  any  rate,  not  men- 
tioned, by  the  model  of  judioioas  force 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  who  was 
destined  some  day  to  be  a  Judffe ;  but  he 
was  old  enough  to  have  seen  the  horrors 
of  1847.  Though  but  a  boy,  he  felt 
maddened,  as  it  were,  at  the  spectacle  of 
that  evil  time.  But  at  that  time  he 
vowed  and  swore — as  he  hoped  many 
Irishmen,  looking  on  the  corpses  that 
strewed  the  roadways  on  that  day,  did 
also— that  never  again,  if  act  or  word  of 
his  could  avert  it,  should  ^similar  disaster 
come  down  upon  the  land.  He  knew 
the  action  of  the  Goyemment  at  that 
time,  its  vacillation,  and  its  murderous 
delay ;  and  because  of  those  memories, 
and  because  of  those  dreadfbl  expe- 
riences, he  declared  to  his  constituents 
that  he  would  accuse  the  Goyemment  of 
wilful  murder,  because,  though  fore- 
warned and  forearmed,  they  were  again 
allowing  the  people  to  periiBh,  and  were 
not  averting  the  spread  of  famine  in 
their  land.  He  would  saj  it  now  if  he 
did  not  say  it  then.  They  were  asked  to 
specify  anything  that  the  Goyemment 
might  have  done  which  they  had  not 
done.  While,  neither  in  Ennis,  in  Con* 
nemara,  nor  in  any  part  of  Oonnauffht, 
had  they  provided  any  kind  of  repsoduo- 
tive  employment  in  preference  to  fhA 
demoralization  of  charity.  In  the  western 
part  of  his  own  individual  county  of 
Cork,  they  had  not  put  1,000,  or  eyen 
100,  men  to  work,  nor  had  they  spjuit 
£1,000  to  save  the  dying  people.  ^SOie 
hon.  and  learned  Ghentleman,  who  oame 
too  late  into  public  life  to  know  the 
terrible  scenesof  that  time, had  prstaoded 
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to  desoribe  what  was  being  done,  as  if 
that  applied  to  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
But  there  was  an  authority  superior  even 
to  that  great  legal  luminary.     Even  in 
1822 — how  long,  alas  !  had  that  House 
been  waiting  to  do  its  duty — Mr.  Munroe, 
reporting  on  the  state  of  Ennis,  which 
covered  600  square  miles,hadreported  that 
it  would  maintain  an  increased  population 
of  at  least  200,000  souls,  and  nad  re- 
marked that  the  unoultivated  state  of  those 
districts  marked  them  out  as  a  proper 
field  for  public  works  undertaken    by 
Government.     What    did   Lord    John 
Russell  do  in  1 847  ?   He  proposed  a  Vote 
of  £  1 ,  000, 000  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
waste  lands  under  cultivation ;  but  the 
landed    proprietors    requested    him   to 
withdraw  the  proposition,  promising  to 
reclaim  the    lands    themselves.     That 
offer  was  exactly  the  same  as  the  one 
Government  were  about  to  propose  for 
relieving  the  suffering  people  of  Ireland 
that  day.  It  was  the  same  old  and  weary 
story.  Always  Government  promises;  al- 
ways something  going  to  be  done ;  always 
some  plan  ready  for  proposal ;  yet  no- 
thing ever  done,  and  the  people  again 
on  tne  verge  of  starvation.     Why,  the 
coroners'  inquests  were  bet^r  authority 
oven  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man ;  for  in  Ireland  evea  the  coroners 
wore  beginning  to  return  deaths  from 
starvation.  He  read,  only  the  other  day, 
of  a  poor  creature  whom  now  he  sup- 
posed would  be  tried  for  her  life,  who 
had  cut  the  throat  of  her  little  child, 
declaring  that  it  was  bettor  it  should  go 
to  heaven  at  once  than  suffer  the  con- 
tinual pains  of  hunger.     In  another  case 
a  wretched  man,  evicted  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  which   he  could  not  pay 
by  reason  of  the  distress,  goin^  to  see 
the  old  homestead  which  had  sheltered 
him  BO  long,  lost  his  reason,  and  was 
now    in    an    asylum  for  the    present. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  came 
there  to  prophesy  pleasant  things.     If 
there  was  a  gleam  of  sunshine,  he  told 
them  that  the  Irish  tenantry  had  millions 
in  the  savings  banks,   and  were  pros- 
perous, happy,  and  contented.    A  bad 
season  came,  and  Ireland  was  exhibited 
in  the  miserable  g^uise  of  the   public 
beggar  of  the  world.    What  nation  ever 
had  so  often  to  seek  the  charity  of  other 
nations  as  this  country  which  England 
managed,  and  for  which  she  was  re- 
sponsible ?    For  his  jMurt,  he  blushed  to 
seethe  miserable  pictures  exhibited  in 


the  streets  of  London,  of  a  wretched, 
famished,  hideous,  decrepit  creature 
being  relieved  by  a  noble,  handsome 
old  gentleman  feeding  it.  That  was  Ire- 
land, fed  by  John  Bull,  out  of  his  bounty. 
That  was  the  picture  some  people  wished 
to  print  on  the  page  of  history,  so  that 
to-morrow,  and  the  next  day,  and  for 
ever,  their  efforts  to  obtain  for  them- 
selves right  and  liberty  might  be  met 
with  the  taunt  that  they  were  beggars, 
whom  the  Government  fed.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment give  them  their  own  Legis- 
lature,  even  though  the  measure  were 
passed  by  Conservatives,  whose  words 
ought  not  to  be  trusted.  Let  them  but 
have  a  Government  and  a  Legislature 
in  Dublin,  composed  even  of  the  103 
men  who  now  sat  in  that  House,  and  he 
would  willingly  make  them  a  present  of 
the  excited  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  ;  and,  before  a 
month  would  have  passed,  that  Body, 
whether  composed  or  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  one  side  of  the  House  or  the  other, 
would  have  adopted  measures  that 
would  put  an  end,  at  once  and  for  ever, 
to  those  recurrent  miseries,  diseases,  and 
sufferings  which  disfigured  the  whole 
face  of  Irish  history. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE:  Though  the 
House  is  doubtless  anxious  to  bring  this 
discussion  to  a  close,  I  shall  venture, 
with  its  permission,  to  detain  hon.  Mem- 
bers while  I  make  a  few  replies  to  some 
statements  uttered  during  this  debate. 
Without  trespassing  at  any  length  on 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  may  ob- 
serve that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
was  looked  forward  to  with  considerable 
interest.  He  made  himself  responsible 
for  two  very  serious  charges  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman misrepresents  me.  Her  Majesty's 
OoTemment  were  in  no  way  referred  to. 
The  present  Ministry  were  at  that  time 
in  Opposition. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  at  any  rate,  spoke 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  **  of  Loaders, 
Chiefs,  and  agents."  All  I  can  say  is, 
that  the  ordinary  reader  of  those  words 
would  never  infer  that  Leaders  and 
Chiefs  of  the  Conservative  Party  would 
eventually  be  brought  down  to  the 
highly  respectable,  no  doubt,  but  cer- 
tainly not  very  conspicuous,  personages 
who  figure  in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
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tloman's  speech.  It  appears,  in  fact, 
that  certain  local  politicians  ong-agocl 
\»;:!i  :l:o  lion,  and  Icarnoil  Member 
iiv.a  oihors  to  establish  tho  Homo  Kulo 
Parry,     l>ut  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 

>vhen  >peaking  before  his  con- 
i>.  :r.ade  anotlier  and  a  far  more 

oharp:e,  one  which  I  think  ho 
xr..,  h;;r.r.y  dcTiy  >vo  are  bound  to  take 
*. . . :  -. .  :  v"^  {  i  n  :  l;i  s  pi  ace.  lie  cert  ainly  was 
r;pr;  s;'v.:;\i  T.^  h;ivo  Said  that  Iler  Ma- 
;,->:x"s  ^^»■■^;■:v.•.uo:lt  had  boim  ^riiilty  of 
:!..■  ,'..:■.;/  o*. '.v/.irdrr.     I  und«u*stiu»d  liijii 

■  ^s:;iu:ial  accuracy  oi' those 
boar  the  interpretation 
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of  famine,  have  already  carried  out  largo 
advances  for  the  purpose  of  works  by 
landowners,  by  sanitary^  authorities,  and 
others.     Although  the  Poor  Laws  aro 
humane  enactments,  not  obsolete  legis- 
lation, but  Acts  of  Parliament  of  com- 
paratively   recent    origin,   which   have 
been  the  subject  of  review  during  recent 
times,  and  upon  which  the  Government 
might  in  ordinary  circumstances  fairly 
rely,  we  have  felt  it  our  duty  to  except 
the  responsibility  of  relaxing  tlie  strict- 
ness of  those  laws.     E.xception  has  been 
taken  to  our  conduct,  and  cei*tain  sug- 
gestions have  been  made.     It  is  needless 
for  mo  to  say  that  I  am  unable  to  express 
my  concurrence  with  hardly  any  of  these 
suggestions.     If  I  had  time  I    would 
point  out  that  the  suggestions    made, 
however  good  or  bad,   as  remedies  for 
distress  in  the  ordinaiy  condition  of  tho 
country,  are  totally  improper  and  beside 
the  mark  in  dealing  with  tho  settlement 
of   this  question  of  famine.     The  hon. 
Member   for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue) 
has  talked  of  lending  money  to  tenants. 
Ho  has  not  told  us  upon  what  securit}-. 
All  ho  has  told  us  is  that  he  objects  to 
the  tenants  paying  back  either  principal 
or  interest.      [Tlie    0*DoxoGnuE :    Not 
when  lent  to  the  landlord.]     I  presume 
that  means  that  tlie  tenant  is  to  spend 
it,  and  tho  landlord  to  repay  it.     Other 
sugg<.'stions  have  been  made,  such    as 
fixity  of  tenure,  and  its  twin  brother, 
peasant    proprietorship.     My    opinions 
upon  botli  those  subjects  are  tolerably 
well  known  ;  and  I  shall  certainly  not 
trouble  the  House  by  further  reference 
to  them,  except  to  saj'  that  the  sugges- 
tion that  a  struggling  tenant  should  for 
.'J 8  years  pay  an  annual  increased  rent, 
appL'ar.s  to  mo  a  truly  Hibernian  remedy 
for  exceptional  distress.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  spoke  of  the  ex- 
tfujyioii  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  of  what 
is  L-ummonly  known  as  the  Ulster  tenant 
custom,  and  lie  says  that  on  a  former 
oeca-sion  I  sjioke  of  that  suggestion  of 
his  as  pure  and  undiluted  Communism. 
That,  Sir,  is  a  statement  that  I  did  make, 
and  which  I  am  quite  ready  to  repeat 
now.     It  was  my  opinion  when  I  made 
it,  and  it  is  my  opinion  now.     I  confess 
I  have  been  somewhat  tuken  to  task  for 
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quite  wron^  in  speaking  in  that  way.  I» 
of  course,  listened,  thinking  I  was  going 
to  receive  a  reproof  after  the  fashion  of 
that  which  was  administered  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  **  Com- 
munism "  (said*  the  witty  and  learned 
Judge)  '^  I  always  understood  to  mean 
that  everybody  should  have  a  share. 
But  by  this  the  landlords  get  nothing." 
I  must  confess  the  justice  of  his  reproof, 
and  by  that  correction  my  previous  re- 
mark must  be  construed.  I  still,  how- 
ever, adhere  to  my  statement  that  this 
remedy  for  Irish  distress  would  partake 
of  the  character  of  Communism.  Much 
has  been  said  of  the  present  state  of  the 
Land  Laws ;  but  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  they  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  present  state  of  Ireland.  It  is  cer- 
tainly true  that  an  unprincipled  agitation 
has  been  conducted  against  that  system 
of  Land  Laws  which  has  had  a  most 
baneful  effect.  It  has  not  only  banished 
capital  from  the  country,  but  it  has  pre- 
vented the  landlords  from  doing  what 
they  were  desirous  to  do,  and  what  I  have 
every  reason  to  believe  they  would  have 
done — namely,  have  afforded  employ- 
ment on  their  estates.  Thus,  those  who 
have  promoted  that  agitation  have  done 
more  to  cause  famine  and  promote  distress 
than  any  weakness  of  the  law.  I  cannot 
at  this  hour  go  further  into  this  matter ; 
but  I  think  it  will  be  the  wish  of  the 
House  that  this  debate,  which  was  ad- 
journed in  order  that  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  might  have  good  opportunities 
of  discussing  this  question,  should  now 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion,  and  that 
at  another  stage  any  further  questions 
should  be  raised.       

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Tira  O'GORMAN  MAHON  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  Mitchell  Henry.) 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
OUER  :  I  am  sorry  for  this  delay  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  House ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  am  perfectly  well  aware 
that  this  is  a  subject  in  which  many 
Irish  Members  are  much  interested,  and 
on  which  some  still  desire  to  speak.  I 
am,  therefore,  quite  ready  to  consent  to 
the  adjournment ;  bat  I  hope  there  will 
be  no  objeotion  to  proceed  with  mj  Mo- 


tion for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill  of 
the  Government.  Hon.  Members  will 
see  that,  whatever  may  be  the  result  of 
the  discussion  in  which  we  are  now  en- 
gaged, the  proceedings  of  the  Govdm- 
ment  cannot  be  stopped,  and  that  they 
must,  at  all  events,  introduce  this  Bill. 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  for  the  convenience 
of  hon.  Members  that  the  Bill  should  be 
in  their  hands  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  SHAW  was  sure  there  would  be 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  his  hon. 
Friends  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adfoumed  till  Monday  next. 


MO  TI0N8. 

RELIEF  OF  DI8THESS  (IRELAND)  BILL: 
LSAYE.      FIRST  READING. 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  now  rise  to  ask  leave  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  render  valid  certain 
proceedings  which  have  been  taken  to 
relieve  the  distress  in  Ireland,  and  to 
make  further  provision  for  such  relief. 
I  have  already  in  the  course  of  this 
evening  explained  in  general  terms  what 
the  course  of  the  Government  has  been, 
and  what  the  principal  provisions  of  the 
Bill  which  I  propose  to  introduce  are.  I 
think  it  will  not  be  necessary  that  I 
should  now  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  with  any  further  explanation  of 
those  provision!.  There  is  only  one 
point  on  which  I  ought  to  say  a  word  of 
explanation.  With  reference  to  the 
proposition  found  in  the  Bill,  that  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  the  advances  shall  be 
made  on  the  security  of  the  Fund  now 
administered  by  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities Commission,  I  wish  to  explain 
that  the  Bill  is  so  drawn  as  to  give  power 
to  those  Commissioners  to  raise  money, 
to  a  certain  extent,  upon  the  security  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  Fund,  and  that  money 
so  advanced  will  not  be  entirely  lost  to 
the  Fund,  because  it  will  be  in  the  nature 
of  an  advance  which  is  to  be  ultimately 
repaid.  Of  course,  it  will  take  more 
time  than  the  advances  from  the  sister 
Fund.  With  regard  to  the  reasons  for 
that  proposition,  my  principal  reason  is 
that  we  are  making  these  aavances  upon 
a  different  principle  from  that  which  we 
adopted  in  the  case  of  the  original  i 
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yance.  I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is 
more  convenient,  as  these  advances  are 
made  upon  exceptional  grounds  and  upon 
exceptional  principles,  that  they  should 
be  made  from  a  fund  which  is  exceptional 
in  its  character.  I  feel  that  there  would 
be  considerable  difficulty,  if,  instead  of 
doing  that,  we  made  these  advances 
from  the  Exchequer  balances,  in  meet- 
ing claims  which  might  be  advanced 
from  other  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom. There  is  one  other  thing  I  wish 
to  say  with  regard  to  what  is  called  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus.  I  think  there  is 
a  considerable  amount  of  misconception 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  that  Fund. 
The  circumstances  in  which  the  property 
administered  by  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities Commissioners  now  is  are 
these.  They  receive  a  considerable  an- 
nual income,  speaking  roughly,  of  about 
£600,000,  derived  partly  from  the  tithes, 
partly  from  rents  and  perpetuity  charges. 
Upon  that  there  are  various  charges,  the 
main  one  being  for  the  re-payment  of 
the  debt  which  they  have  incurred  to  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners.  When 
the  Irish  Church  Act  was  passed,  a  large 
advance  was  made  from  the  funds  in  the 
hands  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners to  the  Irish  Church  Commission- 
ers in  order  to  enable  them  to  carry 
through  the  operations  of  that  system. 
That  Fund  has  been  gradually  reduced, 
but  it  still  amounts  to  the  large  sum  of 
£5,700,000.  Now,  the  Irish  Temporali- 
ties Commissioners  are  bound,  in  the  first 
place,  to  pay  interest  on  the  amount  of 
debt  outstanding,  and  also  all  other 
charges  upon  the  Fund.  The  balance, 
whatever  it  may  be  each  year,  is  to  go 
in  re-payment  of  the  principal  of  the 
debt,  although  there  is  no  fixed  sum 
which  they  are  annually  boimd  to  re- 
pay. At  present,  the  charges  oomo  to 
so  much  that  the  annual  surplus  avail- 
able for  re-pa3rment  does  not  amount 
to  more  than  between  £200,000  and 
£300,000  a-year.  Of  course,  every 
charge  you  lay  upon  the  Fund  is  in  the 
nahire  of  a  postponement  of  the  re-pay- 
mont  to  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners. Now,  at  the  rate  at  which  the 
reduction  of  the  debt  is  proceeding  at 
the  present  time,  it  will  bo  cancelled 
somewhere  about  1893  or  1894.  But 
these  charges  which  we  are  about  to  lay 
on  the  Fund  will  defer  still  longer  the 
re-payment  of  the  debt.  I  shall  have, 
daring  the  Session,  to  lay  proposals  bo- 
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fore  the  House  with  regard  to  the  Fund 
in  order  to  regulate  the  principle  of  re- 
payment. I  mention  that,  because  it  is 
convenient  now;  but  the  point  has  no 
direct  connection  with  the  propositions 
made  in  the  present  Bill,  which  is  that 
the  sum  of  £500,000  shall  be  charged 
upon  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
Temporalities  Commission,  and  that  that 
sum  shall  be  advanced.  There  will  be 
no  difficulty  in  making  the  necessary 
financial  arrangements,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  sanction  the  first  reading  of 
the  Bill.  -I  do  not  at  present  challenge 
any  expression  of  opinion  upon  it,  and  I 
only  make  this  explanation  because  it 
refers  to  a  part  of  the  Bill  I  have  as  yet 
had  no  opportunity  to  mention. 

Mb.  CHILDEES,  without  at  present 
raising  any  objection  to  the  course 
proposed,  said,  he  hoped  the  Chane^- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  would  explain  a 
little  more  minutely  the  process  by  which 
these  loans  were  to  be  made.  If  he 
understood  rightly,  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Commission  in  Ireland  had  no 
fund  whatever  of  its  own,  but  was  in 
debt  to  the  extent  of  between  £5,000,000 
and  £6,000,000  to  the  Savings  Banks  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  which  debt  was 
very  slowly  being  paid  off.  When, 
therefore,  it  was  proposed  to  charge  the 
Church  Temporalities  Fund  with  these 
loans,  it  meant  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  that  the  Savings  Banks  would  really 
find  the  money — either  actually  advanc- 
ing it,  or  deducting  it  from  the  re-pay- 
ments to  them.  On  the  other  hand,  Uie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  ex- 
plained who  would  be  responsible  for  tiie 
security  of  the  loans.  At  present  all 
money  advanced  by  the  Qovemment, 
whether  directly  from  the  Exchequer  or 
indirectly  from  the  Savings  Banks  Fund, 
was  advanced  upon  the  responsibility  of 
some  public  body,  whom  the  public  re- 
quired to  be  satisfied  as  to  the  security. 
He  wished  to  know  who  would  be  the 
agency  to  satisfy  the  public  and  the  (}o- 
vornment  of  the  security  for  each  ad- 
vance, and  who  would  direct  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commissioners  to  provide 
the  principal. 

Mk.  Shaw  quite  agreed  that  this  was 
hardly  the  time  to  discuss  the  questions 
referred  to  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, especially  as  they  would  reoeiTe 
a  good  deal  of  discussion  from  that  part 
of  the  House.  He  saw  the  force  ot  tlia 
various  reasons  that  the  right  hen.  Ghn- 
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tleman  had  given  in  support  of  the 
measure;  and  probably,  when  they  came 
to  discuss  the  Bill  more  fully,  they  would 
find  that  the  means  proposed  was  the 
best  way  to  get  the  money.  It  might  be, 
however,  that  some  things  in  the  Bill 
would  require  immediate  action ;  and  he 
would  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
to  postpone  doing  those  things  on  which 
the  liyes  of  a  number  of  people  might 
depend  until  the  termination  of  a  discus- 
sion which,  no  matter  how  good  their  in- 
tentions, might  occupy  a  considerable 
time.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
extending  the  operation  of  out-door  re- 
lief, he  had  no  doubt  there  were  many 
districts  where  it  ought  to  be  instituted 
at  once ;  and  he  had  no  doubt,  if  the  Qo- 
yernment  would  take  upon  itself  the  re- 
sponsibility of  directing  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board  to  issue  the  necessa)^ 
orders,  that  the  House  would  sanction 
their  action. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  asked  at  what 
rate  the  loan  would  be  made  by  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  as 
without  that  information  he  could  not 
understand  what  the  exact  loss  would  be 
from  the  difference  between  the  two 
rates  of  interest? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  With  regard  to 
taking  measures  at  once  for  the  exten- 
sion of  out-door  relief,  many  weeks,  and 
even  I  may  say  months  since,  the  Go- 
vernment communicated  with  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  instructed  them 
that  where  it  was  found  absolutely 
necessary  out-door  relief  should  be 
given  in  food  or  fuel  to  able-bodied  per- 
sons. With  regard  to  the  provision  that 
rohof  should  not  be  given  to  able-bodied 
persons  or  others  in  the  occupation  of  a 
quarter  of  an  acre  of  land,  we  have 
ordered  that  such  relief  shall,  when 
really  necessary,  be  given,  notwithstand- 
ing those  provisions  of  the  law.  [Mr. 
SiiAW  Lefevre  :  When  ?]  I  cannot  now 
go  into  details  which  may  require  a  long 
explanation ;  but  I  occupy  the  position  of 
President  of  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board.  I  verbally  gave  the  instructions 
to  which  I  have  referred  to  the  Vice 
President,  and  I  am  responsible  for 
those  instructions.  The  instructions  were 
that  when  it  was  found  necessary  to 
avert  famine,  and  subject  to  the  special 
approval  of  the  Local  Chovemment  Board, 
out-door  relief  should  be  given,  but  that 
no  relief  of  this  exceptioiud  kind  should 
be  given  except  whmre  it  was  speoiaUy 


approved   by   the    Local   Qovemment 
Board. 

Mr.  CHARLEY  hoped  that  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  would  not  be 
confined  to  loans,  but  that  they  would 
resort  to  the  policy  of  1848,  and  under- 
take public  works  in  Ireland.  How  was 
it  possible  for  a  landlord  with  heavy 
mortgages  on  his  property  to  pay  the  in- 
terest on  the  loan,  and  also  the  interest 
on  the  mortgages,  the  heavy  poor  rates, 
tithe-rent  charge,  and  other  charges, 
while  he  had  no  rent  paid  by  his  ten- 
ants ?  It  might  be  a  question  also  whe- 
ther the  mortgagees  would  consent  to  his 
obtaining  a  loan  from  the  Government, 
as  it  would  take  priority  of  the  mort- 
gagees. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  will  not  enter  into  all  the 
questions  now  raised,  because  that  would 
rather  be  travelling  beyond  what  I  un- 
derstood to  be  our  course.  In  answer, 
however,  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers),  I 
may  say  that  the  course  of  proceeding  is 
explained  in  the  17th  clause  of  the  Bill. 
That  throws  the  duty  of  selecting  the 
works  upon  which  money  is  to  be  ad- 
vanced upon  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works,  who  are  now  intrusted 
with  that  duty,  and  the  money  will  be 
distributed  by  them  on  their  responsi- 
bility. The  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
missioners will  advance,  on  the  direction 
of  the  Treasury,  such  sums  out  of  this 
sum  of  £500,000  as  will  be  necessary  to 
supply  the  Commissioners  of  Works  with 
the  necessary  funds.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  asks 
what  will  be  the  rate  of  interest  charged 
by  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  to 
the  Church  Temporalities  Commissioners. 
I  iniagine  it  will  be  at  the  rate  of  3 j^  per 
cent,  which  was  the  rate  at  which  it  was 
lent  last  time,  and  the  rate  at  which  it 
will  be  lent  to  the  public  will  be  1  per 
cent.  Therefore,  to  that  extent,  the 
Church  Fund  will  bear  the  loss. 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  that  public 
works  in  the  true  sense,  such  large 
works  as  railroads  and  tramways,  would 
be  included  in  the  scheme  of  the  Go- 
vernment. With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  distribution  of  this  money,  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  should 
give  way,  and  put  it  on  t^e  Union  and 
not  on  the  populous  districts  whioh 
would  require  tne  greatest  amount^  of 
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VACXJINATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  encourage 
Vaccination  by  providing  facilities  for  the 
optional  use  of  Animal  Yaccino,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Earl  Percy,  Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair,  Dr.  Lush,  and  Dr.  Ward. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  9.] 

MEDICAL  ACT  (1858)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  LrsH,  Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Medical  Act,  1868,"  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Dr.  Lusu,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  and 
Sir  tfosEFH  M^Kenna. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

LAW  OF  EJECTMENT  SUSPENSION  (iRELANd) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan,  Bill  for  the 
better  protection  of  life  and  property  by  tem- 
porarily suspending  the  powers  of  Ejectment 
for  non-payment  of  Bent  for  agricultural  hold- 
ings in  certain  districts  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Kirk, 
Mr.  O'SuLLivAN,  and  Mr.  0*Shaughnessy. 

BiRpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  11.] 

SLIQO  BOROUGH  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O*  Conor,  Bill  to  consti- 
tute the  Borough  of  Sligo  a  Parliamentary 
Borough,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
O* Conor,  Mr.  Ashley,  and  Mr.  Errinoton. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  12.] 

INTESTATES  REAL  ESTATE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Potter,  Bill  for  the  better 
settling  the  Real  Estates  of  Intestates,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Potter,  Mr.  Leatham, 
Mr.  Price,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Ander- 
son, and  Mr.  Hopwood. 

BiiU. presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  13.] 

LOCAL  QOYERNMENT  AREAS  (COMMISSION) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice, 
Bill  to  appoint  a  Commission  for  the  alteration 
of  the  areas  of  Local  Govommont  in  certain 
cases,  and  for  the  re-arrangcment  of  the  boun- 
diuries  thereof,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  Mr.  Pell,  Mr. 
Olarb  Read,  and  Mr.  Backhouse. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  14.] 

RATma  OF  TOWNS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O^Shaughnessy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  as  to  the  Rating  of  /Towns  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr 
O'Shauohnessy  and  Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna. 

Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  15.] 

PXTBLIO    HEALTH    (IRELAND)     ACT     (1878) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Redmond,  Bill  to  amend 
••The  PubHc  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878," 
ardend  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rbdmoxtd,  Mr. 
O'Olibt,  and  Mr.  Fat. 

BiUirf»iiMlMf,fuidx««d  the  first  Ume.  [Bilil6.] 


AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS    (SCOTLAND) 

(warnings  TO  remove)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Bill 
to  extend  the  time  of  warning  to  remove  in  the 
case  of  Agricultural  Holdings  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Alexander 
Gordon,  Mr.  M*Laoan,  and  Mr.  James  Bar- 
clay. 

BiUpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  17.] 

MARRIED   women's    PROPERTY   ACTS    1870 
AND  1874  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Married  Women's  Property  Acts  1870  and 
1874,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert, 
Mr.  GoLDNEY,  and  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan. 

BilLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  18.] 

POLITICAL  PRISONERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Bill  to 
make  better  provision  for  the  treatment  of  per- 
sons imprisoned  under  the  Treason  Felony  Acts, 
and  on  account  of  offences  of  a  Political  cha- 
racter, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'  Connor 
Power,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilkb,  Mr.  Joseph 
CowEN,  and  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson. 

BtM, presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  19.] 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS   (ELECTION  BY  BAL- 
LOT) (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Errinoton,  Bill  to  i>rovide 
for  the  Election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land by  Ballot,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Errinoton,  Mr.  Gray,  and  Mr.  O' Conor, 

BiHlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  20.] 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fay,  Bill  to  add  to  the 
existing  number  of  ex-officio  Guardians  of  Poor 
Law  Unions  in  Ireland  certain  clergymen  resi- 
dent in  each  union,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Fay,  Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth,  Mr.  Patrick  Martin, 
Mr.  Errinoton,  and  Mr.  Redmond. 

BiiilpreHnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  21 .] 

employers'   LIABILITY   FOR    INJURIES    TO 
SERVANTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macdonald,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  as  to  Employers'  Liability  for  IniurieB 
to  their  Servants,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
3Ir.  Macdonald,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Meldon,  and  Mr.  Earp. 

BtM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  22.] 

MARRIAGE  I«AWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Blbnneehassett,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Marriage  Laws,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  BLENNBRHAsanT,  Mr. 
Moelby,  Mr.  MoNXy  Mr.  Mitndella,  and  Mr. 

COOAN. 

Billi»r#fmM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU28.] 
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WA8TB  LANDS  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  George  MacOartht, 
Bill  to  promote  arterial  drainage,  reclamation 
of  waste  lands,  and  the  gradual  formation  of  a 
daas  of  peasant  proprietors  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Oeorob 
MacGabtht,   Mr.    Shaw,    and   Sir  Eardlbt 

WiLMOT. 

Billi>rMiMM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  24.] 

voLXTirrEEB  coBFs  (ibeland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Clert,  Bill  to  establish 
Yolnnteer  Corps  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  O'Olery,  Lord  Francis  Conyngham, 
Migor  Nolan,  Major  O'Beirne,  Ck>lonel  King- 
Habman,  Colonel  Colthurst,  Major  0*Gorman, 
and  Colonel  The  O*  Gorman  Mahon. 

BiHj^nsentedj  and  read  the  first  iime.  [Bill  25.] 


PABTNEBSHIFS   BILL. 
OoHiidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Siiohedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  of 
Partnerships. 

Besolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Her- 
8CHBLL,  Mr.  Gregory,  and  Mr.  Whitwell. 

Wlprumted,  and  read  the  first  time.  '[Bill  26.] 


mSBOHAHT  SHIPPINa  (OBAIN  CABQOES)  BILL. 
CoHtidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sewlpedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Merchant  Shipping  Acts, 
1864  to  1870,  so  far  as  the  same  rdate  to  the 
stowage  of  Cargoes  of  Grain. 

Besolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Plimsoll,  Mr.  Joseph 
CowsK,  Mr.  Anderson,  and  Mr.  Gorst. 

BUXpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  27.] 

IHTinCIIPAL  FBANCniSE  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  O'Gorman,  Bill  for  the 
assimilation  of  the  Irish  Municipal  Franchise 
to  that  of  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Major  0*Gorman,  Sir  Johepu  M^Kknna,  Mr. 
BiCHABD  Power,  and  Mr.  Blbnnsrhassett. 

BiUi>rtf«m^«<f,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill28.] 

X1CFL0YEB8  AIO)  WOBKMEN  AOT  (1875) 
(extension  to  seamen)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  extend  the 
proTisions  of  "The  Employers  and  Workmen 
Act,  1876,*'  to  Seamen  whilst  thoy  are  in  Bri- 
fish  waters,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
BvBT,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr. 
GovBLiT,  and  Mr.  Gorst. 

Bin  jw-VMfiMy  and  rwd  the  first  time.  [Bill  20.] 


LEASES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Marten,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Leases,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Marten,  Sir  Henrt  Jackson,  Mr. 
Gregory,  and  Mr.  Charles  LiEwzs. 

Biilpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 

LANDLOBD    AND    TENANT     (IBELAND)     AOT 
(1870)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Daniel  Taylor,  Bill  to 
amend  *'The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Daniel  Taylor,  Sir  Thomas  M'Clvrb,  Mr. 
Benjamin  Whitworth,  and  Mr.  Lea. 

BQlpreeentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [BillSl.] 


SALE  OF  INTOXIOATINQ  UQUOBS  ON  ST7NDAY 

(WALES)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boberts,  Bill  to  prohibit 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  in 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Roberts, 
Mr.  Richard,  Mr.  Hussey  Vivian,  Mr.  Hol- 
land, and  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan. 

BiiilpreBentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  32.] 

LOCAL  INQUIBIES  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  establishment  of  a  Tribunal  for  the 
conduct  of  local  inquiries  relating  to  Private 
Bills  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth,  Colonel  Eing-Harman,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen,  Sir  Harcourt  Johnstone,  Dr. 
Cameron,  and  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna. 

Biilpreientedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  33.] 

HYPOTHEO  ABOLITION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Aonew,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
Landlord's  right  of  Hypothec  for  rent  of  land 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Agnew,  ]^Ir.  Baillie  Hamilton,  and  Sir  George 
Douglas. 

Biilpresentedy  and  road  tho  first  time.  [Bill  34 .] 


ECCLESIASTICAL  DILAPIDATIONS  ACT  (1871) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Bill 
to  amend  **  The  Ecclesiastical  Dilapidations  Act, 
1871,"  as  to  insurance  of  buildings,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr. 
Whitwell,  ^Ir.  Goldney,  and  Mr.  Hard- 
castle. 

JSiMpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  36.] 


SEA  PISnEBIES  (ibeland)  BILL. 

On  ]Motion  of  Dr.  Ward,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Taw  relating  to  Sea  Fisheries  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  bo  brought  in  by  Dr.  Ward,  Mr.  Collins, 
Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna,  and  Mr.  Redmond. 

hiHipreeented^  and  r«ad  the  first  time.  [Bill  30.] 
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MEDIOAL  AOT  (1858)  AMEin)MENT  (nO.  2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abthtr  Mills,  Bill  to 
amend  <'  The  Medical  Act,  1858,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  byMr.  ABTHm  Mills,  Mr.  Ohilders, 
and  Mr.  Goldmbt. 

"BHil presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  37.] 


TITHE  OOMMTTTATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Goldnbt,  Bill  to  amend 
and  further  extend  the  Acts  for  the  Commuta- 
tion of  Tithes  in  England  and  Wales,  and  to 
afford  additional  powers  for  the  sale  and  re- 
demption of  Tithe  Bent  charge,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Goldnet  and  Mr.  Gbeooby. 

^ui presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  38.] 

HOUBS  OF  POLLINa  (bOBOUOHS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chambbblaix,  Bill  to 
extend  the  Hours  of  PoUinK  at  Elections  in 
Boroughs  other  than  Metropoutan,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Chambbblain,  Sir  Chables 
W.  Dilxb,  lii.  Mttndblla,  Dr.  Camebow,  Major 
Nolan,  and  Mr.  Hbnbt  Samublson. 

B\^pre9enUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  39.] 

ENTAIL  AND  BSTTLEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  8haw  Lbfeybb,  Bill  to 
limit  the  power  of  entailing  and  settUng  land 
and  other  property,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mj>.  8haw  l^BFBYBB,  Mr.  Osbobmb  Moboan,  Mr. 
Wbmtwobth  Bbaumont,  Mr.  Chambbblain,  and 
Mr.  Hbbbohbll. 

W^preeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 

BLOO)  AND  DSAF-MT7TB  OHILDBEN  BILL. 

On  Motion  pi  Mr.  Whbblhovsb,  Bill  for  the 
better  Education  of  Blind  and  Deaf  -  Mute 
Children,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Whbbluousb,  Mr.  MoMTAorE  Scott,  and  Mr. 
Bbnjamin  Williams. 

Bill pyiMMi^Mf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  41.] 

SPIBIT8  IN  BOND  BILL. 
Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Meeolred,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  (mality  of 
Spirits  before  being  allowed  out  of  ^ond  for 
consumption. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Suluvan,  Maior  Nolan, 
Captain  Pim,  Mr.  Richabd  Poweb,  Mr.  Ybaman, 
and  Major  0*Beibnb. 

BUlpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  42.] 

IHTNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (PROPEETY  QUA- 
LIFICATION abolition)  buJL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mukdella,  Bill  to  abolish 
the  Property  Qualification  for  members  of 
Municipiu  Coiporations  and  Local  Governing 
Bodi«8,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mun- 
dblla»  Mr.  CxAXBBBLAiN,  Mr.  BvBT,  and  Mr. 
Sullivan. 

BOlprvMii^andrMdthe  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 


MARRIED  "women's  PROPERTY  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  AxDEBSoy,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Property  of  Married 
Women  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  A2a)EB80N,  Sir  Robebt  Anstruthbb, 
Mr.  Orb  Ewmo,  Mr.  McLaren,  and  Mr.  Lton 
Playtair. 

BUlpreeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  44.] 

LANDED  PROPRIETORS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth,  Bill  to  faciH- 
tate  the  creation  of  a  class  of  small  landed  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  P.  J.  Smtth,  Mr.  Mabtik,  Mr.  Fat,  and 
The  O'DoNOGHUE. 

BUI  presented fBud  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  45.] 

BANERT7PT0Y  ACT  (1869)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sampsov  Lloyd,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr. 
NoBwooD,  Mr.  Whitwell,  and  Mr.  Ripley. 

BiJi presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  46.] 

CRIMINAL  CODE  (NO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whbbluousb,  Bill  to 
establish  a  Criminal  Code,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Wheblhousb,  Mr.  Serjeant  Spinks, 
and  Captain  Piic. 

Biil presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  47.] 

SEED  POTATOES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Nolan,  Bill  for  enabling 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  to  borrow  money  for  the 
puipoee  of  procuring  Seed  Potatoes  for  tenants 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Major 
Nolan,  Mr.  Gbobob  Browne,  and  Mr.  P.  J. 
Smyth. 

Bi^lpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  48.] 

EXCISABLE    LIQUORS    TRAFFIO    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Resolvedy  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
moye  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  traffic 
in  excisable  liquors  in  passenger  vessels  plying 
between  Scottish  ports. 

Resolution  reported  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Lord  Colin 
Campbell,  Mr.  Dalrymplb,  Mr.  James  Stewart, 
Mr.  Orr  Ewino,  Mr.  Grant,  and  Mr.  Yeaman. 

B^Qlpresentedy  and  read  tho  first  time.  [Bill  49. ] 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ramsay,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  appointment  of  Judicial  Factors  by 
Sheriff'  Courts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ramsay,  Mr.  Baxtbb,  Sir  Graham  Mont- 
ooMBBY,  and  Mr.  Dalrymplb. 

Bim presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  50.] 
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AKOIBNT  ICOKUHENTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Johk  Lubbock,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  better  protection  of  Ancient  Monu- 
mentfly  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Johk 
LrBBOcx,  Mr.  Bebbsfobd  Hofb,  mi.  Moboan, 
and  Sir  Kiohabd  Wallace. 

BUlj^rMMi^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  51.] 

OOMPAVIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Ads  considered  in  Ckmimittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

lUeolved,  Thai  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
more  the  Hoose,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Companies  Acts  of  1862, 
1867,  and  1877. 

Resolution  reported :  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brou^t  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Coope, 
Mr.  Hbbbohxll,  and  Sir  Cha&les  Mills. 

Biajn-eientedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  52.] 

aAia  or  intoxioatino  liquobs  on  sttnday 

BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stbvbnsok,  Bill  to  pro- 
hibit the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stevenson,  Mr. 
BiBLBT,  Mr.  Chables  Wilson,  Mr.  Osbobnb 
Hoboan,  Mr.  William  M'Abthub,  and  Mr. 
Jambs. 

Wlpreeenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  53.] 

BBQIBTRAHOK  OF  YOTEBS  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mbldon,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Voters  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Meldon, 
Bfr.  Shaw,  and  Mr.  Henbt. 

Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  54.] 

OOUNTT  INFIBMABIE8  (iBELAND)  BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldon,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  County  Infirmaries  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Meldon,  3Ir. 
Dbasb,  Mr.  Ebbinoton,  and  Mr.  John  Qeokgb 
Mac  Cabtht. 

BUlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  55.] 

BIRTHS    AND    DEATHS    BEGISTBATION 

(IBELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldon,  Bill  to  alter  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Births  and 
Deaths  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Mbldon,  Mr.  Ebbinoton,  and  Major  Nolan. 

BiJlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  56.] 

KKFLOTEBS'  LIABIUTT  (BAILWAT  8£B- 

VANTS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  liability  of  employers 
lor  injury  to  workmen  as  regards  Railway  Scr- 
Tanta,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 
Mr.  BnAMBTy  Mr.  Moblet,  and  Mr.  Bass. 

f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  57.] 


PEBFETUITY  LEASES  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ebbington,  Bill  to  enable 
limited  owners  of  property  in  Ireland  to  make 
perpetuity  leases,  and  to  convey  settled  pro- 
perty under  certain  circumstances,  with  due 
protection  to  the  interests  of  the  tenant  in  tail, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  EaniNaTON, 
Colonel  Colthubst,  and  Mr.  Fay. 

Bi^presentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  58.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  Two 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday,  9M  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— J'lW^  Reading^ 
Employers'  Liability  (4). 

EOLL  OF  THE  LOHDS. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  the  Olerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  \}B  printed.    (No.  3.) 

THE   EMPRESS   OF  INDIA. 
PEBSOXAL  EXFLA17ATI0N. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
I  wish  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments,  in  order  that 
I  may  give  to  your  Lordships  an  ex- 
planation of  a  matter  personal  to  my- 
self. Some  of  your  Lordships  may  be 
aware  that,  at  a  meeting  held  a  few 
weeks  ago  in  Midlothian,  the  noble 
Lord  who  a  short  time  ago  held  the 
office  of  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  stated 
that,  during  the  period  that  I  occupied 
the  position  of  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  I  addressed  a  telegram  to  the 
Indian  Government,  which  was  to  be 
communicated  to  the  late  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan, Shore  Ali,  and  in  which  I 
styled  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  "Em- 
press of  India."  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
cannot  say  that  I  have  that  supreme  con- 
tempt wluch  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  seems  to  entertain 
for  what  are  called  **  extra-Parliament- 
ary utterances ; "  and  lea,st  of  all  could 
I  have  it  for  the  words  of  one  who 
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always  speaks  with  great  spirit,  and 
who,  I  hope,  has  a  distinguished  future 
before  him.  It  so  happened,  my  Lords, 
that  I  did  not  see  tne  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  and  I  did  not  even  know 
that  he  had  made  the  statement  to 
which  I  refer  until  the  day  before  the 
meeting  of  Parliament,  when  I  arrived 
in  town.  When  I  did  hear  of  it  I  at 
once  wrote  to  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  fYiscount 
Cranbrook)  asking  him  to  oe  good 
enough  to  allow  me  to  see  the  telegram, 
and  the  noble  Viscount  was  so  kind  as 
to  say  that  the  document  would  be  open 
for  my  inspection  whenever  I  called  at 
the  India  Office.  That  was  on  Friday 
evening.  In  the  Parliamentary  Intelli- 
gence of  The  Times  I  found  on  Saturday 
morning  this  passagpe — 

«  Thb  Duxb  of  Ajlotll  :  *  Thb  Empress  of 

Ikoia.' 

"  Sir  H.  DRT7MM0ND  "Wolff  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  there 
exists  in  the  archives  of  the  India  Office  a  tele- 
graphic despatdi  transmitted  to  India  in  1809, 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
the  Duke  of  Argyu,  for  communication  to  the 
Ameer  of  Cabul,  in  which,  among  other  titles, 
Her  Mi^esty  tiie  Queen  is  designated  as  Em- 
press of  Inaia ;  and  if  so,  whether  the  GoTem- 
ment  are  prepared  to  lay  a  copy  of  such  despatch 
upon  the  table. 

"Mr.  E.  Stanhofi. — The  circumstances  in 
which  this  tele^^ram  was  sent  were  these: 
After  the  conclusion  of  the  conference  with  Lord 
Mayo  in  1860,  it  was  decided  to  send  a  friendly 
message  to  the  Ameer  Shore  Ali  in  the  name  of 
her  Sd^esty.  A  telegram  was  accordingly  pre- 
pared by  the  political  department  at  the  India 
Office,  and  suomitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.  Tho  telegram  was  headed  *From 
the  Queen  of  England,  which  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
altered — apparently  in  his  own  handwriting — 
to  *  the  Queen  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  and 
Empress  of  India  *  (loud  and  continued  cheer- 
ing from  the  Ministerial  benches),  and  in  that 
form  it  was  sent  (renewed  cheering).  There 
can  be  no  objection  to  producing  the  telegram, 
if  it  is  thought  worth  while  to  do  so.     (Cheers). 

**  Sir  H.  Drvmmond  Wolit  expressed  a  wish 
that  the  tc^logram  should  be  presented  to  the 
Ilottse  in/ac  simiU.     (Laughter.)** 

Whether  tho  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
that  the  cost  of  producing  tho  fae  simile 
should  bo  borne  by  the  Revenues  of  India 
or  not,  I  cannot  say.  I  went  to  the 
India  Office  this  morning,  when  tho 
noble  Viscount  showed  me  the  telegram. 
Beyond  doubt  or  question  the  telegram 
was  drawn  up  by  my  late  distinguished 
friend  Sir  Jonn  Kaye ;  but  the  title  of 
Her  Majesty  was  partly  altered,  and  in 
my  own  handwriting  the  words  **  £m- 
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press  of  India  "  were  inserted.  There- 
fore, Lord  George  Hamilton  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  the  statement  wnich 
he  made.  At  the  same  time,  I  have  not 
the  slightest  recollection  of  the  circum- 
stance. It  has  entirely  passed  £rom  my 
memory.  "Well,  my  Lords,  shortly  after 
my  leaving  the  India  Office  I  met  a 
Conservative  friend,  who  approached 
me  with  a  cheerful,  if  not  triumph- 
ant, countenance.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  had  joined  in  the  vociferous 
cheering  with  which  the  statement  in 
the  House  of  Commons  had  been  re- 
ceived. He  said  to  me — **Is  this  story 
true  about  the  telegram  ?  Is  it  really 
true,  after  all  the  violent  opposition 
which  you  brought  to  bear  on  us  for 
bringing  in  the  Bill  as  to  conferring  the 
title  of  *  Empress  of  India  ? ' — is  it  true 
that  before  this  you  had  yourself  ad- 
dressed a  telegram  to  the  Ameer  Shore 
Ali,  in  which  you  styled  the  Queen 
'  Empress  of  India '  ?  "  Well,  my  hon. 
Friend  was  in  such  very  high  spirits 
that  I  was  very  unwilling  to  interfere 
with  his  pleasure.  He  added — "What 
explanation  have  you  to  give  ?  "  I  said 
— **  It  is  an  awkward  circumstance ;  but 
I  shall  wait  till  Monday  and  give  my 
explanation  in  the  House  of  Lords.  But 
are  you  quite  sure  that  I  made  any  vio- 
lent attack  on  the  Gt)vemment  in  respect 
of  the  Bill  conferring  that  title  ?  "  He 
said—'*  Yes."  I  said—"  Who  told  you 
so?"  He  replied — "Oh,  everybody 
told  me  so,  that  you  blamed  the  Govern- 
ment very  much  for  doing  what  you  did 
yourself.  One  hears  it  in  fdl  ^e  dubs 
and  everywhere."  "You  had  better  go 
to  Hansard  and  read  what  I  did  say," 
observed  I  to  my  friend ;  and  I  am  afrtdd 
that  my  hon .  Friend  went  away ' '  a  sadder 
if  not  a  wiser  man."  Now,  my  Lords, 
the  fact  is,  I  took  no  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Bill  for  conferring  upon 
Her  Majesty  the  title  of  Empress  of  India. 
I  did  not  say  one  word  in  that  discus- 
sion against  giving  Her  Majesty  that 
title.  I  came  down  to  the  House  to  hear 
the  debate,  and  I  thought  there  was 
some  exaggerated  feeling  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  I  thought,  on  the  one 
hand,  it  was  not  very  wise  to  raise  the 
question,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  I  could 
not  attach  to  it  that  importance  which 
my  noble  Friends  behind  me  did.  I 
walked  out  of  the  House,  and  did  not 
vote  ;  and  I  never  have  said,  in  pnblio 
or  in  private,  one  single  word  against 
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the  Bill.  Thoro  is  an  extraordinary  !  from  votinpf  on  tlio  mfasiiro,  but  that  I 
misunderstanding  flying  about  in  rofor-  |  did  not  join  thoiii  in  oppohing  it.  In 
enee  to  that  telegram,  and  also  in  con-  j  conr  lusion,  I  wish  to  givf3  Notice  that 
noetion  with  another  document,  a  h.tter.  .  tlio  Motion  that  I  propose  to  move  on 
The  noble  Duke  who  brought   in  the    the  20tli  instant  will  bo  for  an  Address 

for  Copy  of  any  Correspondence  found 
at  Cabul  between  the  late  Ameer  Shere 
Ali  Khan  and  the  llussian  Authorities  in 
Turkestan   or   St.   Petersburg  ;  and,  ii' 


Bill  ^the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon) 
quoted   a  letter  from  the  late  Viceroy 
(the    Earl  of   Northbrook;,    and    that 
statement  was  to  tlie  effect  that  a  letter 
was  written  by  him  to  Atalik  Ghazoo, 
Yarkand,  in  which  the  Qu^en  was  callod 
'*  Empress    of    Hindostan."      lii    both 
these  cases  the  objcft  was  to  giv(j  an 
English  word  that  could  be  translatf^d 
into   Persian  as  showing  the   supreme 
governor,  and  it  had  notliing  to  do  with 
giving  any  increased  title  ;  tlie   object 
was,  as  I  said,  to  got  an  Englisli  word 
that  in  Persian  would  convey  the  im- 
pression of  one  of  the   supreme  h>(A'o- 
reigns  of  the  world.     The  phrase  wliich 
my  noble  Friend   (the  Earl  of  Noi-th- 
brook)  employed  for  this  purpose   was 
"Empress  of  Hindostan."     "Well,    the 
Government  brought  in  a  Bill  to  confer 
the  title ;  and  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion it  was  said  that  it  had  been  the 
custom,  more  or  less,  to  call  the  Queen 
**  Empress  of  Ilindostan,"  and  no  doubt 
it  was  more  or  lesw,  tjicnigh  I  doubted 
whether  it  was  wise  to  give  a  new  tith', 
and,    in  lieu  of   that  wliich  previously 
constituted  mere  description,  to  confer  a 
formal  English  title.     There  is  a  groat 
difference   })etween   the  two  things.     I 
do  not    know   whether  your   Lordships 
have  remarked  in  the  l*iipers  what  was 
tlie  reception  Short*  Ali  gave  to  th*.*  Act 
conferring   the    title.      Writing   to    tlio 
Viceroy  on  tho  22nd  of  May,   ls7(J,  hr 
says — 

♦' Kin«l  Fri- n-l.  I'V  In  iiItiu'  th--  l''»'"1  tl  w.- 
of  lh«-  Sh.il»in'li:ihi  ...'nir..  ..|"SI,iliiTi-li.ili;.  «.f  H.  r 
.M.gi-:*ly  th*;  <;r'at  t2ii«.»n,  in  vi.  w  ..f  iln- Mi.ii.l- 
iliij.  ;iil.lui.i-ii"l"  til.-  iwu  l-:\:iil<'l«;"\<  mill.  Ml-. 
iiHK  h  i-'V  liii'l  i'l'  i-'ii'-  -'"'l  l*'M'i  i'"-  "*  ^^'  ^'-  l'"'- 
.l-.u-..l"iii  ifi'    1-  i.'M..::i'.-.;  li'  iit.     r.  ,,-.  j.i.  i.ily 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  should  bay, 
as  was  said  in  **  another  place,"  in  HpiU 
of  the  information  which  had  reached 
the  public  through  the  Press  in  regurd 
to  the  nature  of  this  Corresponded'^, 
that  they  cannot,  in  the  interest  of  txi*.- 
Public  Service,  produce  it,  1  Khull  uh 
obliged  to  state  why  I  think  that  it  i»;  il 
the  interest  of  the  public  thev  hriouic 
know  what  was  the  nature  of  *u'j^. 
Papers. 

BASUTOLAND. 
QUESTION.     oijsp:icvatiov-  . 

TiiK  RvKL  OF  iaMiij:jaj':y  &.,.«: 

the  Undc^r  Secretary  of  hitau-  i-jr  \:J, 
Colonies,  Whether  it  wuh  i i. ♦.*:;. m,^;  V^ 
disarm  the  nativos  in  V>ti^\iWiiih':  « .:.v.  /> 
distinction;  and  wh«ftli«-r  tr.r  rr.i^  '* 
was  enforced  under  tlio  :iu*:.'ji,' 
Act  of  the  Cape  J'liriiMUji  »j«  -^ 
authority  of  the  Govonjoj-  'j'..-. 
no>>le  Karl  said,  he  boJi*;vi./:"  «;^ '  .t 
South  Africa  there  wah  /.o  *r''ji  ,^  ^ 
ailfcted  towards  tJiis  cwij.*.r\  img-  -^ 
of  the  l^asutos.  'J'lio  nr/i/J-w  V***" 
diseriniinato  diHarinaT/.i.;.'  r^r  ' 
considerable  diHhaiiislv.-.'^  aJ*^^.^' 
disalU'Ction  among  iLi-::.  isiit  ■  •  -  ' 
rt'sult  greatly  to  U  ^^.,^  '""i  *°"  * 
not  tintl  fault  with  tL*  i-:--^  .  "': 
disariiiann'nt  in  J^..-^  ^;,^^ 
(M)ntrary,  h»»  wa*  a^^^'^ 
\i  such  a  policy' 
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wki. 
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I    am   bound  to   say  .   ,       ,.      , 

fimn.latiou   of  the   nrw  Inip-rial  poliry 

in  India  1  ratlnr  ow.«  an  ap^lngy  lo  my 

no]»le  lMitnd>  b-hind  nn'  U'V  not  having 
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1671  Basutoland  was  annexed  to  Cape 
Colony,  and  that  tbe  reBpooBibility  for 
the  presorration  of  the  peaco  in  that 
country  rested  entirely  with  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  the  Cape.  The  latest  intelli- 
gence vhich  the  Colonial  Office  had  re- 
ceived was  contained  in  a  Minute  dated 
Dooember  16,  1879,  in  which  the  Cape 
Oovemment  announced  their  determina- 
tion to  proclaim  in  Basutoland  the  Poaoe 
Froservntion  Act  of  1878.  That  Act 
would  be  found  in  the  Papers  as  Act  18 
of  1878.  It  was  entitled  "Peaco  Pre- 
aerration  Act  of  1 676, "  and  it  empowered 
the  Governor  to  proclaim  distriots  aa 
areas  within  which  no  person  should 
hare  or  carry  arms  or  ammunition  with- 
out a  licence,  unless  such  person  were  a 
magistrate,  justice  of  the  peace,  or  field 
comet,  or  were  serving  in  Her  Majesty's 
Forces,  or  wore  enrolled  in  any  colonial, 
burgher,  or  volunteer  force.  Compulsory 
disarmament  could  only  be  carried  out 
under  that  Act,  and  not  by  authority  of 
the  Oovemor  only.  He  might  be  per- 
mitted to  call  attention  to  a  Cape  des- 
patch dated  December  16,  1879.  It  was 
in  these  terms — 

"Colonial  Socntmj'i  Office,  Cape  Town, 

"  Capa  of  Good  Hope,  Docemb«T  16, 1879. 

"  Uinistan  beg  Ui  forward  to  hii  Eioellenoy 

the  QoTGTiior  for  tranimisiioii  to  the  Seentary 


ILOBDSJ  ZiiSiKfy  J>iB.  J«0 

Tlis  Cape  OoTSTDment,  according  to  tlie  is- 


delaj  for  the  Buireuder  of  aima  by  the  S 
pending  the  result  of  the  Petition  which  the 
ohiaf  haa  addreased  to  the  Cape  Parliament." 

He  wafi  not  able  to  confirm  the  state- 
ment, as  they  had  heard  nothing  of  it  ofB- 
cially ;  but,  from  all  they  had  neard,  be 
was  in  a  position  to  state  that  disarma- 
ment, when  it  was  carried  out,  and  if  it 
was  carried  out,  would  be  done  with  due 
consideration  for  the  feelings  of  the  in- 
habitants, and  would,  he  hoped,  tend  to 
their  welfare  and  the  tranquillity  of  the 
Colony. 

EMPLOYEES  MABILITY  BILL. 
BILL  rBSBENTXD.      FEBST  BXAsmO. 

Thx  LOBD  CHANOELLOB,  in 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  law  relating  to  the  liability 
ot  employers  for  injuries  sustained  by 
their  servants,  said:  This  is  a  subject 
that  has  attracted  of  lato  years  very 
considerable  attention ;  and  therefore  I 
would  ask  permission  to  say  a  very  few 
words  as  to  the  nature  of  the  measure, 
and  the  course  which  the  Qoveminent 
intend  to  take  with  regard  to  it.  Tour 
Lordships  have,  no  doubt,  observed  that 
aooording  to  the  existing  law  an  em- 
ployer of  labour,  if  his  servant  sustains 
injury  in  the  course  of  bis  employment 
by  reason  of  the  personal  negligence  of 
tbe  employer,  is  liable  to  pay  compen- 
sation. But,  on  the  other  hand,  he  is 
not  liable  if  the  injury  is  sustained  in 
consequence  of  the  negligence  of  another 
servant,  the  two  being  engaged  in  a 
common  employment.  That  state  of  the 
law  has  been  very  much  complained  of 
on  the  part  of  those  who  are  affected  by 
it,  and  two  altemativo  amendments  of 
the  law  have  been  proposed.  Some 
persons  have  proposed  that  the  law- 
should  be  altered  in  this  wav — that  the 
employer  of  labour  should  pe  liable  to 
all  those  in  his  employment  for  the  n^^ 
ligence  of  bis  servants,  just  in  the  same 
way  as  he  is  liable  to  the  outside  pabUo 
— that  is  to  say,  that  an  employer  of 
labour  should  be  a  kind  of  inaorer  in 
reference  to  any  accident  sostained  by 
b*  embodied  in  Papers  Uiat  would  be  his  workmen.  That  is  tbe  change  of 
prasentod  to  their  Lordships  in  the  ooune    the  law  that  is  propoeed  in  the  intereatB 


the  16th  and  17th  of  (.)ctoI)eT  lait,  which  c«d- 
taina  a  full  explanation  of  thoir  policy  with 
napect  to  diaanaament.    The  rebullioD  in  Baaa- 


ila  dependoiciea,  the  Peaice  Preaerration  Act 
vtill  uottiy  be  proclaimed  in  Baautuland,  and 
tDoie  other  paita  of  the  eastern  diatiicta  of  the 
ooluD}'  to  which  the  Act  haa  not  vet  been  ap- 
ijicd.  iDtelligence  haa  within  the  laat  few  days 
iMao  TecetTcd  froni  the  Chief  Officer  of  the  Qo- 
Temmont  in  Bafotoland  that  manv  head  men 
havt'  inlunnod  him  that  they  are  quite  raady  to 
anrrmder  their  urms  when  called  upon  to  do  eo. 
The  precaatiuns  that  have  been  ttaed  in  the  paat 
will  be  exerrix'd  in  the  fntiire,  and  Ministera 
hare  erery  ei)>ectatian  that  their  oontinaed 
■Aorta  to  inmre  pi^nnanenl  peafe  in  thii  paii  of 
Hw  M^jeatj'i  dominiooi  will  be  attendtd  with 


"J.  Goi 


That  was  received  on  the  7th  of  Jam 
He  nusht  state,  in  passing,  that 


ranoaiT. 
it  would 


of  this  week  or  ncsl.  A  telegram,  which 
Bome  of  thur  Lonlshipa  might  have  seen, 
appMied  in  n*  Timt*  of  to-daj,  stating 


of  workmen.  Tnere  is  another  proposed 
amendment  of  the  law,  which  does  not 
go  to  the  same  extent.  An  em^ojer  is 
no  V  )Ubl«  for  panonal  Bo^igenos,  and 
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it  hoB  been  proposed  that 
employer  doea  not  himsolf  act,  but 
gates  the  functiona  of  authority,  of  euper- 
Tision,  and  of  command  to  third  porsona 
who  take  his  place,  he  should  be  liable 
for  the  negligence  of  those  to  whom  he 
BO  delegates  ois  authority.  The  subject 
was  considered  very  carefully  by  two 
tribimals,  whose  opinions  entitle  them 
to  the  greatest  weight.  In  1877  there 
was  aBoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  of  Railway  Accidents,  and 
in  their  Report  they  made  this  recom- 
mendation— 

"  We  rttcommend  that  ia  any  sction  against 
a  nulway  oompany  for  compensatian  for  the 
de&th  or  injmy  of  a  serviuit  through  tbo  de- 
fendsnta'  neghgence,  tho  officials  vhom  tbo 
company  intruata  with  oiocutivo  authority  sh^ll 
no  longer  be  deemed  to  be  merely  the  fellow- 
•errants  of  their  subordinates ;  or,  in  other 
wordi,  that  where  a  railway  serrant  can  eatab- 
liah  against  any  official  of  tho  company  em- 
powerad  to  direct  the  act  or  control  the  matter 
complained  of  such  proof  of  aegUgenco  as  would 
make  him  liable  if  be  were  himRelf  tho  mast<,T, 
bis  negligence  shall  be  doomed  to  be  □egUgeaco 
on  the  part  of  tbo  com|>any.  We  do  not  in- 
tend, moreover,  that  this  should  apply  only 
where  the  injured  Berrant  is  the  suborainato  of 
the  official  in  default  and  in  the  same  dcnart- 
meat  of  work,  but  that  the  company  should  in 
STery  case  be  liable  to  its  servants  for  the  neg- 
ligence of  those  to  whom  it  delegates  its  aatho- 
rity  as  maiter." 

That  is  the  reoommendation  of  the  Com- 
missioners ;  but  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  put  into  tho  language  of  a  Bill 
the  kind  of  servants  that  was  referred  to 
in  general  terms.  In  the  same  year 
there  was  a  Select  Committee  in  the 
other  House  that  considered  the  sub- 
ject; and,  in  the  first  place,  I  should 
state  to  your  Iiordships  the  terms  of  the 
Beferenoe  to  that  Select  Committee. 
The;  were — 

"Appointed  to  inquire  whether  it  may  be  ex- 
pedient to  render  masters  liable  for  injuries  oc- 
casoned  to  their  aerrants  by  the  noghgost  acts 
of  certificated  managers  of  collieriiis,  uuiungerti, 
foremen,  and  others  to  whom  tho  guooral  con- 
trol and  saperintcndence  of  workshops  and 
works  is  committed,  and  whether  the  term 
'uonunon  employment'  could  bo  doGned  by 
logialative  enactment  more  clearly  than  it  is  b; 
the  law  as  it  at  present  Btands." 

That  was  in  the  Beference  to  tho  Com- 
mittee, and  they  made  their  Bepoit  al- 
most unonimoiuly  that — 

"Thera  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  effect  of 
abdisltiiig  tb«  dalance  of  '  common  omploy- 
u«at '  (•■  bsa  be«n  actoslly  propoeed  in  a  Bill 
HbmittM  to  the  Hooae)  would  bo  a  serious  dis- 
twbanM  in  tho  indniliial  airangsmeutt  of  the 


fFEBRUART  9,  1B80] 


Ziaiility  BUI. 


country.  Sooner  or  later  the  position  of  master 
and  workman  would  find  its  level  by  a  re-ad- 
justmont  of  tbo  rate  of  wages,  but  in  tho  mean- 
time groat  alarm  would  be  occasioned,  and  tho 
iiivpstmont  of  capital  in  industrial  undertakings 
would  be  discouraged-  .  .  .  Tour  Committee, 
therefore,  are  of  opinion  that  no  cose  ia  made 
out  for  any  alteration  in  tho  law  rotating  to  the 
liability  of  eraploycra  to  their  workmen  for  in- 
jury in  the  course  of  their  employment,  except 
in  tho  matters  to  which  they  now  proceed  to 
refer.  ,  .  .  Tho  development  of  modem  in- 
dustry has  croatfKl  largo  numbers  of  employing 
bodies,  such  aa  corporations  and  public  com- 
panies, to  whom  it  is  not  posublo  to  bring  homo 
personal  default ;  and  there  are  other  cases  in 
which  mastcra  leave  tho  whole  couduot  of  their 
business  to  agents  and  managers,  tbemaelvea 
taking  no  personal  part  whatever  cither  in  the 
supply  of  materials  or  in  the  choice  of  subordi- 
nate servants.  Your  Committco  are  of  opinion 
that  in  cases  such  as  these — that  ie,  whore  ths 
aotunl  employers  cannot  peiBonally  dischargo 
the  duties  of  mBaterB,or  where  they  deliberately 
alHlicato  their  functions  and  delegate  tbem  to 
agents,  the  acta  or  defaults  of  the  agents  who 
thus  discharge  tho  duties  and  fulfil  the  functions 
of  masters  should  bo  considered  as  the  poreoaftl 
acts  or  defaults  of  the  principals  and  employeiv, 
and  should  impose  the  some  liability  on  such 

{rincipala  and  employers  as  they  would  have 
eon  subject  to  had  they  been  acting  personally 
in  tho  conduct  of  their  business,  notwithstand- 
ing that  such  agents  arc  technically  in  the  em- 
Sloyment  of  the  principals.  The  fact  of  such  a 
alegation  of  authority  would  have  to  be  estab- 
liabed  in  each  caae,  but  this  would  not  be  a 
matter  of  difficulty." 

Last  Session  the  Government  introduced 
a  Bill  into  the  other  IIouBe  of  Parlia- 
ment upon  the  Bubjoet,  their  object  being 
to  carry  out,  as  far  as  they  could,  tho 
general  recommendations  that  bad  been 
made.  Of  course,  it  was  a  matter  for 
much  consideration  in  what  words  these 
recommendations  should  be  expressed. 
Last  SeesioQ  «e  could  not  proceed  with 
tho  Bill,  and  I  propose  now  to  lay  it 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  read  it  a  first  time.  I  will  refer 
shortly  to  the  general  proposition  which 
the  Government  would  sik  Parliament 
to  lay  down.  It  is  that — 
"  If  any  person  in  the  aervice  of  any  employer 

injured  or  killed  by  the  negligtnce  of  a  servant 
in  authority  of  such  employer  in  the  court*  of 
his  employment  as  such  '  servant  in  authority,' 
and  under  circiunatances  in  which,  but  for  the 
fact  of  both  porsons  being  in  tho  service  of  tlie 
same  employer,  tho  person  injured,  or  if  he  was 
killed  his  personal  represcntativs,  would  have  a 
right  of  action  against  the  employer,  such  right 
of  action  shall  subnst  notwithstuiding  the  fact 
of  tho  common  employment." 

Then  oomes  the  question,  what  is  a  ser- 
vant in  antboritjr,  and  that  ia  a  matter 
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of  immenBe  difficulty.  la  the  first  sec- 
tion  I  propoBe  to  define  that,  in  reference 
to  railwajs,  mines,  mannfactories,  and 
works,  and  laat  jearthe  definitions  were 
subject  to  much  criticism  both  on  the 
part  of  the  employer  and  the  employed; 
and  I  am  not  surprised  that  there  vaa 
critjcism  on  both  sides.  But  thequestion 
is,  what  is  to  be  the  best  solution  of  a 
question  which  gave  rise  to  criticism 
mim  two  quarters  of  the  kind  to  which 
I  have  referred  ?  I  will  not  read  Uiese 
definitions  now  ;  but  I  may  say  that  the 
course  which  the  Government  desire  to 
take  is  this — We  do  not  anticipate  that 
there  will  be  any  serious  contest  upon 
the  general  provision  laid  down  in  the 
second  section  of  the  Bill ;  and  if  your 
Lordships  should  assent  to  the  second 
reading,  we  think  that  in  no  way  can  the 
question  of  the  definitions  of  "  servants 
in  authority"  be  better  considered  than 
before  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House, 
where  those  interested  on  one  side  and 
on  the  other  can  be  heard,  whose  evi- 
dence can  be  heard,  and  whose  objec- 
tions can  be  carefully  and,  I  may  say, 
judicially  considered  by  those  who  com- 
pose the  Committee.  I  would,  there- 
fore, ask  your  Lordships  to  let  us  now 
read  the  Bill  a  first  time,  and  I  may  say 
it  has  only  two  sections. 

Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
liability  of  employers  for  injuries  sus- 
tained by  their  serranta  —  FrttmUd 
(The  LoBD  Ohadceixob.) 

EUbl  QBANTILLE  agreed  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  that  there  was  a 
great  variety  of  opinion  on  the  subject. 
He  felt  greatly  obliged  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  bringing  it  in  at  such  an  early 
period  of  the  Session,  and  for  stating  the 
object  of  the  measure ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  thought  that  Notice  ought  to 
have  been  given,  because  he  knew  that 
there  were  several  noble  Lords  who  were 
interested  in  the  subject  who  would  have 
been  glad  to  have  been  present  to  hear 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl's  interesting 
and  lucid  statement.  He  thought  it  was 
a  wise  course  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Motion  agrtti  (o .-  Bill  read  1' ;  to  be 
frinUd :  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thurtday 
tuxt.    (No.  4.) 

HODM  adionnied  at  n  quarter  before 

Bis  o'clock,  till  To-monow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 

Th»  Lord  Ciane$Hcr 


(COMMONS) 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  9th  Ftbruarf,  1860. 


tUNUTES.]— Selict  Comiottxh— Cohudohb, 
appointed;    Public  Petitions,   apjmnttd  and 

Public  Bills— £Me/ufi«n  in  Committi* — Or- 
dertd—Jfrtl    Seading — Beer  Dealers'  Retail 

Licencea  *  [66]. 

Ordered— Firil  Seading—Fenal  Clansee  Abo- 
lition ■  [69]  ;  BtreDBai:  Common  •  [60] ; 
CoramoDS  Act  (1876)  Amondment*  [61]; 
Post  Office  (Money  Orders)  •  [82] ;  AitixaiiB' 
Dwellings  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Act  (1B79) 
Amendment  *  [63] ;  Elective  County  BoskIs 
(Ireland)*  [6*]. 

Btmttd  Stading  —  Artizana'  and  lAbouien' 
Dwellings  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  *  [fi]  ;  Ancient  Monnmenla 
[61]. 

QUESTIONS. 

AFGHANISTAN  —  THE  WAR  —  SIR 
FREDERICK  R0BEBT8  AND  THE 
AUEER. 

Ma.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Wbether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  posseaeion 
of  anv  documents  which  directly  jr  in- 
directly corroborate  the  statement  con- 
veyed in  a  conversation  of  the  22nd  of 
October,  1879,  between  Sir  Frederick 
Itoberts  and  Yakoob  Ehan,  in  which 
the  latter  asserted  that  his  fkther,  Shere 
All,  being  dissatisfied  with  the  result  of 
the  visit  of  Nur  Mahomed  Shah  to  Lord 
Northbrook  in  1878,  "began  to  turn 
his  attention  to  the  thoughts  of  aHussian 
alliance  ;  "  and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  now  or  at  some 
future  time  lay  those  Papers  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mk.  E.  STANHOPE  r  Sir,  I  am  afraid 
I  shall  not  be  able  to  give  a  very  satis- 
factory answer  to  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  He  will,  I  am  quite  sure, 
see  that  if  I  were  to  give  any  informa- 
tion as  to  what  this  Correspondence 
does  or  does  not  contain  it  might  as  well 
he  produced  at  once,  and  it  haa  been 
decided  not  at  present,  at  any  rate,  to 
prodnoa  it. 
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TBEATY    OF    BEBLIN— TEE    23iu> 
ARTICLE. 

8i&  GEOBQE  OAUFBELL  asked  the 
Under  Seoretaty  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  an;  real  and  substan- 
tial steps  hare  been  taken  to  give  effect 
to  the  proviuons  of  the  Tweatj-third 
Artiole  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  for  the 
eetablishment  of  Autonomiea  in  the  pro- 
TiDces  of  European  Turkey  ? 

1£b.  BOHRKE  :  Sir,  under  the  23rd 
Artiole  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  an  organio 
statute  has  been  before  the  Oouncil  of 
State  at  Oonetantinople,  and  has  been 
Vaased  by  it.  Aocoiding  to  the  latest 
information  that  we  have  had  on  the 
subject,  it  is  now  before  the  different 
Commissions  in  the  Provinces. 

NAVY  —  ADMIRALTY     FINANCIAL 
RETURN. 

Gaptaik  FDI  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
tho  Admiraltv,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  at  least  a 
fortnight  before  the  Navy  Eetimatea  are 
moved,  in  the  form  of  a  Blue  Book 
nmilar  to  that  of  Navy  (Health)  an- 
nually laid  before  the  House,  the  Be- 
port  of  the  operations  of  the  Admiralty 
for  the  past  financial  year,  together  with 
propositions  affocting  expenditure  for 
the  ensuing  year  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
aware  that  the  Blue  Book  relating  to 
the  health  of  the  Navy  related  to  mat- 
ters which  occurred  in  the  previous  and 
not  in  the  current  financial  year,  and,  in 
fut,  was  a  mere  historical  document.  It 
would  be  inconvenient  to  carry  out  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Ctentleman's  proposal. 

ARMY— NEWSPAPER    CORRESPON. 
DENTS   IN  THE   FIELD. 

8»  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  rules  oonceming  newspaper  corre- 
Rtondeuta  with  British  armies  in  the 
field,  published  during  the  recess,  are 
to  be  looked  upon  as  being  still  in 
force? 

OoLoKKL  STANLEY :  Sir,  as  a  matter 
of  fisot,  I  believe  that  the  rules  to  which 
the  bon.  Baronet  refers  are  not  in  force  ; 
but  it  is  not  a  fact  which  oomea  under 
mj  own  penonal  observation.    No  rules 


have  been  published  by  my  authority, 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  neither  in  re- 
lation to  the  Afghan  nor  the  Zulu  War 
have  any  rules  been  laid  down  in  refer- 
ence to  correspondents  in  the  field. 

Sia  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE  -.  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  further  Question.  I  pre- 
sume the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man sawthe  rules  prepared  in  India,  and 
which  were,  I  am  informed,  published  by 
the  Indian  Government  on  the  authori^ 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  ? 

CoiOSEL  STANLEY  :  Sir,  if  I  am  in 
Order  in  doing  so,  I  should  like  to  put 
the  matter  straight.  The  only  Paper 
relating  to  the  subject  of  which  I  am 
aware  ie  a  Memorandum  drawn  up  by 
some  officers  after  the  BuBso-Iurkish 
War  with  regard  to  the  duties  of  corre- 

rndente  in  the  field.  That  Memoran- 
n  was  drawn  up  for  the  purpose  of 
discussion,  and  as  a  possible  basis  for 
proceeding  hereafter.  It  was  provision- 
ally approved  by  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  and  by  myself  to  the  extent  that 
a  certain  number  of  copies  should  be 
printed.  These  copies  were  printed  in 
the  usual  way  by  the  Intelligence  De- 
partment ;  but  no  rules  have  been  issued 
on  the  matter.  I  understand  that,  ap- 
plication being  made  from  India  for 
copies  of  the  Paper,  as  applications  not 
unfrequently  are  for  Piipora  on  other 
subjects,  a  copy  or  copies  of  the  Paper 
were  forwarded  to  the  authorities  in 
India;  but,  as  I  have  said,  no  rules 
have  been  issued  by  me.  and,  if  I  am 
in  Order  in  saying  so,  I  do  not  consider 
that  any  such  rules  could  be  issued  ex- 
cept  with    very  considerable   modifica- 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  gave 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  put  a  Question 
on  the  subject  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India. 


Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of 
the  Stave  Trade  Treaty  signed  by 
Turkey? 

Mr.  BOURKE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Convention  in  question  had  boon 
signed,  but  bad  not  yet  been  ratified. 
As  soon  as  the  ratifications  had  been 
exchanged  the  document  would  be  laid 
upon  the  Table. 
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Ma.  "W.  E.  FOESTEE  inqnired  when 
it  miglit  be  expected  that  the  ratifioa- 
tiona  would  bo  exohaaged  ? 

Ur.  BOUBKE  replied,  that  the  naceB- 
Bary  formalities  would  be  completed  rery 


BALLOT  ACT— LEQISLATION. 

Ma.  EDQE  asked  Mr.  Cbaacellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tioQ  of  Her  Majestj'a  Qovemmeut  to 
introduce,  during  the  present  Sessiou, 
any  measure  to  continue  the  operation 
of  the  Ballot  Act  aller  December  31st, 
1880? 

The  OHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  the  oourae  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment  intend  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  Ballot  Act  is  to  propose 
to  continue  it  for  one  year  preciBoly  as 
it  stands,  in  order  to  give  the  new  Par- 
liament an  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
the  subject.  I  may  take  this  opportu- 
nity of  stating,  in  answer  to  two  Ques- 
tions of  which  Notice  has  been  given, 
that  it  is  the  int«ntion  of  the  Govern- 
ment shortlj  to  introduce  a  Oorrupt 
Practices  Bill,  aad  also  shortly  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  allo- 
cating the  six  vacant  seats. 

ARMY— THE  B4tu  EEGIMENT. 

Mb.  FBE8HFIELD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Why  the  84th 
Be^ment,  leaving  for  Ireland  this  day, 
are  to  be  moved,  at  great  inconvemence 
and  expense,  to  Sheerness  instead  of 
being  embarked  at  Dover  P 

Colonel  STANLEY  :  Sir,  the  troops 
have  been  sent  to  the  place  where  the 
Admiralty  sent  a  vessel  to  embark  them. 
I  understand  that  the  Admiralty  do  not 
tiiiak  it  advisable  for  a  large  transport 
vessel  to  be  alongside  Dover  Pier  at  this 
time  of  year. 

THE  LORDS  COimiTTEE  ON  INTEM- 
PEBANCE— EECOMMENDATIONS. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  steps  for  carrying  out  any  of  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Lords 
Select  Committee  on  Intemperance  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QITEE :  Sir,  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all 
probable  that  it  will  be  in  the  power  of 


the  Government  this  Session  to  take  any 
steps  for  carrying  out  the  recommenda- 
tions made  by  the  Lords  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Intemperance. 

NAVY  —  COLONIAL     ALLOWANCE    TO 

NAVY  AMD  EOYAL  MAEINE 

OFFICERS. 

8m  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiral^,  Whether  the 
Colonial  Allowance  payable  to  officers  of 
the  Navy  and  Marines  serving  on  shore 
in  South  Africa  will  soon  be  granted 
and  paid  7 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  for  placing 
the  officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines 
upon  the  same  footing  as  the  officers 
of  the  Army. 


Me.  chamberlain  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  When  the 
Papers  promised  with  reference  to  the 
Greek  Question  will  be  I^d  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  BOURSE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Papers  promised  with  reference  to 
the  Greek  Question  were  in  print,  and 
would  bo  issued  soon  ;  but  active  nego- 
tiations were  at  present  going  on  between 
the  Powers.    Therefore,  it   would    be 

.possible  to  lay   the  Papers  on    the 

Table  until  the  negotiations  were  ter- 
minated. 


TURKEY— APPOINTMENT  OF  BRITISH 
CONSULS  AND  TICE  CONSULS. 

Me.  WHITWELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
At  what  places  in  Turkey  in  Asia 
British  Consuls,  Yice  Consuls,  or  persons 
in  any  consulate  capacity,  have  been  ap- 
pointed since  the  1st  of  January  1879; 
and,  if  ho  will  now  state  the  names  and 
rank  of  the  persons  so  appointed,  or  lay 
a  list  of  them  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  F 

K.  BOUHKE,  in  reply,  said,  Con- 
sular officers  had  been  appointed,  six  in 
Anatolia,  and  others  at  Bagdad,  Bus- 
Bora,  Erzeroum,  Smyrna,  and  Rhodes. 
The  names  and  particulars  would  be 
published  as  a  Return  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  move  for  it. 
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TURKEY  —  CORRESPONDENCE  AS    TO 
AHMED  TEWFIK  AND  DR.  KOELLA. 

Mb.  E.  JENB:i:NS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
When  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Correspondence  relating  to  the  case  of 
Ahmed  Tew£k  and  Dr.  Koella;  and, 
whether  he  can  now  state  what  repara- 
tion has  been  given  upon  the  ultimatum 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople ? 

Mb.  feOUEKE,  in  repljr,  said,  the 
Correspondence  on  this  subject  was  still 
going  on ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  im- 
possible to  produce  it. 

Mb.  E.  Jenkins  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Correspondence  was  at  the 
Foreign  Office,  and  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  subject  and 
move  for  Papers. 

EDUCATION     DEPARTMENT  —  MR. 
HULLAH'S  REPORT. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  When 
Mr.  HuUah's  Koport  upon  Musical  Edu- 
cation Abroad  will  be  published  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Report  referred  to 
would  be  published  in  the  Annual  Re- 
port of  the  Education  Department ;  but 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  publish- 
ing it  in  a  separate  form. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 

ADDRESS    IN   ANSWER   TO    HER    MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED   DEBATE.       [XHIBD   NIGUT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [5th  February] — [See  page 
69.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

Attho  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  tho  words, 
"  Wo  aliK>  tliink  it  riglit  to  represent  to  Your 
Majesty  that  Your  Majest;y''8  Government,  al- 
though in  possession  of  umoly  warning  and 
information,  have  not  taken  adequate  steps  to 
meet  promptly  and  efficaciously  the  sovcro  dis- 
tress now  existing  and  increasing  in  Ireland ; 
and  we  are  of  opinion  that,  in  order  to  avert 
tho  horrors  of  famine  from  a  wide  area  in  that 
Countr)',  the  most  vigorous  nicaaurt's  urc  imme- 
diately necessary  ;  and  wo  are  further  of  opinion 
that  it  is  estentuil  to  the  peace  and  prosperity 
d  JroUnd  to  lojpidato  at  onco  aud  iu  a  compn- 


hensive  manner  on  these  questions ;  and  we 
humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we  shall 
regard  it  as  the  duty  of  Parliament,  on  the 
earliest  opportunity,  to  consider  the  necessary 
measures  for  tiie  purpose,  more  urgently  the 
tenure  of  land,  the  neglect  of  which  by  Parlia- 
ment has  been  the  true  cause  of  constantly 
reciirring  dissatisfaction  and  distress  in  Ire- 
land.*'— {Mr.  Redmond.) 

Question  again  proposed, ''  That  those 
words  be  there  added." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
he  had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate on  Friday,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
to  be  impossible  that  a  discussion  of  the 
question  involved  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
could  be  carried  on  in  the  absence  of 
Papers  which,  it  was  said,  justified  the 
action  of  the  Government.  He  had  also 
in  his  mind  a  deep  regret  that  the  debate 
should  have  closed  amidst  the  tumul- 
tuous oratory  of  that  evening,  because 
he  knew  well  that,  whatever  might  be 
said  by  others,  who  were  not  so  well 
acquainted  with  the  West  of  Lreland  as 
he  was,  that  famine  did  exist  in  that 
country,  and  that  it  would  be  worse  be- 
fore it  became  better.  First  of  all,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  tho  circumstances  in  which  they  found 
themselves.  Great  fault  had  been  found 
with  the  Irish  Members  because  they 
moved  the  adjoui'nment  of  the  debate 
upon  the  Address  on  Thursday ;  and  the 
leading  organ  of  public  opinion,  as  well 
as  other  newspapers,  had  criticized  their 
conduct.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  also 
criticized  their  action;  but  he  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  appealed  to  the  fairness 
of  the  House  whether  thoy  could  have 
acted  otherwise  than  thoy  did?  Ho 
would  now  explain  the  exact  circum- 
stances under  which  they  found  them- 
selves placed.  Before  Parliament  re- 
assembled, the  Irish  Members  met  in 
Dublin,  as  it  had  been  their  custom  to 
do  ever  since  they  had  been  organized 
as  a  Party  ;  thoy  discussed  the  question 
of  what  was  to  be  done  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  indicate  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  that  they  contemplated 
taking  sufficient  measures  to  meet  the 
condition  of  things  which  existed  in 
Ireland.  Of  course,  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  ought  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address ;  but  there 
worofpersons  who  believed  that  the  Go- 
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Yemment  had  determined  to  take  the 
wind  out  of  the  sails  of  everybody  by 
introducing  comprehensive  measures 
dealing  with  that  distress ;  and  many  of 
the  newspapers  put  out  statements  that 
the  present  Cabinet  was  going  to  do  that 
for  Ireland  which  had  never  been  done 
before — namely,  to  foster  and  develop  her 
.industrial  resources.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, therefore,  they  were  uncertain 
as  to  whether  or  not  they  ought  to  move 
an  Amendment.  However,  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's most  gracious  Speech,  the  only  re- 
ference to  the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland 
was  contained  in  a  paragraph  which 
stated  that  a  serious  deficiency  of  the 
crops  in  Ireland  had  rendered  necessary 
precautions  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  guard  against  distress  in  certain 
districts,  and  that,  with  that  view,  in- 
structions had  been  given  for  an  ample 
distribution  of  food  and  fuel.  They 
knew  perfectly  well  that  neither  food 
nor  fuel  had  been  distributed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  and  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  action  of  private  charities, 
thousands  of  persons  would  have  already 
died  from  actual  famine  in  Ireland. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  was  felt 
by  the  Irish  Members  that  the  reference 
to  the  distress  was  very  vague ;  and 
during  the  adjournment  of  the  House  on 
Thursday,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  drew  up  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  House. 
That  Amendment  stated  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  taken  adequate  means 
to  meet  promptly  and  effectually  the 
severe  distress  now  existing  and  in- 
creasing in  Ireland ;  it  also  stated  their 
opinion  that,  to  avert  the  horrors  of 
famine,  further  and  more  vigorous  mea- 
sures were  immediately  necessary.  In 
addition  to  that,  it  expressed  their  opi- 
nion that  it  was  necessary  to  legislate 
in  a  comprehensive  manner  upon  these 
questions.  Then  his  hon.  Friend  pro- 
ceeded to  indicate  that  the  principal 
cause  why  these  famines  were  constantly 
recurring  in  Ireland  was  the  evil  tenure 
by  which  land  was  held.  On  Thursday 
they  had  a  very  extraordinary  speech 
from  the  hon.  Member  who  seconded 
the  Address  (Mr.  J.  P.  Corry),  to  which 
he  would  make  no  further  reference  than 
to  say  that,  though  usually  a  most  agree- 
able person,  yet,  when  robed  in  the  pano- 
ply of  war,  with  his  rapier  by  his  side, 
no  became  the  reverse,  and  was  found 
unsparing  in  his  attack  on  those  who,  if 
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not  his  friends,  were  certainly  not  his 
foes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  too, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  ob- 
served, in  the  course  of  his  speech  on 
Thursday,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address,  upon  which  he  would 
then  only  observe  that  hon.  Members 
would  see,  when  Papers  which  had  been 
presented  were  in  their  hands,  that  the 
Irish  and  English  Governments  had  not 
been  remiss  in  making  use  of  the  means 
at  their  disposal  in  alleviation  of  the 
distress.  They  would  find,  he  said,  that 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board  had 
taken  the  means  of  making  itself  ac- 
quainted with  the  condition  of  the  dis- 
tricts where  famine  prevailed.  In  his 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry's)  opinion,  the 
Government  would,  therefore,  have  had 
just  cause  to  complain  if  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, without  having  seen  those  Papers, 
and  not  knowing  from  official  sources  what 
the  Government  had  done,  had  desired, 
in  the  absence  of  such  information,  to  dis- 
cuss their  conduct  in  the  House  accord- 
ingly. A  most  reasonable  proposed  was 
made  to  the  Government — namely,  that 
their  criticisms  should  be  postponed  till 
the  Papers  were  in  their  hands.  But 
what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  say  to  that 
proposal  ?  Animated,  apparently,  by  the 
spirit  of  the  Seconder  of  the  Address, 
ho  was  pleased  to  pass  upon  the  Irish 
Members  what  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
must  stigmatize  as  the  most  uncalled-for 
and  unfounded  criticism  that  he  had 
ever  heard  passed  in  that  House  upon 
men  who  were  animated  in  their  conduct 
by  a  sense  of  the  deepest  responsibility. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought 
fit  to  tell  them  that  if  the  chosen  Kepre- 
sontatives  of  Ireland  preferred  to  palter 
with  the  subject  of  distress,  and  to  think 
more  of  censuring  the  Government  and 
of  airing  their  speeches  than  of  passing 
measures  of  relief,  he  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  had  nothing  more  to  say. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  promised 
that  the  official  Correspondence  should 
bo  delivered  to  Members  next  morning. 
It  was  hardly  necessary  to  tell  the  House 
that  the  Papers  which  were  promised 
wore  not  delivered  the  next  morning. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  observed,  that  the  Papers  were 
promised  the  next  day. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  henry  said,  he 
supposed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex« 
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chequer  claimed  that  the  eyening  and 
the  morning  made  up  one  day  ;  but  he 
should  like  to  know  why  the  Papers 
were  not  ready  when  Parliament  met  ? 
The  last  despatch  which  had  been  issued 
was  dated  the  Slst  of  January ;  and  there 
was  an  interval,  therefore,  of  five  days 
during  which  time,  if  the  Government 
had  wished,  the  Papers  could  have  been 
presented  to  the  House.  It  was  trifling 
with  the  whole  subject  to  delay  these 
Papers,  and  to  tell  them  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  could  be  dis- 
cussed without  them.  Of  course,  they 
did  not  get  the  Papers  till  late  the  next 
evening,  and  on  reading  them  he  was 
not  surprised  that  the  Government  did 
not  wish  them  to  be  criticized,  for  those 
Papers  showed  that  the  Government 
had  not  only  not  done  what  it  ought  to 
have  done  to  meet  the  distress,  but  had 
utterly  failed  to  take  a  just  view  of  its 
own  responsibility  and  of  the  widespread 
area  over  which  the  distress  prevailed. 

As  everything  depended  upon  the  con- 
tents of  the  Papers,  he  would,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  refer  to  them 
somewhat  in  detail.  The  first  document 
was  dated  the  5th  of  September,  and 
was  a  Circular  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  its  Inspectors  in  Ireland, 
directing  their  attention  to  the  threat- 
ened distress,  and  requesting  them  to 
make  detailed  Keports  as  to  the  condition 
of  every  district.  Tae  Inspectors  took 
a  considerable  time  to  obtain  the  re- 
quired information,  for  their  Report  did 
not  appear  to  have  been  delivered  in 
much  less  time  than  six  weeks.  The  next 
document  was  dated  the  28th  of  October, 
an  interval  of  nearly  eight  weeks,  and 
consisted  of  a  letter  from  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, directing  its  attention  to  the  re- 
sults of  the  inquiries  made  by  the  In- 
spectors. The  Irish  Government  did 
nothing  whatever  with  regard  to  the 
matter,  so  far  as  could  bo*judgod  from 
the  Papers.  The  next  step  was  taken,  ho 
imagined,  somewhere  in  the  beginning 
of  November ;  but  he  could  not  tell  ac- 
curately, for  the  document  was  without 
date;  but,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
thought  it  was  one  of  the  most  cruel 
documents  he  had  ever  read.  It  was  a 
Circular  to  the  Guardians  of  the  differ- 
ent Unions  in  Ireland,  telling  them  to 
take  care  to  lay  in  sufficient  bedding  in 
case  their  resources  should  be  called 
upon  further,  and  it  told  them  to  cleanse 


and  whitewash  the  walls  in  the  wards 
of  their  workhouses.  Anyone  who  knew 
the  Irish  peasant  must  be  aware  that 
the  workhouse  was  his  greatest  horror, 
and  [at  that  very  moment  there  were 
numbers  starving  because  they  would 
not  accept  the  Union  relief  and  go  into 
the  workhouses ;  for  in  Ireland,  unlike 
England,  out-door  relief  was  not  allowed 
until  all  the  workhouses  were  full.  Con- 
sidering that  that  Circular  was  the  only 
communication  that  the  Government  had 
with  the  Guardians  on  the  subject,  and 
that,  up  to  the  time  of  its  issue,  it  was 
the  only  public  declaration  of  their  in- 
tentions, he  thought  that  it  was  the  most 
heartless  document  ever  issued  even  in 
the  history  of  the  Poor  Law.  The  next 
date  was  the  14th  of  November,  and  be- 
tween that  time  and  the  28th  of  Octo- 
ber something  or  other  seemed  to  have 
alarmed  even  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
peared to  have  come  over  to  London  to 
see  the  Heads  of  the  Government,  and 
on  the  14th  of  November  he  wrote  a 
letter  to  the  Treasury  asking  it  to  relax 
the  terms  upon  which  ordinary  loans 
were  issued  for  land  improvement  by  the 
Board  of  Works.  On  the  same  day  the 
Treasury  replied,  agreeing  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Irish  Government.  The 
letter  appeared  to  have  been  written  in 
the  Office  in  London  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  to  have  been  answered  by  the 
Treasury  on  the  same  day.  He  did  not 
see  how  any  minute  investigation  could 
have  been  made  into  the  proposal  during 
that  time.  The  proposal  was  that  loans 
should  be  advanced  to  Irish  landlords 
who  had  any  money  left  to  take  them 
up  at  6J  per  cent,  in  order  that  they 
might  employ  the  starving  people.  At 
that  time  very  few  of  the  landlords  were 
getting  any  rents  at  all.  The  Govern- 
ment and  its  Friends  had  harped  greatly 
upon  the  fact  that  many  of  the  tenants 
who  could  pay  did  not  pay ;  but  it  was 
admitted  that  many  could  not  pay  whe- 
ther they  desired  to  do  so  or  not.  Yet 
tlio  landlords  were  expected  to  pay  6J 
per  cent  to  the  Government  for  the  use 
of  the  money  wherewith  to  employ  the 
starving  peasantry. 

As  might  have  been  expected,  very 
few  loans  were  either  applied  for  or 
taken  up.  It  would  appear  that  all 
that  haa  been  done  up  to  the  11th  of 
January  was  that  loans  to  the  extent  of 
£1 18,000  had  been  applied  for  by  land- 
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lords.  He  should  like  to  know,  howeyer, 
how  much  of  that  sum  was  issued  prior 
to  the  12th  of  January,  so  as  to  give 
employment  to  the  starving  people?  He 
might  be  wrong ;  but  he  felt  quite  sure 
that  a  very  small  portion  of  the  £  1 13,000 
had  then,  or  even  now,  been  issued.  The 
Irish  Government  then  appeared  to  have 
become  more  alarmed,  and  to  have  ap- 
plied to  the  Treasury  to  sanction  a  fur- 
ther relaxation  of  the  rules  for  the  issue 
of  loans ;  and  ultimately  the  Treasury 
sanctioned  the  issue  of  loans  on  more 
favourable  terms.  The  reasonable  terms, 
upon  which  so  much  had  been  said,  were 
that  the  re-payment  should  be  deferred 
for  two  years,  and  that  the  loans  should 
be  issued  to  the  landlords  at  the  rate  of 
£3  Ss,  6d,  per  cent.  He  did  not  consider 
that  those  were  very  liberal  torms  to  the 
landlords  who  were  expected  to  employ 
the  people,  and  up  to  the  present  time  the 
whole  sum  applied  for  was  £284, 000;  but 
how  much  of  that  amount  had  been  ac- 
tually issued  was  only  known  to  the  Go- 
vernment themselves.  But  while  all 
this  was  going  on  for  a  period  of  three 
precious  working  months  from  the  be- 
ginning of  September,  the  peasants  had 
been  living  in  a  state  of  semi-starvation, 
consuming  their  seed  potatoes,  and,  in 
some  cases,  compelled  to  feed  on  sea- weed. 
So  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned, 
not  a  finger  had  been  stretched  out  for 
their  relief,  although  two  or  three  chari- 
table funds  had  been  started  to  supply 
food.  He,  for  one,  objected  entirely  to 
that  indiscriminate  system  of  relieving 
the  distressed,  for  it  had  produced,  and 
was  now  producing,  the  greatest  demo- 
ralization. The  Government  had  formed 
no  comprehensive  plan  for  dealing  with 
the  situation,  although  they  were  warned 
over  and  over  again.  They  ought  to 
have  formed  some  plan  for  employing 
the  people  in  the  way  in  which  they 
now  wished  them  to  be  employed — 
namely,  in  remunerative  works.  But 
during  all  that  time,  from  Septombor 
till  the  month  of  November,  and  practi- 
cally till  the  month  of  January,  no  em- 
ployment was  provided  for  the  people, 
and  no  assistance  was  eiven  them  ex- 
cept that  which  was  indiscriminately 
eiven  in  charity.  He  did  not  think 
that  charity  of  that  kind  should  have 
been  extended  to  them  ;  it  might  bo  all 
yerr  well  to  supplement  the  employment 
of  tiie  able-bodied  in  public  works;  but  to 
zdieye  distress  such  as  that  which  existed 
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amongst  the  people  in  the  West  and 
South  of  Ireland  in  such  a  manner  was 
perfectly  suicidal. 

In  the  debate  which  had  taken  place, 
a  great  deal  had  been  said  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  lead  to  the  belief 
that  the  distress  was  not  so  great  as 
it  had  been  represented  to  be.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  consider  whe- 
ther the  distress  was  great  or  not.  In 
the  Western  districts  of  Ireland  the 
distress  was  almost  universal,  and  in 
one  county  in  the  Province  of  Ulster 
— that  of  Donegal  —  the  distress  was 
quite  as  bad  as  in  the  South  and 
West.  All  that  had  been  done  to  relieve 
it  was  from  charitable  funds  lately 
raised  in  Dublin  and  in  America ;  but 
during  the  last  Session  the  Irish  Kepre- 
sentatives  knew  perfectly  well  what  was 
coming,  and  made  numerous  representa- 
tions to  the  Government.  In  the  course 
of  the  summer,  before  September,  a  de- 
putation of  Irish  Bishops,  who  might 
be  supposed  to  know  the  condition  of 
their  flocks,  waited  upon  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  represented  to  him  that  im- 
less  energetic  measures  were  resorted  to 
there  would  be  absolutely  starvation 
and  famine  in  the  course  of  a  few  months. 
Again,  about  the  end  of  September  or 
the  beginning  of  October,  a  Memorial, 
signed  by  70  Members  of  Parliament, 
was  presented  to  the  Prime  Minister  on 
the  subject  of  the  impending  famine ; 
but  the  only  acknowledgment  it  called 
forth  was  the  receipt  upon  the  same  day 
of  a  note  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  informing  them  that 
the  Memorial  had  been  received.  No 
further  attention  had  been  paid  by  the 
Government  to  the  representations  either 
of  the  Irish  Bishops  or  of  the  Irish 
Members.  Nor  was  any  attention 
paid  to  the  representations  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  He  would  tell  the 
House  what  the  result  had  been  by  re- 
ferring to  the  reports  of  the  Special 
Commissioners  whom  the  London  news- 
papers had  recently  sent  to  various  parts 
of  Ireland  to  inquire  into  the  distress. 
They  were  sent  to  find  out  whether  the 
people  were  so  sadly  off  as  they  were 
said  to  be,  and  whether  the  reports  of 
the  distress  existing  were  true  or  not. 
He  would  first  read  extracts  from  letters 
in  newspapers  which  supported  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  On  the  10th  of 
January,  the  Correspondent  of  The  Daily 
Teleyrqph  wrote— 


ill 
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"  B7  the  Bide  of  Uie  road,  cm  &  patch  of  vaate, 
or  <L  moiiod  of  soil  and  rubbish  such  as  one  □fttin 
■eee  about  tho  promises  of  nn  untidy  farmer, 
close  to  it  stood  a  bench  snd  a  few  articles  of 
domestio  utility,  and  from  tho  base  of  the 
mound  rose  a  little  colunm  of  amoka.  This  was 
the  roddonco  of  a  man  who,  BOmo  time  ago,  the 
landlord  evictod,  and  who  stood  there,  towering 
far  aboTO  his  present  habitation,  to  toll  mo  na 
much  of  the  fact  as  I  cared  to  know.  Thence 
we  drove  to  the  shore,  and,  giving  the  car  in 
charge  of  a  man  idling  there,  we  roamed  among 
the  sandy  hillocks  in  search  of  something. 
'  Here  it  is,'  cried  my  guide,  and  pointed  to  a 
hole  in  the  hank  portlj-  skipped  by  a  lobater  pot. 
Lookiiig  in,  we  saw,  as  weU  as  tho  gathering 
darkness  allowed,  that  a  cava  hud  been  exca- 
vated, and  was  used  as  a  dwelling,  on  the  floor 
1>eing  tho  ashes  of  an  extinct  Grc,  while,  on  as- 
cendmg  the  bank,  wo  found  an  aperture  in  the 
earth  through  which  smoke  had  evidently  long 
made  its  upward  way.  This  was,  indeed,  the 
nwidenca  of  another  of  Queen  Victoria's  sub- 
jects; and  to  this,  unless  something  bo  speedily 
done,  will  many  anothcrcomc-  The  pressure  of 
distress  in  and  around  Clifdon  is  extreme.  I  go 
further,  and  declare  that  the  people  are  at  tms 
moment  starving,  and  that  if  they  aro  not  to 
parish  of  hunger  instant  measures  must  be 
adopted.  The  question  is  not  of  famine  im- 
pending; hut  hero  the  grisly  spectre  bos  arrived, 
«nd  stJks  abroad  through  the  country  seeking 
its  vicUras.'' 

On  tho  Utii  of  Jaiiuai7,  Father  Conway 
wrote  from  Sere  on — 

"  The'visit  of  the  CorrcspODdont  of  The  Daily 
Telegraph  on  the  3rd  instant  proved  a  happy  one 
for  my  poor  people,  and  I  have  since  received 
relief  for  691  persons,  which  1  hops  will  last  tor 
10  days." 

Ho  gives  iuBtances  of  a  man  of  10  acres 
of  land,  and  10  in  family,  who  ate  no- 
thing for  10  days  but  turnipa  sprinkied 
with  a  little  Indian  meaJ.  Another, 
Widow  Harte,  ate  nothing  at  all  for 
two  days,  and  for  four  days  proriously 
had  only  one  meal  on  each  day.  On 
tho  HtU  of  January,  Father  Oearty 
wrote  from  Grange,  County  Sligo — 

"  At  this  moment  there  arc  GO  or  70  familicB 
in  appalling  distress.  In  a  short  time  200  more 
will  be  added  to  thu  calaJogue.  .  The  potatoes— 
oven  the  small  ones  kept  tor  seed— are  ahiiost 
all  faitcn.  The  iK-oplo  have  no  cattle,  no  credit, 
no  food.  Evi^n  here,  whiro  Uie  people  are  eom- 
paretivi'ly  comfortable,  there  are  at  this  moment 
some  wiUiout  a  morsel  to  ent.  This  very  even- 
ing I  saw  the  mother  of  a  family  who  had  eaten 
nothing  tor  24  hours.  Hunger  traced  its  sad 
linM  Qpun  her  face.  What  would  lio  tho  teel- 
inffs  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  if  they  were 
obliged  to  dine  on  a  head  ot  cabbage,  minus 
potatoes,  minus  everj-thing  else,  which  was  the 
Christmas  dinner  of  people  hero." 

The  next  extract  he  would  road  waa  one 

dftted  the  2nd  of  Februaiy,  and  was  I  the  Hou 


from  the  pen  of  a  Correspondent  of  ao 

Irish  newspaper — 

"  The  present  condition  of  things,"  he  wrote, 
"  is  simply  famine  tempered  by  charity — that 
fully  half  tho  population  are  half-starving  I 
will  not  exhaust  your  patience  and  my  own  by 

Sretiinding  to  argue.  It  is  ]ike  proving  sun- 
ght.  Although  I  stilt  make  it  my  bonneas 
to  visit  SO  or  90  cabins  per  day,  and  to  satisfy 
myself  minutely  of  their  circumstances  and 
reaourcee,  I  have  no  idea  of  heaping  up  tabu- 
lanes.  It  sickens  mo  to  recall  tho  crowds  t>i 
brokon-apiritod,  cowering,  hulf-clad  men,  women, 
and  cliildren  that  flit  across  my  memory, 
sqiuittcd  in  the  darkness  around  the  turf  ashes, 
or  ravening  their  horrid  meas  of  sea-weed  or 
periwinkles;  their  potatoes  gone  since  Christ- 
moa ;  nothing  to  sow ;  nothmg  to  fish  with  ; 
nothing  to  pawn ;  children  without  a  rag  of 
under- clothing ;  sick  men  and  women  without 
a  drop  of  milk  or  toa  to  wot  their  lips  with ; 
hollow  cheeks,  lustreless  eyes,  broken  hearts. 
I  am  hcort-sick  ot  it  all — enough  that  I  have 
in  two  days  seen  that  scene  repeated  in  every 
cmel  variety  of  alBiction  in  more  than  90  cabins 
in  these  Islands." 

Bo  much  for  the  exaggeration  hinted  at 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  One  of 
the  first  things  done  by  Her  Majesty's 
Gtovemment,  when  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board  represented  to  them  that 
there  was  great  distress  existing,  was  to 
sanction  the  appointment  of  three  addi- 
tional Inspectors  to  keep  them  well 
informed  as  to  the  state  of  the  country. 
That  was  on  the  13th  of  November. 
The  Irish  Qovomment  asked  the  Trea- 
sury to  agree  to  the  appointment  of 
throe  gentlemen  at  a  salary  of  £500 
a-year  each,  with  travelling  expenses, 
and  an  allowance  of  one  guinea  a-day, 
when  absent  from  head- quarters.  The 
Tronsiiry  agreed  to  the  proposal ;  but 
thought  it  desirable  to  caution  the  Irish 
Govomraent  as  to  what  class  of  person' 
should  bo  appointed.  They  desired  that 
tho  services  of  goutlomon  of  adequate 
ability  and  oxporionco  should  he  secured. 
Whom,  then,  did  tho  Irish  Government 
appoint  to  visit  tho  West  coast  of  Ireland 
and  keep  tho  Qovomraent  woU  informed 
of  tho  etato  of  events  in  that  part  of 
tlio  cojiiitry  ?  Why,  tho  Inspector  ap- 
pointed was  a  young  geutlouian  of  25 
or  26  years  of  age,  the  son  of  the  re- 
cently-appointed  Vice  President  of  tho 
Local  Government  Board  in  Dublin. 
That  was  considered  to  be  an  appoint- 
ment of  a  gentleman  of  adequate  abilify, 
and  quahtiod  by  previous  exporionoe  to 
I  inform  the  Govemmont  of  the  state  of 
thing;8  which  existed.  He  would  tell 
3  what  that  young  gentleman 
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did.  Some  time  in  the  month  of  No- 
vember, the  people  from  the  village 
of  TuUy,  who  were  in  the  habit  of 
visiting  his  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry's)  re- 
sidence in  order  to  sell  their  oats,  as  it 
saved  them  a  journey  of  25  or  26  miles 
to  the  nearest  market,  came  to  the 
farm  yard  as  usual.  On  those  occasions 
he  generally  saw  those  people,  and  had 
a  chat  with  them ;  for  they  came  from 
the  extreme  "West,  and  did  not  live  on 
his  own  property.  On  this  occasion, 
however,  he  was  so  horrified  to  notice 
the  change  in  their  appearance  that  he 
could  not  rest  in  his  bed  after  seeing 
them,  but  got  up  at  night  and  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  de- 
scribing the  state  of  things.  To  that 
letter  he  received  no  other  reply  than  a 
bare  acknowledgment  of  its  receipt.  His 
letter  not  only  went  into  details,  but 
urged  the  immediate  necessity  of  some- 
thing being  done.  What,  then,  did  the 
newly-appointed  Inspector  do  when  he 
specially  visited  the  district  to  inquire 
into  his  statements?  It  might  have 
been  thought  that  one  of  the  first  per- 
sons he  would  call  on  would  have  been 
the  hon.  Member  himself ;  but  although 
he  drove  under  the  very  walls  of  his 
residence  he  did  not  visit  him.  Surely 
the  next  person  he  should  have  gone  to 
see  should  have  been  the  parish  priest 
in  that  lonely  district,  for  the  state  of 
destitution  existing  amongst  the  people 
was  always  better  known  to  the  priest 
than,  perhaps,  to  anyone  else ;  but  the 
only  person  the  Inspector  went  to  see 
was  tne  parish  doctor.  He  had  not  a 
word  to  say  against  the  doctor.  He 
was  a  most  excellent  person.  Anyone 
who  knew  the  Irish  peasant,  however, 
would  be  aware  that  he  would  not  send 
for  the  doctor  first,  and  that  the  priest 
would  be  resorted  to,  unless  he  were 
exceedingly  ill ;  but  the  doctor  was  an 
officer  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
like  himself,  and  the  young  Inspector 
went  to  him  for  his  information.  The 
doctor  could  not  have  shown  him  the 
state  of  destitution,  because  he  did  not 
go  near  the  localities  where  it  existed. 
He  wished,  however,  above  all  things, 
to  guard  himself  against  making  any 
attack  against  the  parish  doctor,  for 
they  had  a  most  excellent  man  in  that 
capacity,  who  did  his  duty  admirably 
and  was  a  pleasant  neighbour ;  but 
lie  contended  that  if  this  young  In- 
0peotor|  the  son  of  the  Vice  President 

JI6r.  MiUMi  Eenry 


of  the  Local  Government  Board,  had 
had  the  ability  and  experience  which 
were  required,  he  would  have  gone  to 
those  best  able  to  give  him  information, 
and  not  have  slurred  over  his  work  in 
this  way. 

He  would  now  read  to  the  House 
one  last  extract,  which  related  to  a 
subject  nearly  as  important  as  food — 
namely,  the  bedding  of  the  people.  In 
his  letter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  he 
drew  attention  to  that  subject,  and  it 
might  have  been  expected  that  the  gen« 
tleman  sent  to  make  inquiries  would 
have  spoken  to  him  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  things  disclosed ;  but,  as  he  had 
said  before,  he  only  received  a  bare 
acknowledgment  of  the  letter,  although 
he  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
bedding  of  the  people  was  in  the  pawn- 
shop. That  statement  was  confirmed 
shortly  afterwards  by  the  Correspondent 
of  The  Daily  Telegraph,  who  said — 

*'  Clifden,  January  10. 

'*  I  visited  the  pawnshop  in  this  town.  The 
home-made  woollen  mufflers,  even  the  pots  off 
the  fire,  are  hrought  to  the  pawnshop  to  raise 
money  enough  for  a  meal.  In  one  room  were 
upwards  of  100  feather  beds,  pawned  by  the 
people  from  under  them;  and  in  the  whole 
town  there  are  no  fewer  than  500  beds  and 
blankets.  As  for  blankets — splendid  home- 
made articles,  heavy  in  weight  and  endless 
in  wear — they  were  piled  high  in  Mr.  Conolly's 
store-rooms,  alon^  with  heaps  of  men's  coats, 
bundles  of  wool  intended  for  winter  spinning, 
fishing  lines,  and  other  things  with  which 
the  people  would  not  think  of  parting  save 
in  the  last  emergency.  The  anxiety  of  the  poor 
folk  about  these  articles  must  be  troublesome 
even  to  such  a  kindly  tradesman  as  my  inform- 
ant. Not  only  do  they  come  again  and  again, 
begging  that  the  pledges  may  be  held  over  till 
better  times,  but  they  often  present  themselves 
at  the  shop  asking  to  see  their  precious  goods 
and  have  ocular  proof  that  they  are  still  within 
reach.  Sometimes  a  rumour  floats  about,  and 
finds  eager  credence,  that  Government  or  some 
charitable  association  is  about  to  redeem  all 
pledges,  and  then  the  pawnbroker's  premises 
are  besieged.  Even  as  I  remained  with  Mr. 
Conolly,  a  number  of  women  gathered  round 
on  the  bare  chance,  so  it  was  said,  of  being  able 
to  carry  away  something;  for  what  business, 
save  that  of  redeeming  the  pledges  of  the  poor, 
could  two  gentlemen  have  in  a  pawnshop  P  '* 

Perhaps  the  House  would  wonder  that 
the  poor  peasantry  were  possessed  of 
feather  beds  ;  but  the  fact  was  that 
when  they  killed  their  poultry  they  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  feathers  but  to 
use  them  for  beds,  and  the  makine  up  of 
a  feather  bed  was  almost  the  work  of  a 
lifetimey  and  they  would  not  have  parted 
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with  them  unless  reduced  to  the  utmost 
destitution.  He  had  shown,  by  the  ex- 
tracts he  had  read,  that  the  state  of  dis- 
tress on  the  West  coast  of  Ireland  was 
intense  at  that  moment.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  House  whether,  from  its  know- 
ledge of  physiology,  it  could  think  it 
right  to  keep  the  people  merely  alive 
upon  Indian  meal  without  milk,  or 
wnether  that  was  the  proper  way  to  feed 
them  ?  Yet  that  was  all  that  had  been 
done.  A  little  meal  had  been  distri- 
buted, and  the  people  were  in  a  state  of 
chronic  starvation.  Unless  some  other 
means  of  assistance  were  afforded  to 
them,  undoubtedly  disease  would  break 
out  amongst  them,  for  it  was  impossible 
for  human  beings  to  live  upon  seaweed 
sprinkled  over  with  meal.  In  one  in- 
stance, he  beHeved,  a  benevolent  gentle- 
man from  Liverpool  had  distributed  a 
quantity  of  tea  and  bread  amongst  the 
starving  people.  That  was,  however,  the 
only  instance  in  which  such  substantial 
relief  had  been  given.  He  regretted 
that  the  risht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  were  not  in  their 
places,  for  he  wanted  to  know  what  the 
Government  were  going  to  do  for  the 
future?  The  Government  seemed  to 
treat  the  famine  as  they  would  a  tem- 
poraiy  emergency,  like  a  fire  or  an  acci- 
aent  m  a  coed  mine,  in  which  a  subscrip- 
tion was  to  be  raised,  and  a  little  assist- 
ance g^ven.  But  what  were  the  people 
to  do  for  seed  for  next  year's  crop  ?  The 
famine  now  was  sore  in  the  land,  and 
unless  energetic  measures  were  taken  it 
would  become  worse  next  year  than  it 
was  now.  They  had  eaten  their  seed 
potatoes,  and  had  no  materials  for  next 
year's  crop. 

And  now  let  him  ask — What  had 
been  the  actual  loss  suffered  by  the 
people  during  the  past  year?  In  the 
single  article  of  potatoes,  which  still 
formed  the  staple  diet  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  in  Ireland,  the  Ee turns 
of  the  Kegistrar  General  showed  that 
the  loss  amounted  last  year  to  not 
less  than  between  £5,000,000  and 
£6,000,000.  The  Government  contem- 
plated an  expenditure  of  £500,000  in 
recuperative  works  from  the  surplus 
revenues  of  the  Irish  Church.  But  it 
would  take  nearly  £500,000  to  buy 
potato  seed  if  the  people  were  to  have 
anything  to  eat  in  the  autumn  and 
winter  of  1881.    The  action  of  the  Go- 


vernment reminded  him  of  Nero.  They 
had  been  fiddling  in  the  autumn  instead 
of  instituting  works  which  they  were  now 
desirous  to  begin.  At  that  very  moment 
the  people  ought  to  be  engaged  in  tilling 
their  little  patches  of  ground  and  putting 
in  the  seed  if  they  were  to  have  a  crop 
next  season.  In  the  West  of  Ireland  the 
potato  crop  had  to  be  planted  in  the 
middle  of  February  or  March.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  claimed  to  be  taking 
care  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  would  he, 
then,  tell  mem  what  the  Government 
was  doing  to  supply  the  people  with 
seed  to  sow  during  the  present  spring  ? 
Unless  himdreds  of  thousands  of  pounds 
were  expended,  there  would  be  no  har- 
vest at  all  next  year.  The  Government 
had  had  fuU  wamine  of  the  condition  of 
the  country  ;  but  all  the  relief  that  had 
been  given  consisted  in  the  application  of 
loans  to  the  extent  of  £300,000.  But  the 
Treasury  Bench  had  been  in  no  want  of 
warnings  during  the  past  few  years. 
The  House  might  recollect  how  he,  for 
one,  had  in  the  various  debates  that  had 
taken  place  upon  Irish  affairs  protested 
against  the  statements  as  to  the  great 
and  extraordinary  prosperity  of  the 
country.  It  was  the  favourite  dish  to 
put  before  the  House  to  inform  it  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  deposits  in  the 
savings  banks  were  increasing,  and  how 
the  people  were  better  clothed  and  better 
fed.  For  himself,  he  was  not  to  blame 
for  those  representations,  for  he  had 
always  protested  against  them ;  and 
during  the  Home  Eule  debate  in  1874 
he  took  as  his  text  the  economical  con- 
dition of  Ireland.  His  demand  for 
permission  to  the  Irish  people  to  ma- 
nage their  own  local  affairs  he  based 
upon  the  fact  that  the  Government 
in  England  so  mismanaged  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  that  famine  would  be  the  cer- 
tain consequence  of  a  couple  of  bad  har- 
vests. In  1874  he  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  that  prosperity  upon  wliich  so  much 
stress  was  laid  was  altogether  illusory, 
and  that  the  money  in  the  banks,  to  a 
large  extent,  belonged  to  rich  graziers 
living  in  Liverpool  and  elsewhere,  who 
had  invested  their  money  in  cattle  and 
made  large  profits.  The  warnings 
which  the  Gt)vemment  had  received 
were  certified  by  a  complete  body  of  sta- 
tistics, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  ought. 
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to  have  had  those  statistics  at  their 
fingers'  ends.  It  appeared  that  the 
potato  crop  in  1876  and  the  two  preced- 
ing years  was  worth  about  £34,000,000  ; 
but  in  1877-9  it  was  only  worth 
£16,500,000.  Thus,  in  three  years, 
there  was  a  loss  affecting  the  poor 
tenants  in  Ireland  amounting  to 
£17,600,000.  In  1877  there  was  a  loss, 
and  again  this  year  there  was  a  loss 
of  between  £5,000,000  and  £6,000,000. 
To  meet  that  deficiency,  he  repeated, 
the  Ooyemment  had  advanced  less  than 
£300,000.  Thehon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket),  who  had  appeared 
as  the  defender  of  the  Government,  on 
Friday  night  said  that  the  **  distress  came 
upon  the  people  suddenly. "  But  was  that 
so  ?  He  held  that  it  was  not,  and  that  the 
Government  had  received  ample  warning 
during  the  last  three  years,  in  the  course 
of  which  the  savings  banks  had,  accord- 
ing to  a  Eeport  of  the  Begistrar  General, 
lost  £3, 699,000.  The  bank  deposits  had 
also  decreased  by  a  sum  of  £1,500,090, 
making  £5, 250, 000.  It  was  true  that  there 
was  in  that  time  an  increase  in  the  returns 
of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  and 
in  Indian  Stocks  and  State  securities, 
amounting  to  about  £600,000.  It  was 
easy  to  understand  why  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  had  obtained  an  increase, 
while  the  banks  had  less  money  in- 
trusted to  them.  The  failure  of  the 
City  of  Glasgow  Bcmk  frightened  every- 
one, and  induced  many  persons  to  place 
their  money  where  no  risk  could  be  in- 
curred. In  Ireland  also,  as  in  England, 
there  were  a  considerable  number  of 
persons  who  were  in  receipt  of  small 
incomes  or  pensions,  and  they  naturally 
desired  to  be  perfectly  secure.  But  was 
the  increase  of  £603,000  in  Government 
and  India  Stock  and  in  the  Post  Office 
banks  any  set-off  to  the  £5,250,000  that 
had  been  withdrawn  from  the  banks  and 
the  savings  banks  ?  In  less  than  three 
years  they  found  that  the  small  tenant 
farmers  had  lost£l7,500,000  in  potatoes, 
and  that  £5,500,000had  been  withdrawn 
from  the  savings  and  other  banks.  De- 
ducting from  that  roughly  the  gain  in 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  it  showed 
a  loss  to  the  Irish  people  in  the  three 
years  of  £21,000,000.  And  was  that 
state  of  things,  he  would  ask,  to  be  coped 
with  by  the  offer  of  loans  to  landlords 
for  the  employment  of  labour  for  the 
next  few  months  ? 
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He  would  now  pause  for  a  few  mo- 
ments to  inquire  how  it  was  that  living 
was  so  precarious  in  Ireland.  Why 
were  famines  so  constantly  recurring 
in  that  country  ?  Well,  the  Irish 
peasant,  in  his  normal  condition,  was 
miserably  fed.  The  Irish  peasantry  in 
the  South  and  West,  and,  in  fact,  the 
great  majority  of  the  Irish  people, 
scarcely  ever  ate  meat  more  than  six 
times  in  a  year,  if  as  often  as  that.  A 
great  many  did  not  eat  meat  more  than 
twice  a-year.  English  people— -he  meant 
the  English  artizan — ate  meat  three  and 
four  times  a-day,  and  thought  himself 
hardly  used  if  he  did  not  get  it  so  often. 
The  Irish  peasant,  on  the  other  hand, 
was  fed  upon  Indian  meal  and  upon 
milk,  and,  if  he  could  get  them,  upon 
potatoes,  which  were  generally  exceed- 
ingly bad,  for  during  the  last  three 
years  they  had  become  worse  and  worse, 
owing  to  the  constant  use  of  seaweed, 
the  only  available  manure.  What  a 
contrast  his  condition  presented  with 
that  of  the  English  artizans  in  towns. 
The  latter  were  the  great  customers  for 
Irish  produce,  and  by  their  means  prices 
had  been  so  greatly  raised.  But  the 
Irish  peasant  was  nearly  starved ;  and 
the  lamp  of  life,  in  his  case  feeble  at  the 
best,  was,  therefore,  easilv  exting^uished. 
Ireland,  in  fact,  had  undergone  within 
the  last  25  years  a  most  remarkable 
change  in  the  matter  of  its  agriculture. 
Hon.  Members  did  not  probably  know  the 
exact  circumstances  attending  the  pursuit 
of  agriculture  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
time.  They  often  heard  it  stated  that 
Ireland  was  specially  suitable  for  the 
grazing  of  cattle ;  but  the  cattle  trade  in 
which  Ireland  was  engaged  was  the  most 
unprofitable  in  the  world.  So  soon  as 
the  cattle  were  half  fed  they  were  taken 
off  to  England,  and  thus  the  Irish  soil 
was  deprived  of  the  manure  and  bones 
and  the  other  fertilizing  agents  which 
properly  belonged  to  it.  As  a  conse- 
quence, the  land  had  long  been  under- 
going deterioration,  till,  in  many  districts, 
it  would  scarcely  even  support  half-fed 
cattle.  Then  there  were  no  manufac- 
tures upon  which  the  Irish  people  could 
fall  back  for  support.  The  whole  num- 
ber of  manufactories  in  Ireland  was  only 
273,  and  that  included  the  fiax  mills  at 
Belfast,  of  which  they  were  justly  proud. 
Those  manufactories  gave  employment 
only  to  80,000  persons.  The  fisheries 
during  the  period  from  1858  to  1878 
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showed  a  decline  of  from  12,000  boats 
and  52,000  men  in  1858  to  5,700  boats 
and  less  than  20,000  men  in  1 878.  Such 
was  the  deterioration  of  the  country  from 
the  driving  away  of  the  Irish  peasantry 
from  the  fertile  land  and  edging  him  off 
to  the  side  of  the  mountains  and  the 
coast,  that  during  the  past  20  years  the 
area  devoted  to  cereal  crops  had  de- 
creased by  1,000,000  acres,  and  that  de- 
voted to  green  crops  by  300,000  acres. 
All  that  land  had  gone  out  of  cultivation, 
and  had  been  turned  into  indifiPerent  pas- 
ture. About  1,231 ,000  acres  had  ceased 
to  afford  profitable  labour  to  the  peasants 
daring  that  period  of  20  years.  Against 
that  they  had  to  set  an  increase  of 
518,000  acres  brought  under  pasture. 
Now,  he  would  like  to  ask  the  House 
what  had  become  of  the  712,000  acres 
unaccounted  for  ?  If  the  Government 
Hetum  were  examined,  the  great  increase 
in  the  amount  of  waste  lands  would  be 
seen ;  and  it  would  be  noticed  that  a  great 
proportion  of  the  712,000  acres  had  gone 
back  to  waste,  affording  little  food  for 
cattle,  and  only  fit  for  the  birds  of  the 
air.  The  whole  case  was  gone  into  in 
The  Irish  Agricultural  Gazette^  in  which 
it  was  stated  a  short  time  ago  that  some 
of  this  land  in  Ireland  had  become 
80  sterile  that  it  would  hardly  sup- 
port any  cattle  upon  it.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  described  a  visit  to  his  Friend  the 
bon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Sir  Arthur 
Guinness)  in  the  county  Mayo.  He  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  regretted  that  speech 
yety  much,  for  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
ana  learned  Gentleman  was  calculated, 
no  doubt  most  unintentionally,  entirely 
to  mislead  the  House  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  peasants.  He  said,  perfectly 
truly,  that  the  peasants  upon  the  moun- 
tain slopes  of  that  estate  had  not  had 
their  rents  raised  during  the  whole  time 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  had  pos- 
sessed the  property.  But  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  had  a  predecessor,  by  whom  the 
tenants  were  placed  on  such  sterile  places 
as  the  hon.  Member  admitted  made  it 
impossible  for  them  to  live.  The  hon. 
ana  learned  Gentleman  had  given  an 
affecting  picture  of  the  reception  he  met 
with  when  he  went  amongst  those  poor 

Ole.  He  described  how,  when  tneir 
lord  went  amongst  them,  they  held 
up  their  children  and  blessed  him.  What 
was  the  reason  for  their  conduct  ?  The 
hon.  Baronet  was  known  to  be  entirely 


independent  of  his  rents,  and  it  was  his 
habit  to  do  everything  for  their  comfort 
and  prosperity,  and  the  reason  why  those 

Eoor  people  were  so  fervent  in  their 
lessings  on  Sir  Arthur  Guinness  was  that 
the  visits  of  other  landlords  in  the  locality 
to  their  tenants  were  so  few  and  far  be- 
tween. The  tenants  in  the  Western  portion 
of  Ireland  were  totally  unaccustomed  to  be 
visited  by  anyone  but  those  who  received 
their  rents,  and  were  quite  unused  to 
finding  any  human  interest  taken  in  their 
welfare ;  and  the  gratitude  of  the  tenants 
upon  the  estate  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
were  differently  treated  was,  therefore, 
unbounded.  When,  again,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin warned  the  House  not  to  sanction  any 
scheme  for  converting  the  tenants  of  the 
West  of  Ireland  into  peasant  proprietors 
he  left  upon  the  Hbuse  a  very  mischiev- 
ous impression.  In  the  West  of  Ireland 
there  were  at  least  1,000,000  acres  of 
land  which  were  only  awaiting  the  labour 
of  man  to  become  fertile  and  smiling 
farms.  He  would  ask  of  the  Government 
to  look  at  the  question  as  one  uncon- 
nected with  politics.  Hitherto,  both  sides 
of  the  House  had  never  looked  at  Ireland 
but  in  a  Party  light.  No  Government 
had  ever  yet  regarded  Ireland  in  an  eco- 
nomic point  of  view.  Ireland  was  simply 
an  undeveloped  estate,  and  instead  of 
emigration  oeing  required  the  loss  of 
every  man  who  left  the  country  was  a 
loss  to  the  Empire.  Ireland  had  not  too 
large  a  population,  although  there  was, 
no  doubt,  a  local  congestion  of  population 
in  some  districts.  That  state  of  things 
had  been  brought  about  by  the  people 
being  gradually  pushed  off  from  the  land 
on  which  they  had  lived,  and  being  sent 
to  the  edges  and  waste  patches  of  ground. 
Why,  then,  did  the  Irish  tenants  ask  for 
fixity  of  tenure  ?  It  seemed  to  be  thought 
an  extraordinary  thing  that  the  Irish 
tenant  should  want  fixity  of  tenure. 
Why  did  the  millowner  ask  for  fixity  of 
tenure  in  his  mill  ?  The  Irish  soil  was 
the  manufactory  of  Ireland,  and  the 
tenants  were  the  manufacturers ;  but  they 
could  be  removed  from  their  land  at  the 
will  of  their  landlords  whenever  they 
were  desirous  of  using  it  for  other  pur- 
poses, and  the  tenants  were,  therefore, 
naturally  much  discontented  and  asked 
for  fixity.  Was  there  anything  extra- 
ordinanr  in  that  demand?  In  Ulster  they 
had  fixity  of  tenure— namely,  the  Ulster 
customi  which  prevented  a  landlord  from 
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arbitrarily  evicting  a  tenant ;  but  there 
was  no  such,  custom  in  the  rest  of  Ireland, 
and  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  arbi- 
trary evictions  except  public  opinion  and 
the  danger  of  the  proceeding.  The  only 
thing  which  had  been  done  to  insure 
fixity  of  tenure  to  the  Irish  tenant  was 
the  passing  of  the  Land  Bill  of  the  late 
Government ;  but  that  Bill  had  this  great 
defect — it  legalized  eviction,  and  made 
it  respectable  by  affixing  a  price  to  it. 
The  law  said  that  no  tenant  should  be 
evicted  without  receiving  not  more  than 
a  seven  years'  rent  as  compensation  ; 
consequently,  that  which  it  was  discredit- 
able to  do  before  the  Act  was  not  dis- 
creditable since,  because  it  could  be  said 
that  the  tenant  received  the  legal  amount 
of  compensation.  But  what  could  com- 
pensate the  Irish  tenant  for  the  loss 
of  his  holding,  which  was  his  manu- 
factory in  which  he  had  been  brought 
up?  No  mere  money  compensation 
of  a  few  pounds  could  be  adequate 
to  satisfy  the  Irish  tenant  for  being 
evicted  from  his  home. 

And  now,  he  would  ask,  what  were 
the  remedies  for  the  existing  state  of 
things?  If  Ireland  were  regarded  as 
an  undeveloped  estate  it  would  be 
easy  to  find  the  remedy.  The  first 
thing  to  do  with  an  undeveloped  estate 
was  to  make  roads  and  communi- 
cations through  it.  Why  should  not 
the  Government  adopt  a  bold  policy, 
and  propose  to  the  House  the  ad- 
vancing of  £10,000,000  or  £15,000,000 
on  security  for  the  making  of  branch 
railways  in  various  parts  of  Ireland  ? 
That  was  a  proposal  made  by  the  late 
Lord  George  Bentinck,  but  which  was 
defeated  by  the  Liberal  Party,  in  con- 
junction with  the  Irish  Members.  It 
was  true  that  some  of  the  Irish  Repre- 
sentatives voted  for  the  proposal ;  but  the 
majority  voted  against  it  because  it  was 
introduced  by  a  Conservative.  Let  the 
Government  do  what  it  had  done  in 
India.  For  years  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment had  been  making  railways  and 
other  works,  because  they  knew  that 
India  was  an  undeveloped  estate.  What 
reason  could  be  alleged  why  Ireland 
should  be  left  entirely  undeveloped, 
while  public  works  of  all  kinds  wore  car- 
ried on  in  India  ?  Thirty-three  millions 
of  money  had  recently  been  paid  for  the 
purchase  of  one  system  of  railways  by 
the  Indian  Government ;  and,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  works  were  being  made  all 
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over  the  face  of  the  country.  In  France 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  recog- 
nizing the  fact  that  France  was,  to  a 
^eat  extent,  an  undeveloped  estate,  had 
brought  in  Bills  for  the  making  of  va- 
rious railways  at  an  expense,  probably, 
of  £70,000,000  or  £80,000,000.  In 
Ireland  private  enterprize  had  made 
the  great  trunk  lines,  and  what  was  re- 
quired was  a  number  of  small  branch 
lines  to  connect  the  main  railways  with 
out-lying  towns.  The  Irish  Eailway 
Companies  were  unable,  or  unwilling, 
to  make  those  lines,  and  they  must  be 
made  by  Government  assistance.  The 
Government  had  recently  been  appealed 
to,  to  make  advances  to  form  a  branch 
line  12  miles  in  length,  which  would 
connect  the  Midland  Great  Western 
Railway  with  the  town  of  Lou^rea. 
The  assent  of  the  Midland  Great  West- 
em  Company  was  obtained  to  the 
scheme,  provided  the  Government  would 
advance  the  money  to  them  at  3j^  per 
cent,  for  which  they  offered  the  security 
of  millions  of  capital.  They  also  had 
the  consent  of  every  landowner,  with 
the  exception  of  one,  through  whose 
land  the  line  would  pass ;  every  tenant 
through  whose  holding  the  line  would 
pass  had  also  g^ven  his  consent.  The 
only  landlord  who  stood  out  was  one 
who  drew  a  revenue  of  £25,000  or 
£30,000  a-year  from  the  county,  but 
who  never  went  near  it  or  spent  sixpence 
in  it,  and  he  refused  to  accept  the  terms 
to  which  the  resident  landlords  assented 
— namely,  23  years*  purchase,  preferring 
to  see  whether  the  arbitrators  would  not 
give  him  more.  Well,  the  Government, 
when  asked  for  assistance  to  make  that 
line,  would  not  .hear  of  it.  When  the 
deputation  had  an  interview  with  a 
Member  of  the  Government  they  were 
received  with  great  cordiality,  and,  ap- 
parently, great  interest  was  taken  m 
their  scheme ;  but  after  a  few  weeks  all 
recollection  of  the  matter  seemed  to  be- 
come effaced  from  the  mind  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Another  proposal  was  made 
for  a  branch  to  connect  the  town  of 
Tuam  with  the  Midland  Great  Western 
Railway,  in  which  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians of  the  Unions  offered  to  guarantee 
the  interest  of  the  money  required,  if 
only  the  Government  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  allow  them  to  do  so.  Were  the 
Government  prepared  to  do  so  ?  As  he 
understood,  they  were  acting  on  the  prin- 
ciple Uiat  the  works  should  be  completed 
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by  the  end  of  July,  and  that  no  money 
was  to  be  advanced  for  any  works  which 
would  not  be  completed  by  that  date. 
In  some  way  or  other  the  Government 
had  got  it  into  its  head  that  the  famine 
was  to  come  to  an  end  in  February,  and 
any  loans  which  were  made  must  be  ex- 
pended before  August.  [The  Chanoel- 
LOB  of  the  ExcHEQUEB  I  T^o.]  He  was 
very  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
say  he  was  wrone,  because  it  would  be 
impossible  to  make  railways  in  the  time 
fixed  by  the  Gt)vemment.  The  railways 
could  not  possibly  be  completed  by  the 
time  the  Government  had  fixed  for  the 
famine  to  cease.  He  should  wish  to  see 
the  Gt>vemment  encourage  every  well- 
intentioned  effort  to  give  remunerative 
employment  to  the  people;  and  when  a 
great  Kail  way  Company  offered  to  make 
a  short  line  of  railway  that  was  much 
wanted,  the  Government  ought,  in  his 
opinion,  to  have  accepted  the  proposal 
with  alacrity.  There  was  a  great  neces- 
sity in  many  districts  for  increased  rail- 
way communication.  The  town  of  Clif- 
den,  of  which  he  had  before  spoken  as 
being  in  a  state  of  great  distress,  was 
48  miles  £rom  the  nearest  railway  station. 
In  a  village  with  which  he  was  ac- 
quainted in  Connemara,  the  pig-jobbers 
had  to  drive  pigs,  which  were  bought  in 
thousands,  38  or  40  miles  before  reach- 
ing a  railway,  and  it  was  in  the  districts 
which  were  40  or  50  miles  from  railways 
that  the  greatest  distress  existed.  He 
would  illustrate  the  loss  sustained  by  the 

Eig-breeders  by  the  case  of  a  man  who 
ad  seven  pigs.  In  his  own  district  he 
was  offered  £23  for  them  on  the  spot ; 
but  he  drove  them  about  30  miles  to  the 
railway,  and  there  realized  £29.  The 
absence  of  railway  accommodation  in 
this  case  entailed,  in  effect,  a  direct  loss 
of  £6,  or  upwards  of  lie,  on  each  pig, 
probably  enough  to  pay  a  half-year's 
rent.  That  was  a  great  loss  to  the  poor 
tenant,  and  yet  the  Government  which 
could  govern  a  gpreat  Empire  could  not 
find  any  mode  consistently  with  econo- 
mical science  to  assist  in  the  arterial 
development  of  a  country  by  moans  of 
railways.  Another  plan  whidi  he  would 
urge  upon  the  Government  was  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands.  He  had  done 
a  little  in  this  way  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, to  which  he  had  been  attached  by 
a  love  of  fishing.  The  plan  which  he 
had  adopted  for  the  reclamation  of  the 
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wasteland  had  succeeded  well.  Nothing 
was  required  but  to  drain  off  the  water 
from  the  bog,  and  to  put  lime  upon 
the  peat ;  they  thus  obtained  the  most 
fertile  soil  in  the  world.  That  substance 
could  not,  however,  be  done  without. 
When  he  first  went  to  the  West  of  Ire- 
land it  was  so  wild  that  he  had  to  send 
down  wooden  huts  and  preserved  meats; 
but  he  became  attached  to  the  place  he 
rented,  and  ultimately  bought  a  large 
tract  of  land.  Like  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Dublin,  he  had  never 
interfered  with  the  rentcds  of  the  estate, 
which  were  small,  and  he  spent  many 
times  their  amount  in  giving  employ- 
ment. He  did  not  take  any  credit  for 
that,  for,  having  a  taste  for  agriculture, 
he  had  spent  his  money  in  that  pursuit 
to  amuse  himself;  and  he  might,  per- 
haps, have  spent  it  in  horse-racing.  But 
he  did  not  do  so  from  any  notion  of 
benevolence — it  was  simply  his  hobby. 
He  was  glad  to  say  that  now  the  waste 
place  blossomed  like  a  garden.  The 
Koyal  Agricultural  Society  sent  down 
their  Commissioner  to  the  district,  and 
The  Times  Correspondent  had  also  visited 
it.  The  remarks  of  The  Times  Corre- 
spondent he  had  supplemented,  because 
he  wished  to  show  the  English  people 
what  could  be  done  by  anyone  who  en- 
gaged in  this  reproductive  work  of  de- 
veloping a  waste  Irish  estate.  There 
were  in  Ireland  parts  of  the  Empire 
which  had  never  been  touched.  Let  it 
not  be  supposed  that  the  money  spent 
would  be,  as  it  was  said,  thrown  into  the 
bog.  It  would  come  back  10,  20,  and 
40-fold.  Only  let  the  Government  cease 
to  look  upon  Ireland  as  the  battle-ground 
of  a  Party.  Let  them  regard  Ireland  in 
an  economical  light,  and  as  an  unde- 
veloped estate.  Let  them  bring  forward 
well-considered  and  wise  plans  for  the 
development  of  Ireland,  and  he  was 
convinced  that  every  shilling  invested 
would  return  ten-fold  in  interest  and 
capital.  Not  a  single  P©i^y  should  be 
expended  in  waste.  The  Government 
that  did  that  would  solve  half  the  pro- 
blem of  Irish  discontent ;  for  half  the 
reason  for  Irish  discontent  was  to  be 
found  in  the  words  **  Irish  hunger." 
With  those  words  he  would  conclude, 
thanking  the  House  for  the  attention 
which  it  had  shown  him. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
listened  with  painful  interest  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  non.  Member  for  Gal  way 
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(Mr.  Mitcliell  Heniy)  with  regard  to  the 
prevailing  distress  in  some  parts  of  Ire- 
land.   The  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  a 
▼ery  sorrowful  story  which  mnst  have 
touched  them  all ;   and  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)   quite   agreed    with   the   hon. 
Member,  when  he  said  that  so  serious 
was  the  state  of  affairs  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  should  at  once  imdertake  to  deal 
with  it.     He  did  not  say  that  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  every  one  of 
his  inferences ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had 
given  many  facts  which  no  doubt  the 
Government    would    feel  compelled  to 
answer.     He  could  not  help  joining  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  his  expression  of 
surprise  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  not  present.    It  was  true 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  had  spoken 
in  the  debate  ;  but  every  Member  of  the 
Government  could  not  be  so  fully  ac- 
quainted as  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
with  the  facts.     Besides,  it  was  knawn 
that  the  debate  would  be  opened  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway,  who  had  prac- 
ticed knowledge  of  the  subject  and  was 
the  Bepresentativeof  thedismot  in  which 
the    greatest    distress  existed,  and  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  should  have  thought 
that  the  Irish  Secretary  would  have  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  attend.    He  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  supposed  that  what  had  been 
stated  would  be  replied  to  by  some  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but 
he  thought  they  were  not  in  a  very  com- 
fortable position  in  the  matter,  because 
the  House  generally  did  not  know  who  was 
really  responsible  in  the  Cabinet  for  the 
p;ovemment  of  Ireland  at  the  present 
juncture.    At  present,  neither  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  nor  the  Chief  Secretary  were 
there  represented  ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
but  that  generally  both  Officers,  as  the 
Chiefs  of  &i8h  affairs,  paid  full  attention 
to  all  ordinary  matters  arising.     But  in 
the  present  great  crisis,  when  the  Go- 
vernment had  to  deal  with  widespread 
distress  in  Ireland,  he  thought  that  there 
should  be  at  least  one  Cabinet  Minister 
responsible  for  the  state  of  that  country. 
He  aereed  that  it  was  fortunate  that 
the  deoate  did  not  terminate  on  Friday 
night,   considering  the  exciting  condi- 
tions, consequent,  to  some  extent,  on  an 
event  which  hanpened  "  ebewhere."  As 
he  was  the  first  Member  who  had  spoken 
from  that  Bench,  he  must  be  allowed  to 
notice  one  or  two  remarks  made  on  Friday. 
It  seemed  to  amuse  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site to  take  the  opportonity  of  charging 
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his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Hart<« 
ington)  with  being  more  or  less  a  Home 
Buler  in  diseaise,  because  he  thought  it 
right  to  wii£  success  to  a  candidate  not 
in  favour  of  Home  Bide,  but  in  favour 
of  voting  for  an  inquiiy  as  to  the  reason 
why  Home  Bule  was  demanded.  It 
might  be  interesting  and  amusing  to 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  to 
ask  why,  if  this  inquiry  was  such  an  un- 
pardonable offence,  it  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  appointed  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber respected  by  everyone  in  the  House, 
who  sat  on  the  Conservative  side,  and 
who  seconded  the  Motion  for  the  Home 
Bule  inquiry,  to  the  very  hiffh  political 
and  social  position  of  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  his  county  ?  He  dare  say  his  noble 
Friend  would  make  some  remarks  on 
this  subject  before  the  debate  was  over; 
he  merdy  wished  to  say  this — that  he 
did  not  think  there  was  much  reality  in 
either  of  the  charges.  Both  sides  were 
able  to  defend  themselves.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  immense  majority  of  the 
Members  of  that  House  were  opposed  to 
Home  Bule  and  that  inquiry ;  but  there 
was  also  a  verygeneral  feeHng  that  the 
opposition  to  ^>me  Bule  was  only  a 
greater  reason  why  they  should  give  the 
utmost  attention  to  Irish  Members  when 
they  brought  forward  such  a  matter  as 
Irish  distress.  When  he  recollected 
what  Irish  distress  was  85  years  ago,  he 
could  not  look  with  much  patience  on 
Party  attacks  from  either  side  in  a  de- 
bate dealing  with  this  question  now.  The 
question  was — ''Is  there  likely  to  be  a 
ntmine  in  Ireland,  and,  if  so,  have  tiie  Gk)- 
vemment  done  their  best  to  ward  it  off?  " 
That  was  the  chief  question  they  had  to 
consider,  and  he  regretted  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  did  not  confine 
his  Besolution  to  that.  The  Besolution 
was  not  very  dear ;  but  he  understood 
it  to  cover  three  things — a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure on  the  Government  for  not  having 
taken  adequate  steps  to  ward  off  the 
horrors  of  famine;  secondly,  a  pledge 
to  take  into  immediate  consideration  the 
question  of  land  tenure ;  and,  las^,  an 
expression  of  the  belief  of  the  House 
that  the  present  position  of  land  tenure 
was  the  true  cause  of  dissatisfaction  and 
distress  in  Ireland.  The  last  two  ques- 
tions were  of  great  importance,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  overrate  them;  but 
the  first  was  of  suoh  overpowering  im-* 
portance  that  he  thought  the  Mouse 
ought  to  have  been  asked  to  vote  on  that 
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alone.  If  it  were  really  the  case  that 
the  GoTemment,  with  the  experience  of 
1846  and  1847  before  them,  had  not 
been  alive  to  the  danger  of  another 
famine,  and  had  not  done  what  thej 
conld  to  ward  it  off,  no  words  could 
sufficiently  express  the  censure  that 
ought  to  be  conveyed;  but  the  very 
graveness  of  the  charge  made  it  the  more 
necessary  that  it  should  be  absolutely 
made  out.  This  Government  or  any  Go- 
vernment had  the  right,  when  such  a 
charge  was  made,  to  call  upon  Members, 
entirely  irrespective  of  Party,  to  sup- 
port them  if  tne  charge  were  not  proved. 
The  difficulties  of  governing  any  country 
would  be  exceedingly  great  if  credence 
were  ^ven  to  such  a  charge ;  and  in  the 
special  position  of  Ireland  they  would 
greatly  increase  those  difficulties  and 
make  government  almost  impossible. 
When  he  said  the  charge  was  not  made 
out,  he  must  not  be  supposed  to  doubt  the 
conviction  of  its  correctness  on  the  part 
of  those  who  made  it.  No  doubt  there 
was  great  distress  in  Ireland,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  make  light  of  it ;  but, 
remembering  what  occurred  35  years 
ago,  he  beheved  the  present  state  of 
things  was  as  yet  very  different.  He 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  had  justified  his  statement  that 
there  was  a  famine ;  it  could  not  be 
said  that  was  proved.  The  two  main 
statements  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  were  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  accimiulated  stores  of  food  and 
fuel,  and  that  they  had  relaxed  the  re- 
strictions with  regard  to  out>door  relief. 
He  understood  these  two  statements  to 
mean  that  the  Government  were  deter- 
mined to  prevent  a  famine,  and  they  be- 
lieved they  would  be  able  to  do  it.  He 
was  talking  of  absolute  famine,  and  of 
keeping  the  people  alive.  He  was  not 
saying  that,  though  the  people  might 
be  kept  alive,  there  might  not  be  great 
miseiy  in  Ireland;  but  he  imderstood 
the  Government  to  declare  they  were 
taking  steps  to  avert  a  famine  in  the 
belief  that  they  could  do  it,  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. Two  things  had  been  stated  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  GK>vemmeut ; 
the  first  was,  that  they  ought  to  have 
allowed  the  aooumolations  of  stores  to 
be  made  known  earlier,  and  the  other, 
that  they  ought  to  have  relaxed  the  re- 
fllrioUons  on  out^door  relief  some  months 
•go. 


Mr.  SYNAN  :  Where  are  the  aoeu- 
mulations  ?    I  know  of  none. 

The  CHANOELLOEop  the  EXCHE- 
QXJEB :  Let  me  correct  the  right  hon. 
G^ntieman.  I  have  not  said  that  we 
have  accumulated  stores,  but  that  one 
object  we  had  in  view  was  to  ascertain 
that  food  and  fuel  could  be  had  at  any 
proper  notice ;  that  we  had  inquired  into 
the  necessity  for  accumulating  stores, 
and  that,  having  reference  to  the  means 
of  communication  and  the  means  of  ob- 
taining supplies,  of  which  we  had  good 
information,  we  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  accumulate  stores  of  our  own. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  thought  that 
considerably  increased  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government.  He  oertamly  under- 
stood the  statement  to  be  that  accumula- 
tions had  been  made ;  he  now  understood 
that  they  had  satisfied  themselves  of  their 
power  of  getting  stores  quickly  to  the 
distressed  districts,  and  that  they  were 
determined  to  do  so.  One  objection  was 
made  that  the  Government  had  not  at 
an  earlier  period  informed  the  country 
what  they  intended  to  do,  and  also  that 
the  regulation  as  to  out-door  relief  had 
not  been  relaxed  some  months  ago. 
Well,  with  regard  to  the  negligence  in 
the  first  matter,  he  thought  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made  out  an 
intelligible  case.  It  would  have  caused 
alarm,  and  one  effect  of  it  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  did  not  mention.  It  would 
have  discouraged  private  subscriptions, 
and  it  would  have  oeen  a  great  pity  had 
they  been  discouraged,  for  everybody 
knew  that  they  were  very  much  wanted 
to  assist  and  help  the  Government.  And 
with  regard  to  the  relaxation  of  the  re- 
strictions, he  confessed  that  he  under- 
stood that  for  some  time  the  Guardians 
had  had  the  power  to  do  that.  [''  No, 
no!"] 

The  chancellor  op  thbEXCHB- 
QUER:  The  Local  Government  Board 
had  power  to  inform  the  Guardians  that 
they  might  grant  out-door  relief. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  The  Local 
Government  Board  had  power  to  inform 
the  Guardians  that  that  might  be  done, 
although  it  was  against  the  law  ;  that  it 
might  be  broken,  and  an  indemnity  would 
be  asked  for. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman's  pardon.  That  is  not 
exactiy  so.  What  took  plaoe  is  this. 
The  Local  Government  Board  were  in- 
structed to  take  care,  in  the  event  of 
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famine  being  imminent,  that  they  were 
fully  informed  of  the  power  given  by 
the  Executive  Government  to  relax  the 
la'w 

Mb.  MITOHELL  HENEY:  When 
were  the  Orders  relaxed  ? 

Mr.  J.  LO WTHEE :  No,  they  have 
not  been  relaxed. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  had  supposed 
the  Guardians  were  informed  that  that 
might  be  done.  [**No,  no!'*]  Then, 
a^ain,  that  increased  the  responsibility 
or  the  Government,  and  the  stories  they 
heard  from  day  to  day  made  it  clear  that 
the  Government  must  not  lose  a  day  nor 
an  hour  in  removing  the  restrictions; 
for  they  meant  that  a  man  could  not  be 
relieved  without  losing  his  land,  and 
that  was  a  tremendous  penalty.  The 
Government  ought  to  have  had  better 
reasons  than  they  had  given  why  they 
had  not  removed  these  restrictions  be- 
fore. The  question  raised  was  not  merely 
whether  the  amount  of  relief  given  had 
been  sufiScient,  but  whether  the  mode  in 
which  the  relief  had  been  given  was 
satisfactory.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  had  made  some  excellent  remarks 
about  the  demoralization  which  followed 
charity;  but  the  question  whether  the 
Gt>vemment  ought  to  have  given  more 
employment,  or  caused  more  employ- 
ment to  be  given  by  others,  was  not 
raised  by  the  Amendment.  The  ques- 
tion raised  by  it  was — would  the  Go- 
vernment avert  the  horrors  of  famine, 
or  would  they  not?  How  could  they 
avert  those  horrors  with  the  least  ill- 
effects,  with  the  least  demoralization 
of  the  people,  was  a  very  important 
question ;  out  it  was  not  the  first 
question ;  it  was  not  the  question  raised 
by  the  Amendment,  which  was  simply 
whether  the  Government  were  taking 
steps  to  avert  the  horrors  of  famine.  In 
voting  with  the  Gt>vemment,  he  under- 
stood them  to  pledge  themselves  to  ffive 
the  relief  which  was  necessary,  and  in 
thus  voting  he  would  hold  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  to  their  pledge.  Then  would  come 
the  question  now  that  relief  could  be 
given  to  do  the  least  harm  to  the  people 
who  were  the  recipients  of  relief.  He 
supposed  the  proper  time  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  matter  would  be  when 
the  Bill  was  presented  for  the  second 
reading ;  but  he  observed  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  loans  to  the  landlords  and  to 
sanitary  authorities,  the  Gt>vemment  had 
also  thought  fit  to  express  their  intention 
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of  lending  money  through  baronial  pre- 
sentment sessions.  He  thought,  also, 
that  90  sessions  were  already  at  work 
in  that  matter,  or  that  applications 
had  been  made  from  90.  Well,  he 
should  have  wished  that  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  said  a  little 
more  as  to  the  mode  in  which  he  in- 
tended to  guard  against  the  evils  at- 
tendant upon  that  system,  remembering 
what  took  place  35  years  ago.  He 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer admitted  there  had  been  great 
evils  then  ;  but  he  gave  no  information 
as  to  how  they  were  now  to  be  guarded 
against.  He  hoped  his  Irish  Friends 
would  not  think  mat  he  was  unduly  in- 
terfering in  that  matter.  There  was  no 
doubt,  however,  that  that  system  had 
completely  broken  down.  He  was  sen- 
sible of  the  difficulties  of  carrying  on 
such  an  organization  successfully.  It 
was  a  very  difficult  matter  when  they 
set  people  to  work,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  work  done,  but  that  they 
might  be  paid  for  doin^  it.  They  had 
only  to  consider  the  least  dangerous 
mode  of  undertaking  it  when  they  en- 
tered upon  the  execution  of  a  large 
public  work  upon  that  principle.  Eefer- 
ence  had  been  made  to  a  project  of  rail- 
way extension  with  a  view  of  providing 
work  for  the  people.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  a  railway  would  be  of  advan- 
tage to  a  district,  and  that  railways  were 
of  public  benefit  to  a  country ;  but  the 
misfortune  was  that  they  had  to  try  and 
stave  off  immediate  want,  and  the  people 
they  wanted  to  relieve  were  not  always 
those  who  could  be  employed  in  the  con- 
struction of  a  railwav.  Sanitary  works 
had  been  spoken  of,  and,  no  doubt,  a 
great  deal  might  be  done  in  that  direc- 
tion. Sewage  and  drainage  works 
might  be  carried  on  in  many  parts  to 
the  profit  both  of  tenants  and  landlords, 
and  with  possibly  less  danger  than  might 
be  expected  to  arise  from  other  modes  of 
affording  relief,  because  in  oases  of  that 
kind  this  was  simply  the  proposal  dP  a 
way  to  get  work  done  which  would  be 
done  by  the  proprietor  if  he  had  the 
means  of  doing  it  him/self.  When  the 
money  passed  through  the  hands  of  a 
private  landlord,  of  course  he  took  oare 
that  it  was  properly  spent,  and  thai  tiie 
work  done  was  necessary  and  flood.  But 
the  way  in  which  the  money  m  pnblio 
works  was  spent  had  been  bcAvre,  and 
he  supposed  it  would  be  nov,  iHWurtfiirg 
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like  this — ^the  ratepayers  were  called 
together  to  say  what  was  necessary,  and 
what  sum  could  be  expended  in  the  dis- 
trict for  roads,  bridges,  or  other  useful 
improvements.  Each  individual  who 
voted  would  have  but  little"^  charge  on 
himself,  and  his  great  desire  was  to  get 
as  much  done  as  possible.  Now,  he  was 
sure  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  had  studied  these 
questions  sufficiently  to  know  how  com- 
pletely that  system  had  formerly  failed 
in  its  application ;  and  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  been  rather  alarmed  by 
the  accounts  which  he  had  heard  a  day 
or  two  ago  that  application  had  been 
made  in  some  quarters  where  there  was 
no  distress.  There  was  undoubtedly  a 
feeling  prevailing  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  lend  money  on  such  easy 
terms,  they  woidd  hardly  be  doing  their 
duty  if  they  did  not  go  for  having  as 
much  of  it  as  possible  for  their  respec- 
tive districts.  The  system  which  had 
broken  down  in  1847  had  cost  an  enor- 
mous sum — he  believed  £3,000,000  or 
£4,000,000— and  had  failed,  both  as  to 
its  object  of  affording  relief,  and  the 
producing  of  useful  works.  The  report  of 
the  Society  of  Friends  had  shown  that  in 
many  cases  it  was  the  able-bodied,  who 
did  not  require  relief,  who  were  assisted, 
and  the  weak  and  suffering  were  left 
without  aid.  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  had 
said  that  in  the  first  year — 1846 — a  rush 
had  been  made  upon  the  fund.  The 
special  object  of  relieving  the  people  had 
been  lost  sight  of ;  and,  in  many  cases, 
the  avowed  object  was  to  obtain  a  share 
of  the  grant.  This  operated  on  the 
class  of  works  which  were  executed.  He 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  ventured  to 
refer  to  that  testimony,  as  he  hoped  the 
Qovemment  would  not  altogether  dis- 
regard the  experience  of  past  times. 
There  were  two  other  points  that 
seemed  to  him  to  be  of  such  importance 
that  he  would  like  to  refer  to  them  before 
he  sat  down.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
state,  in  the  terms  of  the  Amendment, 
that  the  land  tenure — important  as  it 
was — was  the  sole  cause  of  the  distress 
in  Ireland.  But  it  was  the  most  im- 
portant Irish  question  that  could  be 
Drought  before  the  House,  and  the  one 
most  urgently  reouiring  consideration, 
and  he  (ud  hope  mat  even  in  this  Ses- 
sion they  would  not  separate  without 
attending  to  it.  On  this  subject  they 
had  passed  a  Besolution  brought  for- 


ward by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  last 
year ;  but  it  was  mere  trifling  with  the 
question  to  keep  it  on  the  Journals  of 
the  House  without  endeavouring  in  some 
way  to  enforce  it.  He  could  not  express 
his  disappointment — it  hardly  seemed  a 
strong  enough  word — his  bitter  disap- 
pointment— at  the  distress  which  had 
again  overtaken  Ireland,  and  the  present 
condition  of  that  country.  He  did  not 
believe  that  there  was  a  famine,  but 
there  was  great  distress  and  suffering ; 
and  it  was  sad  that  they  should  feel  that 
it  was  true  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  said — that  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  in  Ireland  had  only  two  harvests 
between  them  and  famine.  That  was  a 
matter  which  was  most  discouraging, 
most  sorrowful,  and,  he  need  not  add, 
disgraceful — disgraceful  not  to  this  or 
that  Government,  but  to  the  whole  con- 
stituency of  the  three  Kingdoms.  He 
had  formed  himself  a  more  hopeful 
opinion  of  the  actual  condition  of  the 
country.  The  autumn  of  the  year  be- 
fore last  he  had  visited  one  or  two  dis- 
tricts of  Connemara,  which  he  had  visited 
before  in  the  year  of  the  Famine.  He 
did  not  say  that  he  had  the  best  oppor- 
timity  for  ascertaining  the  exact  condition 
of  the  population ;  but,  from  what  he 
saw,  he  thought  it  had  much  improved 
from  what  it  was  in  1845.  The  people 
had  seemed  much  more  comfortable 
than  they  had  been  before.  Well,  it 
was  disheartening  to  find  that  they  were 
now,  if  not  suffering  famine,  at  least 
threatened  with  it.  In  fact,  what  he 
heard  now  reminded  him  of  what  he 
had  himself  witnessed  in  1845,  the  year 
which  preceded  the  two  famine  years. 
He  agreed  that  such  a  state  of  things 
should  not  be  allowed  to  continue,  and 
that  the  Legislature  should  do  all  in  its 
power  to  effect  a  remedy.  There  were 
two  new  features  in  the  present  state  of 
things — one  discouraging,  and  the  other 
encouraging.  The  discouraging  fact 
was  the  agitation  which  it  was  fearod 
would  prevent  the  people  of  England 
from  doing  their  duty.  But  he  felt  as- 
sured they  would  not  yield  to  that 
temptation.  They  were  determined  to 
undo  any  harm  the  agitation  might  pro- 
duce. The  encourag^g  fact  was  this — 
if  there  had  been  hard  and  selfish  land- 
lords in  Ireland,  there  were  now  many 
more  cases  in  which  the  landlords  were 
recognizing  their  duty  and  attempting  to 
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perform  it.  The  landlords  in  Ireland 
were  suffering  very  much  from  the  evils 
of  the  past,  from  what  harsh  men  of 
their  own  class  might  have  done.  More- 
over, the  position  of  tenant  and  landlord 
had  been  different  in  Ireland  from 
what  it  was  in  England  and  Scotland. 
In  Ireland  a  larger  portion  of  the  gross 
produce  was  taken  by  the  landlord  in 
the  shape  of  rent  than  in  England  or 
Scotland ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  landlord  did  not  make  real  im- 
provements in  anything  like  the  same 
proportion.  The  Irish  landlord  took 
more  and  did  much  less.  But  there  were 
a  great  many  exceptions  now.  He  be- 
lieved everywhere  throughout  the  country 
they  woidd  find  Irish  landlords  examples 
not  merely  to  Ireland,  but  to  England 
and  Scotland.  Even  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  were  to  pass  his 
Bill  to  g^t  rid  of  landlordism,  he  would 
be  obliged  to  introduce  a  saving  clause 
excepting  such  landlords  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Dublin  (Sir 
Arthur  Guinness)  and  the  hon.  Memoer 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  But 
there  were  a  great  many  other  landlords 
also  who,  without  the  means  of  these  two 
Gentlemen,  were  working  very  hard  on 
their  estates  for  the  benefit  of  the  people. 
He  would  end  by  saying  he  wanted 
those  good  and  patriotic  landlords,  and 
good  and  patriotic  men  and  women  in 
Ireland  who  were  not  owners  of  land,  to 
have  some  confidence  in  the  sympathy  of 
their  fellow-citizens  in  England  and 
Scotland,  and  to  feel  that  there  was  a 
general  conviction  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  there  was  no  way  in  which 
they  could  better  fulfil  the  wishes  of 
their  constituents  than  by  taking  counsel 
with  the  Irish  Members  to  do  whatever 
the  law  could  do  to  better  the  position 
of  the  Irish  peasant. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  heartily  reciprocate  the  wish 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  ex- 
pressed. There  is  but  one  desire  in  the 
House,  as,  I  am  sure,  there  is  but  one 
desire  in  the  country — and  that  is  to  do 
all  that  is  possible  for  the  amelioration 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland.  The  one 
desire  which  we  have  is  to  place  the 
people  of  that  country  in  such  a  position 
that  they  may  live  happily,  prosperously, 
and  contentedly  as  suojects  of  the  Queen. 
The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  very  properly 
alluded  to  the  g^at  responsibility  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter.    Her  Ma- 
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jesty's  Ministers  feel  that  responsibility ; 
they  have  fully  realized  it,  and  they  en- 
tirely undertake  it.  It  is  their  duty  to 
prevent  a  famine  in  Ireland.  They  are 
conscious  of  that  duty,  and  the  steps 
which  they  have  endeavoured  to  take 
during  the  last  three  or  four  months 
have  been  directed  with  the  firm  resolve, 
as  far  as  they  could,  to  prevent  the  hor- 
rors of  famine  in  the  Sister  Island.  The 
duty  which  we  have  undertaken,  and  the 
task  which  properly  falls  upon  us,  is  one 
of  very  considerable  difficulty.  If  we 
had  early  embarked  on  ambitious  schemes 
of  reproductive  works  in  Ireland,  under 
an  apprehension  of  famine — if  we  had 
sounded  the  notes  of  alarm — ^we  shoidd 
have  deranged  the  whole  course  of  the 
natural  supplies  of  food  to  the  people 
and  the  whole  course  of  their  employ- 
ment, and  we  should  have  interfered 
with  existing  social  conditions,  and 
created  an  amount  of  embarrassment 
and  difficulty  for  which  we  should  have 
been  justly  held  responsible.  Our  course 
has  been  most  careful.  From  day  to  day 
and  week  to  week  we  have  watched  the 
progress  of  the  calamity  which  we  saw 
impending  in  the  distressed  portions  of 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
very  properly  asks  who  in  the  Cabinet  is 
responsible  for  the  condition  of  Ireland? 
And  he  remarked  upon  the  absence  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant from  the  Cabinet.  The  whole 
Cabinet  is  responsible  for  the  condition 
of  Ireland ;  and  we  have  not  ceased  to 
take  constant  precautions,  and  to  inform 
ourselves,  both  by  personal  communica- 
tion with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Chief  Secretary,  of  evenr  proceeding 
and  of  every  symptom  of  the  malady 
which  seemed  to  be  afflicting  Ireland. 
As  the  Papers  show,  we  directed  our 
serious  attention  to  the  subject  early  in 
September ;  but  I  do  not  rely  uponthese 
Papers,  except  as  indications  of  the  care 
and  duty  which  rested  upon  us  to  provide 
such  measures  as,  in  our  judgment,  were 
necessary  in  the  emergency.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  under- 
standing which  has  been  attached  to 
some  remarks  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  few  days  ago.  I  may  be 
permitted  to  read  a  sentence  from  a 
private  letter  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
the  Home  Secretary,  to  show  precisely 
what  view  his  Lordship  had  on  the  ques- 
tion of  fuel.  He  says,  writing  in  De- 
cember last — 
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"  The  measuree  which  have  been  already 
aanctioned  b^  the  Cabinet  will,  aa  regarda  fuel  in 
certain  districts  " — the  distressed  ones-^"  have 
the  effect  of  meeting  any  wants  that  may  arise 
when  tiie  present  stocks  are  exhausted." 

And,  as  regards  food,  we  have  tlie 
strongest  reason  to  believe  that  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  provid- 
ing supplies,  when  it  is  known  that  their 
application  will  be  authorized.  The 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  insists  on  the  fact 
that  the  Local  Gk>vernment  Board  have 
not  informed  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
to  relax  the  rules  in  regard  to  out-door 
relief.  In  this  also  we  acted  advisedly. 
We  had  Inspectors  on  the  spot.  The 
Local  Government  Board  was  charged 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  watch 
the  progress  of  the  distress  most  nar- 
rowly; but  we  did  not  tell  every  Board 
of  Guardians,  or  any  Board  of  Guardians, 
to  relax  the  operations  of  the  Poor  Law 
until  we  saw  that  a  real  necessity  for  it 
had  arisen.  We  took  the  responsibility 
on  ourselves,  and  we  believe  we  have 
acted  wisely,  in  order  to  prevent  an  in- 
discriminate and  unnecessary  application 
of  this  out-door  relief.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  persons  holding 
more  than  a  quarter  of  an  acre  of  land 
are  disqualified  from  obtaining  out-door 
relief.  That  rule  has  been  relaxed  so  as 
to  allow  out-door  relief  to  be  given  to 
persons  really  destitute.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  insisted  with  very  great 
force  on  the  errors  committed  in  the 
administration  of  relief  under  the  system 
of  large  public  works  in  1847  and  1848. 
The  Government  have  all  along  felt  that 
any  large  system  of  public  works  was 
open  to  great  objection  ;  that  it  carried 
with  it  the  impossibility  of  supervision, 
or  of  exercising  such  control  over  it  as 
would  secure  the  desired  end — the  relief 
of  the  destitute.  Our  object  has  been 
that  relief  should  be  g^ven  in  the 
least  injurious  form  to  the  persons 
who  received  it.  In  the  first  instance, 
we  desired  to  stimulate  applications  from 
landlords  who  wished  to  improve  their 
own  property  and  who  had  a  care  for  the 
people.  In  the  next  place,  we  offered 
loans  to  the  sanitary  authorities  and  to 
the  presentment  sessions,  and  insisted 
that  the  amounts  should  be  returned 
within  a  certain  period  of  time.  The 
works  undertaken  in  consequence  will 
be  carefully  supervised  by  the  local 
county  surveyor — the  county  itself  beins 
rMponiible  for  the  capital  sum  advanced. 


Ghreater  supervision  will  be  exercised  in 
that  way  than  could  be  done  in  the  case 
of  vast  public  works.  Where  many  thou- 
sands of  persons  might  be  employed  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  exercise 
effectual  supervision.  Another  matter 
I  may  mention  in  passing  is  that  of  the 
food  supply.  Upon  that  question  I  beg 
to  refer  to  the  opinion  of  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan,  who  states,  in  effect,  that 
neither  wholesale  dealers  in  towns  nor 
retail  dealers  in  rural  districts  will  lay 
in  their  usual  stocks  of  food  or  make 
any  extraordinary  exertions  to  supply  it 
while  they  have  a  prospect  of  the  Go- 
vernment competing  with  them  in  pro- 
viding  food  for  the  people.  These  words, 
I  think,  go  far  to  justify  the  cautious 
course  the  Gk>vemment  have  followed. 
It  has  been  their  desire  not  to  interfere 
with  the  natural  means  of  trade  supply 
and  employment,  but  only  to  supplement 
and  aid  those  means  when  they  ap- 
peared to  fall  short  of  what  was  required. 
As  to  railways,  the  Government  have  not 
been  unwilling  to  consider  proposals 
made,  under  already  existing  Acts,  to 
assist  in  operations  of  that  character; 
but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
shown,  such  railway  works  could  not  be 
carried  out,  in  all  human  probability, 
successfully,  in  order  to  meet  the  present 
emergency  and  the  present  distress.  An 
Act  of  Parliament  would  have,  perhaps, 
to  be  procured ;  and  a  contractor  would 
have  to  be  obtained,  who  could  not  be 
bound  to  find  employment  for  persons 
in  the  particular  district  through  which 
the  railway  passed,  and  the  consequence 
would  be  that  other  people  would  be  im- 
ported into  a  locality  already  suffering 
from  distress.  The  other  day  some  works 
were  to  be  carried  out  in  Dublin,  and  the 
contract  was  obtained  by  a  Scotchman,  to 
the  great  dissatisfaction  of  persons  in 
Dublin  who  sought  employment.  But  the 
Lord  Mayor  and  Corporation  showed 
that  they  could  not  do  otherwise  than 
accept  the  lowest  tender.  Would  not 
something  similar  be  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  those  railways?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  shook  his  head. 

MB.MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he  had 
spoken  of  two  particular  oases  in  which 
persons  on  the  spot  would  be  employed. 

Mr.  W.  H.; SMITH:  Then  there  is 
another  point.  If  employment  is 
g^ven,  it  snould  not  be  of  such  a  kind 
as  to  interfere  with  the  proper  produQ- 
tion  of  food  for  the  people.    I  do  not 
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tbink  it  necessary  or  desirable  that  I 
should  follow  my  right  hon  Friend  in 
the  remarks  he  made  with  reference  to 
the  events  of  last  week.  We  are  here 
in  presence  of  a  much  more  serious 
matter  than  anything  which  can  happen 
to  a  political  Party  ;  and  I  think  we  can 
appeal  not  only  to  hon  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, but  to  the  country,  to  support  the 
Government  in  the  duty  which  they 
have  to  discharge  at  this  time,  and  that 
is,  to  care  for  those  poor  people  in  the 
manner  which,  as  set  forth  in  the  Trea- 
sury Minute  that  has  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  will  afford  relief 
with  the  least  demoralizing  effect  to 
those  distressed  fellow-subjects.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  referred  to  the  error  which  he 
thought  the  Government  had  committed 
in  not  announcing  their  proposals  earlier, 
BO  as  to  prevent  the  necessity  for  the 
collection  of  money  in  the  form  of 
charity.  On  the  other  hand,  I  take 
credit,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
that  they  did  not  do  so.  It  is  most  de- 
sirable, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said,  that  just  now  any  effort  they 
might  make  should  be  supplemented  by 
private  charity ;  and  we  know  that  any 
effort  the  Government  makes  does  check 
relief  from  private  individuals,  and,  in 
a  measure,  deter  them  from  discharging 
a  duty  which  is  incumbent  upon  them, 
and  which  they  would  otherwise  dis- 
charge. The  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  the  conditions  under  which  a  large 
number  of  the  people  of  Ireland  are 
living.  I  own  that  those  conditions  are 
sad  to  the  last  degree.  They  deserve 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  and  of 
all  persons  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  their  fellow-subjects,  and  they 
deserve  still  more  the  full  consideration 
of  gentlemen  who  own  property  in  Ire- 
land, and  live  amongst  the  people  there ; 
because,  after  all,  anyone  who  has  any 
knowledge  of  social  affairs  is  aware  that 
law  has  very  much  less  to  do  with  the 
conduct  of  the  people  than  the  influences 
which  are  otherwise  exercised  upon 
them.  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  it  is  a 
misfortune  of  the  gravest  character  that 
BO  many  persons  should  be  contented 
to  live  on  such  small  patches  of  land, 
because,  certainly,  when  there  is  any 
failure  in  their  crops,  they  must  fall  into 
that  destitution  which  has  been  described 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway.  I  may 
also  be  permitted  to  refer  to  a  question 
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which  the  hon.  Gentleman  raised,  and 
which  was  also  raised  the  other  evening 
with  moderation  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Galway  (Major  Nolan), 
and  that  is,  the  necessity  of  making 
some  provision  for  procuring  seed  for 
the  occupiers  of  land.  Many  persons, 
landlords  and  others,  who  take  an 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  those  people 
have  already  procured  seed  to  a  very 
considerable  extent.  We  had  informa- 
tion this  morning  that  some  vessels  had 
been  chartered  to  go  to  the  West  coast 
of  Ireland  with  seed,  which  in  a  measure 
would  afford  relief.  With  reference  to 
the  Bill  which  has  been  brought  forward 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway,  I  should  say  that 
the  Government,  though  most  desirous 
that  it  should  be  read  a  second  time  to- 
night, are  not  prepared  fully  to  accept 
all  its  provisions.  There  are,  in  fact, 
several  points  in  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  which  I  take  exception. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Bill  has  reference 
exclusively  to  potatoes,  and  I  believe  it 
would  be  a  great  misfortTine  if  the  culti- 
vation of  potatoes  alone  were  encou- 
raged in  the  distressed  district ;  for,  as 
I  have  already  said,  it  is  a  mistake  to 
rely  entirely  upon  one  crop,  which  might 
possibly  bo  a  failure.  Again,  I  cannot 
think  it  wise  that  the  seed  potatoes 
should  be  sold  at  less  than  their  proper 
value.  It  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  trade  should  be  encouraged  to  do 
for  the  country  all  that  it  possibly  can 
do  during  the  present  crisis,  and  I  fear 
that  the  proposal  to  sell  seed  potatoes 
below  their  market  price  will  have  the 
effect  of  stopping  the  importation  of 
them  into  any  part  of  Ireland.  It  mat- 
ters comparatively  little  whether  the 
farmers  paid  a  shilling  or  so,  more  or 
less,  for  their  seed  potatoes;  what  is 
all-important  is  that  the  seed  should 
be  sown  and  the  crop  put  into  the 
ground.  However,  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  state  their  views  on  this  and 
other  details  more  fully  in  Committee  on 
their  own  Bill,  or  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member.  I  trust,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will 
understand  that  we  are  fully  prepared 
to  give  the  subject  very  careful  considera- 
tion—  in  fact,  have  given  it  the  most 
careful  consideration — and  will  be  pre- 
pared, at  the  proper  time,  to  introduce 
clauses  to  give  effect  to  our  views.  We 
have  not  moved  earlier  because  we  did 
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not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  market, 
or  raise  hopes  sooner  than  was  desir- 
able; but  the  Government  will  give 
every  possible  assistance  which  they  be- 
lieve would  tend  to  confer  real  benefits 
on  the  farmers.  I  do  not  propose  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway,  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  on  the  question  of 
land  tenure,  or  peasant  proprietorship, 
or  any  of  those  points  referred  to  in  the 
Amendment.  What  I  desire  to  address 
myself  to  is,  simply,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment are  doing  and  endeavouring 
to  do  their  duty  in  the  matter  of  this 
distress  which  exists  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland.  I  think  I  have  answered  the 
questions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  I  have  shown  that  the  matter 
has  been'  constantly  before  us,  that  we 
have  not  lost  sight  of  it  for  a  single 
moment  since  Parliament  rose  last  Au- 
gust ;  andi;hat  we  have  fully  understood 
our  responsibility,  and  fuUy  accept  it. 
Deplorable  as  is  the  present  state  of 
some  parts  of  Ireland,  I  hope  that,  by 
the  blessing  of  Providence,  there  will  be 
a  good  harvest  this  year,  and  that  the 
distress  will,  in  a  short  time,  pass  away. 
Mb.  T.  DICKSON  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  accept  the  statement 
made  by  more  than  one  hon.  Member 
as  to  the  unsympathizing  attitude  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  North  of  Ireland  to- 
wards their  distressed  fellow-country- 
men. In  justice  to  Ulster  he  begged 
them  to  believe,  and,  indeed,  could  say 
from  his  own  knowledge,  that  that  was 
not  the  case.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  (Mr.  J.  P.  Corry)  had  spoken  of 
the  prosperity  of  Ulster,  and  of  the 
great  revival  of  trade.  He  (Mr.  T. 
Dickson)  would  admit  that  there  was  in 
Ulster  at  the  present  time  a  very  great 
revival  of  trade ;  but  he  would  like  to 
ask  the  House  what  immediate  con- 
nection the  revival  of  the  linen  trade  and 
of  the  shipping  interest  had  possibly 
with  the  agricultural  distress  ?  Al- 
though, at  the  present  moment,  there 
existed  no  starvation  and  no  want  in 
Ulster,  the  people  were  in  penury;  their 
savings  had  been  swept  away,  and  the 
small  farmers  of  Ulster  were  in  the  very 
deepest  distress,  bordering,  indeed,  on 
starvation.  One  great  point  of  safety 
in  Ulster  was  that  which  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary sneered  at — the  Ulster  tenant 
right.  It  was  the  basis  of  credit  for  the 
small  farmers  at  the  present  time ;  and 
although  their  savings  had  been  entirely 


swept  away  during  the  past  two  or  three 
years  of  distress,  the  tenant  right  of 
Ulster  was  still  the  basis  of  credit  upon 
which  the  small  farmers  now  depended 
for  carrying  them  through  the  present 
crisis.  The  Seconder  of  the  Address  had 
stated  the  great  grievance  of  Ireland  to 
be  over-population.  Was  there  any 
Member  of  the  House  who  believed  that 
Ireland  was  really  over-populated  with 
5,000,000of  people,  and  that  the  country, 
if  properly  developed,  was  not  capable 
of  supporting  twice  that  number?  It 
had  been  a  matter  of  surprise  to  many 
Members  of  the  House  that  the  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  in  the  long  discursive 
speech  he  had  made,  should  have  evaded 
ail  reference  to  the  subjects  of  the 
Queen's  Speech;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  Dickson) 
thought  he  could  give  the  House  the 
explanation.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  (Mr.  J.  P.  Corry)  had  been 
called  upon  to  address  a  great  Orange 
soiree,  and,  instead  of  delivering  his 
speech  to  that  assemblage,  he  had  kept 
it  for  the  House  of  Commons.  He  could 
not  but  look  with  regret  upon  the  un- 
finished line  of  railway  between  London- 
derry and  Donegal.  The  Bill  had 
passed  all  stages  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons last  Session,  but  had  been  arbi- 
trarily thrown  out  in  '*  another  place," 
though  if  it  had  become  law  there  would 
have  been  employment  in  Donegal  for 
hundreds  of  the  population.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  said  they  had 
first  to  get  an  Act  of  Parliament  and  buy 
land  before  they  could  proceed  with 
railways.  There  were,  however,  two 
railways  which  had  got  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament; and,  so  far  as  he  could  find, 
there  had  been  no  response  from  the 
Board  of  Works  as  to  giving  money  for 
the  beginning  of  the  work.    He  believed, 

Eersonally,  that  had  the  Memorial  which 
ad  been  signed  by  the  Irish  Members 
received  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  distress  would  have  been 
averted ;  and,  owing  to  this  inaction  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  he  should 
sup|K)rt  the  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
Cork  in  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
moved  to  the  Address. 

Mr.  HERMON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  the  county  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  placed  before  the  House  facts  which 
were  well  worthy  of  consideration.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  in  much 
more  moderate  terms  of  the  antioipated 
famine  than  some  of  the  speakers  who 
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the  landlords  an  opportunity  of  increaa- 
ing  their  liability  by  borrowing  money 
under  the  Bill.  Then,  if  that  did  not  suc- 
ceed, the  Government  said  they  would 
give  power  to  call  baronial  sessions  ;  but 
where  were  the  baronial  sessions  to  be 
called  ?  They  were  only  to  be  called  in 
the  distressed  districts,  and  who  were  to 
pay  the  rates  for  the  employment  of  the 
people  ?  Why  the  persons  so  employed  ? 
This  was  what  the  Government  proposed 
to  do,  and  yet  they  said  they  had  done 
everything  that  it  was  becoming  a  Go- 
vernment should  do.  He  might  not, 
perhaps,  be  justified  in  stating  that  star- 
vation was  ti£q  in  the  country.  [An  hon. 
Membeb  :  Hear,  hear  !  ]  An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  an  ironical  cheer ;  but  per- 
haps that  hon.  Member  coidd  recoUect 
1847  ?  The  deaths  from  fever  in  1846, 
1847,  and  1848,  no  doubt  outnumbered 
the  cases  of  deaths  from  actual  starva- 
tion ;  but  it  did  not  much  matter  to  the 
poor  people  whether  they  died  from 
starvation  or  fever.  Was  there  any 
hon.  Gentleman  present  who  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  in  consequence  of  the 
diminution  of  food  in  the  distressed  dis- 
tricts the  seeds  of  fever  had  not  been 
sown  at  this  moment ;  and  yet  the  re- 
medy which  the  Government  proposed 
for  this  state  of  things  was  to  allow  the 
landlords  to  borrow  money  which  they 
would  find  it  difficult  to  repay,  and  occu- 
piers to  borrow  money  to  defray  the 
charge  of  food  of  which  they  were  to 
be  recipients.  With  what  justice,  then, 
could  he  and  other  Irish  Members  be 
charged  with  fEustious  conduct,  when 
they  denounced  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  being  inadequate  to  the 
occasion  ?  Coming,  as  they  aid,  from  the 
distressed  country,  and  having  the  in- 
terests of  its  people  at  heart,  they  were 
simply  pleading  for  them  at  a  time  when 
their  lives  were  in  danger.  For  his  own 
part,  if  that  were  faction,  he  should  glory 
m  the  accusation.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University,  who  had 
made  himself  the  apologist  of  the  Go- 
vernment, gave  the  House  the  other 
evening  a  sketoh  of  the  history  of  Irish 
landlords ;  but  would  anyone  who  knew 
Ireland  accept  the  case  of  Sir  Arthur 
Guinness,  with  his  country  seat  on  the 
shore  of  Louffh  Corrib,  as  a  case  fairly 
illustrative  ox  the  class  he  undertook  to 
describe  ?  It  was  always  rash  to  argue 
from  particulars  to  generals,  and  that 
was  wnat  the  hon.  and  leaxned  Gentle- 


man had  done  in  dealing  with  that  part 
of  the  subject.  He  looked  with  feehngs 
of  alarm  on  the  action  which  the  Go-- 
vernment  had  determined  to  take.  He 
was  far  from  denying  that  abuses  had 
arisen  in  Ireland  in  connection  with  pub- 
lic works ;  but  who  would  venture  to  as- 
sert now  that  those  abuses  could  not  be 
prevented  ?  There  were  many  railways 
in  an  unfinished  state,  for  example,  which 
might  be  assisted.  In  his  own  county 
a  line  partially  constructed  might  be 
completed  and  worked  with  great  ad- 
vantage ;  but  it  remained  unfinished  for 
want  of  funds.  The  House  surely  would 
not  affirm  the  principle  that,  in  a  time 
of  peril  like  this,  those  who  asked  for 
useful  help  for  the  people  should  be  met 
by  the  economistic  views  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  In  a  late  debate  in 
**  another  place,**  himself  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  near  him  had  been  stig- 
matized as  disloyal  to  the  Crown.  That 
charge  was  made  by  no  less  a  personiu^ 
than  the  Prime  Minister  himself  on  l£e 
first  night  of  the  Session.  On  the  part 
of  the  Gentlemen  thus  stigmatized,  he 
indignantly  repelled  the  imputation; 
and  though  they  were  beneath  the 
Prime  Minister  in  position  and  in 
dignity,  he  trusted  they  were  his  equtds 
in  honourable  feeling.  He  knew  the 
g^eat  abilities  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
his  mastery  of  language,  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  could  give  utterance  to 
incisive  sentences;  but  he  was  astonished 
at  the  taunts  in  which  he  had  thought 
proper  to  indulge.  He  (Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien)  humbly  begged  to 'say  that  the 
noble  Earl  should  be  more  careful  in 
his  language.  He  recollected  when  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was  charged  by  the  noble 
Lord  with  having  stolen  the  clothes  of 
the  Whigs;  but  in  1867  he  had  not 
hesitated  to  do  the  same,  and  when  he 
read  his  speech  he  was  reminded  of  the 
words  of  Montesquieu  with  regard  to 
Cicero — **  Un  beau  ginie^  mats  un$  duM 
souvent  commune.** 

Mb.  BLENNERHASSETT  said,  he 
would  not  have  ventured  to  intrude  on 
the  House  but  for  the  fact  that  he  lived 
in  a  county  where  the  present  distress 
was  felt  with  extreme  severity.  The 
whole  of  Kerry  was  afifeoted  by  it,  but 
especially  the  part  where  he  lived.  He 
approached  tms  question  with  no  desire 
to  embarrass  the  Government,  but  evezy 
wish  to  assist  them.  Speaking  from  his 
local  knowledge,  he  oould  not  refrain 
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from  saying  that  the  measures  of  the 
Oovornmont  up  to  the  present  in  dealing 
with  the  state  of  things  m  Kerry  had  been 
far  from  prompt  or  ado<][uato  to  the  occa- 
sion, and  for  that  reason  he  should  feel 
bound  to  vote  for  the  Amendment.  They 
luul  boon  told  over  and  oyer  again  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  that  the  Go- 
vorument  had  had  full  and  ample  warn- 
ing of  the  impending  distress,  and  he 
oo\ild  OHHort  with  confidence  that  that 
WJUi  so  in  the  county  Kerry.  In  the 
t^xtromo  south-west  of  that  county  there 
was  a  wild)  mountainouB,  boggy  district 
of  *J00,000  acres,  with  a  scattered  popu- 
lation of  over  20,000.  A  meeting  was 
held  in  the  prindpal  town,  representing 
all  classes.  The  real  stnte  of  affairs  was 
plaiHHl  before  the  CK>vernment,  and  re- 
mediiM  sugtft>stoil  in  the  shape  of  repro- 
ductive public  works;  but  only  the  usual 
otUcial  ros^Huiso  was  roooived,  and  no- 
thing had  been  done.  Meanwhile, 
)HK>ple  had  boon  stturving  and  dyinff  for 
months.  lUthough  they  might  have  oeen 
jm^fitably  omployoil  in  roi'laiming  an 
immense  ar\^  of  Vich  land  now  covered 
by  the  sea  at  high  water.  Had  a  rail- 
way btHui  C\n\*tructiHl  in  the  district  it 
wtmld  have  addtni  thousands  a-year  to 
lh<k  w*i^ur\H>a  of  the  country.  *  Thon^ 
wer^  abiKUutely  no  sanitary  w\^rks 
lhr\>u|rhout  a  largi^  |Virt  of  the  district, 
and  iu>  iewer  than  37  |>er  ci^ut  of  the 
population  Uv\hI  in  wri^'^heil  hovels, 
which  had  uol  mor»  than  one  door  and 
out^  window.  The  \\>nstH|ueuco  was  that 
iJh^  |ViK^|4e  of  that  |^art  ixf  Ireland  ft>lt 
Ui«Mii»ehr^  in  the  ^xvuiivni  of  having  no 
i)»viNrumiMit  t\>  which  they  c^hiKI  ap^HVil 
flvr  f^iif^  iu  thtur  di»lre«it!^;  and  although 
iK'k  actual  deaths  tV\HU  siarvatiou  had 
b^Nwi  ¥>K\vxlcvl  as  having  \vcurtt\l  among 
ih^MUk  sixU  the  vVtt^iitutivVdsof  thvHisauds 
lOKKViig  ihtMtt  had  Kvn  »o  shattensl  bv 
^i^wiv^ftttvMi  v>f  ade\\uaie  ^khI  and  fui^l 
iKai  ihey  wvuld  b^  sicki^  and  mi^vr- 
abW  l^vr  ihe  n^cM  v\f  their  Uv^Mk  It 
w%)t  ontsy  ihat  uxvvrtiiuc  thai  he  had  re- 
<<iMV>^l  Kmum^  »i;(^iiu^  thai  ihe  vxld  t'kmiue 
l^f^NT  lujid  br^vk^'u  \Hil  am\Mi^  ihcni,  and 
I^N^N^  w«»  iJK>  l^Ui^  wKe«>i^lhe  |>M^ileii<v 
wvMuM  i4v>|v    li  wiMi  i\lW  f^vr  h\Mi.  iK^ntl^s 


iv^  ):v4  m^  i>)(  ihi:!^  U\Hisii»  and  ^  thai 
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GK)vemment  were  going  to  do  he  gave 
his  full  acknowledgment.     Those  pro- 
posals had  been  so  clearly  and  so  nilly 
considered  that  he  would  not  dwell  upon 
them,  except  to  say  that,  listening  just 
now  to  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  he 
could  not  but  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  spoke  like  a  man  who  had  en- 
tirely failed  to  grasp  the  serious  state  of 
the  case.     WeU  disposed  to  the  Irish 
people,  and  anxious  to  relieve  their  suf- 
fering, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
misconceived  and  quite  under-estimated 
the  serious  nature  of  the  difiQ.cultie8  with 
which  his   Government    had    to    deal. 
Moreover,    the    assistance    g^ven    now 
would,  to  a  great  extent,  come  too  late. 
Help  should  have  been  given  through- 
out the  winter,  so  as  to  enable  the  people 
to  resume  their  ordinary  farming  duties 
in  March  and  April ;  whereas  now  the 
Government    assistance    might    do    as 
much  harm  as  good  in  tempting  the 
people  to  neglect  their  tillage  in  order 
to  earn  money  on  the  public  works  to 
meet  their  immediate  neoeesities.     He 
feared  that  even  if  seed  potatoes  were 
sent  over  to  the  country  and  offered  at 
cost  price  the  people  would  be  too  poor 
to  buy  them.      He  did  not  say  that  the 
Government  were  bound  to  zni^e  people 
rich.     That  would,  indeed,  be  a  foolish 
thing  to  assert.  But  he  did  say  this  most 
confidently — that  when  the  condition  of 
any  people  £rom  year  to  year,  and  from 
age  to  age,  was  one  of  miseirand  poverty, 
thiv»e  |HH>ple  were  entitled  to  see  that 
their  misery  and  their  poverty  were  not 
mrv^duce^l  by  artificial  csauaes.  The  Chief 
Nx'retary  &ad  alluded  to  the  agitation 
as  the  rvx>i  of  the  present  difficulty;  bat 
he  havl  uvn  indicated  the  secret  of  the 
agitators*  power  in   the   idleneaa  and 
l(ailhlec»ne(!^  of  those  who  were  bound  to 
^xffer   redr^i»   ^  gnevaiices.     Ab  the 
riiirhi  hon.  Member  1^  Chre<aiwkh  (Mr. 
Gtad^iv^ae''  once  staid — **  Take  oat  of  the 
hands  of  the  agitator  the  we^oa  be 
wields,  and  vHtl  cUT  hi;»  month  the  griev- 
aiK>e  he  pletjid;!^'*      TW  state  of  Ire- 
laud  had    f^vr   <M«it«n«w   been   a   dis- 
gtraice  K^  ctTtUsatioa.    TW  deauiplion 
gt\>M\  by  l>Min  ;^wifl  in  h»  SAari  Ac-^ 
<v«^  ^y  ^i^^M^  wvMftKi  apfity  to  tke  pre- 
^^ut  \\>Bi:diiK^  K>f  thai  «vMKaaT»  tke  trodi 
K^'iiur  ihai  it  w«s  inK^iigmUew  ami  eoold 
Hn^  I^  alV>Yy4  to  esM.    All  ^al  m  Qo* 
v^Nmotteai  <\Mftld  4g»  wea  to  see  ^al  &• 
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were  not  wasted  by  a  vicious  system. 
The  Irish  cottiers,  it  had  been  truly  said, 
fi^ained  nothing  by  being  industrious, 
because  of  the  state  of  their  land  sys- 
tem; and  although  by  a  stroke  of  the 
legislative  wand  the  accumulated  evils 
or  generations  could  not  be  removed, 
yet  we  ought  to  put  them  in  a  fair  way 
of  improvement  by  putting  an  end  to 
that  uncertainty  of  tenure  which  had 
crushed  out  the  life  and  hope  of  the  Irish 
tenant,  and  should  provide  by  just  mea- 
sures for  the  restoration  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  to  the  ownership  of  the  soil. 
If  the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham 
had  been  adopted  there  would  now  be  in 
Ireland  many  thousands  of  persons  own- 
ing the  land  which  they  cultivated,  and 
the  debt  they  incurred  for  the  purchase 
of  that  land  entirely,  or  almost  entirely, 
swept  away.  In  the  case  of  adverse 
seasons,  such  persons  would  have  a 
stock  to  fall  back  upon.  One  good  re- 
sult, he  thought,  would  arise  out  of  this 
debate — that  the  national  conscience 
would  be  awakened  to  deal  with  this 
great  and  difficult  question.  He  hoped 
the  Gk>vemment  would  deal  with  it  pro- 
perly, and  that  thinking  men  in  this 
country  would  set  their  minds  to  work 
to  deal  with  this  deeply-rooted  cause  of 
distress;  for  if  they  did  not  do  so  the 
dark  shadow  of  disaster  would  again 
and  again  sweep  over  Ireland. 

Sib  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR  said, 
he  thought  it  was  about  time  the  Home 
Bide  Party  should  hear  some  home 
truths  from  the  English  and  Scotch 
Members.  Few  of  the  latter  had  spoken 
in  this  debate,  and  he  shared  the  dis- 
satisfaction which  many  Members  felt  at 
the  course  the  Irish  Members  took  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session,  in  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  at  10 
o'clock.  Such  a  course  was  unwarranted 
and  unprecedented.  The  reason  ad- 
duced for  it  at  the  time  turned  out  not 
to  be  solid ;  for  while  it  was  stated  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  been  put  in  possession  of  certain 
facts  of  the  most  material  consequence 
to  the  debate,  not  a  single  fact  had  since 
been  brought  out  which  could  not  have 
been  adduced  eaually  well  on  the  night 
in  question.  Imow,  as  an  independent 
Member,  he  said  tiie  Gbvemment  was 
bound  to  nip  the  policy  of  obstruction  in 
the  bud.  It  had  begun  with  the  open- 
ing of  the  Semon,  and  he  believed  that 


English  and  Scotch  Members  would  no 
longer  tolerate  it,  or  allow  the  business 
affecting  26,000,000  of  people  to  be 
thrown  aside  at  the  bidding  of  5,000,000 
or  6,000,000.  Obstruction  should  be 
treated  like  the  cattle  disease — it  should 
be  stamped  out.  The  Irish  Members 
seemed  to  forget  the  small  ratio  of  their 

Sopidation  to  that  of  the  United  Eling- 
om,  and  that  they  had  no  sort  of  right 
to  more  than  a  fair  share  of  the  time  at 
the  disposal  of  the  House.  It  would  be 
interesting  to  have  a  Ketum  showing,  on 
an  average  of  the  last  three  Sessions, 
how  many  hours  out  of  the  time  at  the 
disposal  of  Parliament  had  been  devoted 
really  to  Public  Business.  Properly 
speaking,  two-thirds  of  that  time  should 
have  been  devoted  to  Imperial  questions, 
and  one-third  to  local  matters.  Of  that 
one-third  a  proportionate  share  should 
be  allotted  to  Ireland,  England,  and 
Scotiand,  according  to  the  amount  they 
severaUv  contributed  to  the  Public  Beve- 
nue.  Then,  if  the  Irish  Members  chose 
to  take  up  more  than  their  fair  share  of 
time,  they  shoidd  be  restricted  from 
bringing  forward  any  further  measures 
for  the  rest  of  the  Session.  The  distress 
in  Ireland  appeared  to  him  to  be  very 
much  exaggerated.  He  had  carefully 
read  all  the  information  he  could  obtain 
on  the  matter;  and  although,  in  some 
districts,  the  distress  did  appear  to  be 
severe,  it  was  the  exception  and  not  the 
rule.  He,  for  one,  thought  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  were  perfectiy 
satisfactory,  and  fully  adequate  to  the 
occasion.  He  considered,  moreover, 
that  the  Government  had  in  one  respect 
gone  a  great  deal  too  far.  It  was  a 
monstrous  injustice  to  English  and 
Scotch  landlords  that  Irish  landlords, 
forsooth,  were  to  have  advances  at  I  per 
cent,  whilst  those  in  England  and  Scot- 
land had  to  pay  6^.  He,  for  one,  would 
certainly  divide  the  House  against  such 
partiality  and  injustice.  He  would  have 
no  objection,  considering  the  exceptional 
crisis,  to  allowing  Irish  landlords  to  have 
money  at  the  same  rate  as  the  Funds — 
3  per  cent.  They  would  then  be  gettine 
it  at  less  than  hadf  what  the  English  ana 
Scotch  landlords  had  to  pay.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  in  that  respect 
was  founded  on  a  most  unsafe  policy. 
He  would  rather  give  Ireland  £1,000 
than  lend  them  £2,000.  Anvone  who 
went  into  the  Library,  and  looked  at  the 
statistics  of  Ixiflh  loans,  would  find  that 
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they  were  very  often  not  repaid,  and 
that  hardly  a  year  passed  without  large 
arrears  of  prinoipal  and  interest  having 
to  be  wiped  off.  That  was  especially  the 
case  with  regard  to  loans  for  harbours 
of  refuge,  of  which  he  had  some  expe- 
rience. A  ereat  fuss  was  made  by  Irish 
Members  about  the  landlords;  but  he 
could  tell  them  the  Land  Laws  of  Lreland 
were  infinitely  more  favourable  to  the 
tenant  than  the  landlords  of  England 
and  Scotland.  The  only  vote  he  ever 
regretted  giving  in  that  House  was  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Lish  Land  Bill.  He  was  ashamed 
of  himself  to  think  he  was  not  found  in 
the  Lobby  with  the  late  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley),  who  had  the  courage  of 
Ids  opinions,  and  voted  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Communistic  and  Socialistic 
measure.  He  oould  not  conceive  a 
greater  piece  of  confiscation  and  folly 
than  the  granting  of  compensation  for 
disturbance,  and  that,  too,  on  a  sliding 
scale,  according  to  the  size  of  the  farms. 
If  it  was  g^ranted  at  all  it  ought  to  be 
on  a  uniform  scale ;  but  it  was  a  most 
absurd  principle  altogether.  A  man  in 
a  mercantile  business  might  be  injured 
by  having  his  possession  oisturbed ;  but 
what  could  it  matter  to  a  farm  tenant 
whether  he  farmed  one  plot  or  another  ? 
It  was  generally  understood  that  a  gpreat 
deal  of  the  laiid  in  Ireland  was  held 
very  much  below  its  real  value,  on  valu- 
ations made  many  years  ago.  If  the 
tenants  were  rack-rented,  he  would  like 
to  know  how  it  was  that  sums  unknown 
in  England  and  Scotland  were  paid  for 
the  goodwill  of  farms — in  some  cases, 
indeed,  more  than  the  fee  simple  of  the 
land?  This  proved  that  the  tenants  were 
justly  and  liberally  dealt  with  ;  and  he, 
as  a  landlord,  could  not  sit  there  and 
hear  the  Irish  landlords  abused  without 
putting  in  a  word.  The  Liberal  Party 
was  like  the  Empire  of  Japan,  in  having 
two  leaders.  They  had  their  Mikado 
and  their  Tycoon — they  had  a  Mayor  of 
the  Palace  and  an  Emperor.  With  re- 
ference to  the  first,  whom  he  would  call 
the  Mikado,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Badnor  Boroughs,  the  nominal 
Leader,  in  writing  to  the  Home  Eule 
candidate  for  Liverpool,  had  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  question  of  Home 
Bule  was  not  a  vital  question.  That 
certainly  was  not  the  opinion  of  1  in 
10,    or    1    in  100,   of  the  people   of 
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England.  They  held  that  the  question 
of  Home  Hule  was  a  vitcd  question,  and, 
moreover,  that  it  was  one  that  they 
would  never  consent  to  be  even  inquired 
into.  He  hoped  and  believed  that  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  were 
just  as  determined  to  hold  the  Three 
Kingdoms  together,  one  and  indivisible, 
with  one  single  Parliament,  as  the  people 
of  the  Northern  States  of  America  were 
to  hold  the  Southern  and  Northern 
States  together ;  and,  if  necessary,  they 
would  take  the  same  effectual  means  to 
insure  that  result  as  the  Northern  States 
took  on  that  occasion.  Ireland  was  a 
geographical  expression.  The  Province 
of  Ulster  was  as  different  £rom  the  rest 
of  Ireland  as  Scotland  was  from  Eng- 
land ;  and  he  would  like  to  know  what 
would  become  of  Ireland  if  Ulster  did 
not  form  part  of  it  ?  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  Irish  absentees.  He 
had  taken  the  trouble  of  looking  into 
that  question.  He  had  seen  in  the  Li- 
brary the  Returns  procured  at  the  in- 
stance, he  thought,  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westmeath.  What  was  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  ?  So  far  from  nearly  every 
Irish  proprietor  being  an  absentee,  only 
one-firth  of  the  soil  was  held  by  absentee 
proprietors.  He  was  not  at  all  clear  that 
there  were  not  as  many  absentees  Scotch 
and  English  proprietors  as  Irish.  Yet 
they  never  heard  of  any  complaints,  or  of 
any  threats  being  made  by  English  or 
Scotch  tenants  upon  the  subject  of  ab- 
sentees. Were  tne  Irish  landlords  to  be 
adscripti  gUhce — tied  to  the  soil  ?  It  was 
an  Englishman's  privilege  to  eo  where 
and  to  do  what  he  liked,  and  it  was 
equally  the  privilege  of  the  Irish. 
Though  he  might  be  a  resident  pro- 
prietor in  England,  he  certainly  would 
not  be  a  resident  proprietor  in  Ireland. 
When  hon.  Members  considered  the 
little  gfratitude  they  received  for  their 
kindness,  and  the  chance  they  had 
of  assassination,  he  was  only  surprised 
that  BO  many  resided  in  the  coun- 
try. Now,  as  to  the  plan  of  estab- 
lishing a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ire- 
land, he  wanted  to  know  how  it  was  that 
very  few  of  the  Irish,  when  they  had  an 
opportunity  of  buying  the  property  of 
the  landlords  under  the  Bright  Clauses 
of  the  Land  Act,  took  advantage  of  it? 
A  little  boy  might  take  a  horse  to  the 
water,  but  a  thousand  men  could  not 
make  him  drink.  He  thought  it  would 
be  as  difficult  to  make  the  Irieh  tenant 
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farmera  buy  their  land.  If  the  tenant 
farmers  were  to  be  assisted  in  bujine 
the  property  of  the  landlords,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  was  to  become  of  the  labour- 
ers ?  Were  they  to  be  cut  out,  and  to 
have  no  share  of  the  plunder  ?  If  it  was 
right  to  assist  the  tenant  farmers  to  buy 
their  land,  by  all  means  let  the  labourers 
have  their  share  of  it.  What  would  be 
the  consequence  ?  From  the  year  1821 
to  1841  the  population  of  Ireland  had 
increased  by  1,500,000 ;  and  if  they  had 
gone  on  at  the  same  rate  of  progress, 
Ireland  woidd  now  have  been  uke  a 
human  rabbit  warren,  with  a  population 
of  something  like  14,000,000.  If  we  had 
now  such  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
distress  amongst  5,600,000,  wnat  should 
we  have  done  with  14,000,000?  The 
Irish  were  notoriously  unthrifty.  They 
were  bad  farmers,  and  their  climate  was 
the  least  favourable  to  agriculture  in  the 
world.  The  land  would  soon,  under  the 
desired  system,  be  sub-divided  like  Swit- 
zerland, where  the  soil  looked  very  much 
like  a  chess-board — each  small  square 
with  its  proprietor.  The  population 
would  in  a  luiort  time  be  doubled  or 
trebled,  and  what  would  happpen  then  ? 
Famines  were  now  rare.  They  would 
then  become  periodic  and  chronic. 
Beverting  to  Home  Bule,  although 
about  three-fifths  of  the  Irish  Members 
were  pledged  to  that  principle,  some  of 
them  very  reluctantly,  the  other  two- 
fifths  repudiated  it;  and  although  its 
advocates  were  the  most  noisy  of  their 
countrymen,  he  was  not  sure  that  they 
had  the  majority  of  the  population  be- 
hind them.  Moreover  opinions  must  be 
weighed,  and  not  heads  counted  merely ; 
and  he,  for  one,  would  put  the  brains  of 
Ulster  against  those  of  any  two  other 
Provinces  of  Ireland.  He  rejoiced  ex- 
tremely that  the  Home  Bule  candidate 
had  been  defeated  at  Liverpool,  and  he 
thought  that  was  the  prevailing  opinion 
of  the  people  of  the  country,  of  Liberals 
as  well  as  of  Conservatives ;  and  he  said, 
further,  that  if  the  policy  of  their  Leader 
was  continued  he  would  make  certain 
the  defeat  of  their  Party  at  the  next 
General  Election,  and  insure  the  return 
of  another  Conservative  majority.  The 
question  was  one  which  the  country 
would  not  allow  to  be  tampered  with. 
A  candidate  came  forward  who  disap- 
proved Home  Bule,  and  because  a  word 
was  altered  he  immediately  turned  round 
and  promised  to  support  an  inquiry  into 


it.  The  alteration  of  one  word  might 
seem  a  very  little  thing;  but  "Yes" 
might  be  put  for  **No,"  and  he  sup- 
posed that  was  about  the  difference  in 
this  case.  During  the  last  half-century 
everything  had  been  done  to  satisfy  the 
Irish  without  the  slightest  success.  Un- 
til lately  they  paid  no  income  tax  or  as- 
sessed taxes,  and  they  had  received  far 
more  than  they  had  a  right  to  in  the 
shape  of  payment  for  the  Constabulary 
and  other  matters.  The  grants  we  made 
to  Ireland  were  enormous.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  had  gone  into 
statistics  he  had  moved  for  and  obtained, 
and  he  had  shown  that  Ireland  had  been 
most  exceptionally  and  unfairly  dealt 
with,  to  the  prejudice  of  Enghmd  and 
Scotland.  It  was  impossible  to  satisfy 
the  Irish.  His  father,  as  a  Member  of 
the  House,  knew  Mr.  O'Connell  well, 
who  once  said  to  him — '^  Sir  George, 
what  is  the  use  of  the  Whigs  trying 
to  conciliate  us,  as  if  we  could  be  con- 
ciliated?" Another  story  of  O'Connell's 
showed  the  perversity  of  the  Irish  cha- 
racter. A  man  was  brought  up  on  a 
charge  of  murder.  O'Connell  was  his 
counsel,  and  he  said — 

"  I  produced  but  one  witness  in  favour  of  the 
accused ;  but  that  witness  would  in  any  other 
country  in  the  world  have  carried  conviction  to 
the  minds  of  the  jury.  That  witness  was  the 
murdered  man  himself,  and  yet  my  client  waa 
brought  in  guilty." 

There  was  a  familiar  saying  that  if 
they  wanted  to  roast  an  Irishman 
they  would  always  find  another  Irish- 
man to  turn  the  spit.  He  (Sir  ToUe- 
mache  Sinclair)  did  not  care  to  conceal 
from  the  Irish  his  opinion  of  their  coun- 
try, and  his  opinion  had  been  backed 
up  by  the  course  that  Parliament  had 
pursued.  They  had  refused  to  allow 
the  Irish  to  have  Volunteers,  and  he 
thought  very  properly,  because  very 
soon  their  arms  would  be  turned  against 
each  other,  and  like  the  Elilkenny  cats, 
they  would  only  leave  the  tail  of  one  be- 
hind. Ho  utterly  disapproved  of  this 
Home  Bule  agitation.  He  believed  that 
even  the  Irish  Members  had  no  sort  of 
belief  in  it.  The  notorious  demagogue 
Wilkes  said — **  I  never  was  a  Wilkite." 
He  believed  if  they  could  dive  into  the 
secret  hearts  of  many  of  the  loudest  ad- 
vocates of  Home  Bule,  they  would  be 
found  to  have  no  sort  of  belief  in  it. 
With  reference  to  the  ensuing  Mection, 
he  hoped  that  both  Liberals  and  Oon- 
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servatives  would  be  patriots,  and,  remem- 
bering that  they  were  Britons,  would 
not  have  recourse  to  such  weapons  as 
Home  Bule.  It  ought  to  be  understood 
that  the  use  of  the  Home  Bule  weapon 
would  be  looked  upon  in  the  same  light 
as  would  explosive  bullets  in  modem 
warfare.  He  had  nothing  to  gain  or 
lose  from  the  Home  Kulers,  and  he 
took  this  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
opinion  of  tnem. 

Mr.  JOHN  GEOEQE  MacCAETHY 
offered  his  sincere  congratulations  to  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  on 
haying  afforded  one  of  the  finest  argu- 
ments for  Home  Eule  ever  addressed  to 
any  assembly.  Dealing  with  the  most 
important  question  which  had  ever  come 
before  this  Parliament,  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  said  one  word  on  the  subject  of 
debate,  but  had  treated  the  House  to  a 
series  of  observations  on  almost  all  con- 
ceivable topics,  and  had  not  touched  on 
any  one  of  them  without  blundering. 
[Sir  ToLLEMACHE  SiNCLAiB  Said,  he  had 
touched  on  the  Land  Laws.]  He  could 
allow  for  the  impulsive  excitability  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  That  a  Gentle- 
man holding  his  opinions,  and  having 
so  little  knowledge  of  Lrish  affairs, 
should  have  a  vote  upon  them,  was  an 
argument  in  favour  of  the  contention 
that  the  present  arrangement  of  legisla- 
tion ougnt  to  be  most  carefully  consi- 
dered. Turning  to  the  subject  under  de- 
bate, he  begged  to  remind  the  House 
that  they  were  then  discussing  the 
gravest  and  most  important  subject  that 
had  engaged  it  attention  since  this  Par- 
liament was  called  into  existence.  It 
was,  unhappily,  no  rhetorical  exaggera- 
tion, but  the  calm  and  measured  state- 
ment of  the  fact,  to  say  that  within  a  few 
hours'  journey  of  where  they  sat,  thou- 
sands of  their  fellow-subjects — men  in 
the  prime  of  manhood,  mothers  sur- 
rounded by  their  little  children,  and 
maidens  in  the  bloom  of  their  innocent 
beauty — were  suffering  the  pangs  of 
hunger.  It  was  greatly  to  be  feared 
that,  unless  Government  took  care,  they 
would  let  those  people  die  of  starvation, 
or  of  the  diseases  which  starvation 
brings  in  its  train.  He  was  not  guilty 
of  the  wild  injustice  of  suggesting  that 
Government  would  do  this  deliberately ; 
but  what  he  did  say  was — they  were 
goveminff  a  country  Uiey  did  not  know, 
and|  in  oisregarding  tiie  advice  of  its 
OoiiBtitationaiKepresentativeSi  they  were 
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incurrinff  a  terrible  responsibility.  In  his 
admirable  biography  of  Lord  George 
Bentinck,  the  Prime  Minister  tells  how, 
previous  to  the  Famine  of  1847,  O'Con- 
nell  dragged  his  tottering  limbs  to 
that  Table  and  raised  his  dying  voice 
to  warn  the  House  that  a  great  ca- 
lamity was  approaching,  and  to  point 
out  the  measures  that  would  prevent 
its  occurrence.  The  warning  was  neg- 
lected; the  Famine  came;  the  people 
perished  in  hundreds  of  thousands ;  the 
saddest  page  in  the  history  of  Victoria's 
reign  was  written,  and  the  remedies 
which  O'Connell  suggested  are  to  this 
hour  neglected.  Surely  this  was  an  ex- 
perience worthy  of  the  consideration  of 
thoughtful  andhonourablemen.  Hitherto 
the  House  seemed  scarcely  to  have  con- 
sidered the  subject  at  all,  and  he 
lamented  the  want  of  interest  in  the 
question  the  House  had  shown.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  junior 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Colonel 
Colthurst),  in  one  of  the  most  touch- 
ing speeches  he  had  heard  in  that 
House,  gave  an  account  of  what  within 
a  few  days  he  personally  had  seen 
of  the  distress  in  okull  and  other  parts 
of  his  own  county.  There  were  not 
10  hon.  Members  who  condescended 
to  listen  to  that  statement.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil- 
dare  (Mr.  Meldon),  in  a  singularly  lucid 
and  well-considered  speech,  gave  the  re- 
sults of  his  experience  as  an  Irish  pro - 
Srietor,  and  Ms  reflections  as  an  Lrish 
[ember,  to  an  audience  of  three  Mem- 
bers. When  the  House  was  full  it 
seemed  only  to  care  for  personal  contro- 
versy and  half -jocular  banter.  The 
news  of  the  Liverpool  election  seemed 
the  other  night  to  excite  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  a  spirit  of  the  most 
tremendous  exhilaration,  in  which  the 
slightest  joke  created  bursts  of  laughter. 
It  was  very  sad  that  the  tale  of  Irish 
distress,  wmch  was  awakening  sympathy 
all  round  the  world,  should,  when  re- 
lated with  simple  earnestness  by  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish  people,  be 
tola  to  empty  Benches,  or  disregarded  in 
the  excitement  of  some  trumpery  borough 
election.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Plunket)  had  been,  as  he  always  was,  most 
brilliant,  and  his  sallies  had  aroused  the 
enthusiasm  of  the  House.  If  most  excel- 
lent chaff  would  supply  the  place  of  wheat, 
then  the  hon.  ana  learned  Gentleman 
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would  be  a  benefactor  to  hia  people.  But ; 
wben  roars  of  merriment  were  being 
excited  in  that  House  he  was  thinking- 
of  the  poor  people  BtarvJng  at  home.  He 
would  ask  leave  to  lay  before  the  House 
some  of  the  facta  of  the  case  ;  and,  first, 
as  to  the  Btatistica  of  the  potato  crop. 
For  the  three  years  1B74-6,  the  totAl 
produce  of  the  Irieh  potato  crop  was 
11,219,274  tons  ;  for  the  three  following 
years,  1877-9,  it  was  only  6,397,455 
tons,  the  deficiency  amounting  to 
5,821,819  tona.  Siity  shillings  per  ton 
was  a  fair  average  value,  and  at  this 
rate  the  loea  for  the  last  three  yeare 
amounted  to  £17,465,457,  a  sum  greater 
than  a  year's  valuation  of  all  the  agri- 
cultuTU  land  in  Ireland.  But  this  waa 
not  all.  In  1859  there  were  2,637,500 
acres  of  cereals;  in  1879  there  were 
only  1,761,600,  showing  a  decrease  of 
nearly  33  per  cent  for  the  20  years. 
Even  in  the  number  of  milch  cows  there 
had  been  a  falling  off  during  the  same 
period  of  250,000.  To  summarize,  there 
nad  been  a  total  falling  oS  in  the  value 
of  Irish  crops  amountiug  to  over 
£10,000,000  sterling  as  between  the 
years  1878  and  1879.  That  meant  a 
falling  off  of  30  per  cent  of  the  total 
valuation  of  agricultural  land.  Another 
indication  was  supplied  by  the  Beturns 
furnished  by  the  Registrar  General  of  the 
bank  deposits.  In  1S76  they  amounted 
to  £69,906,030;  in  1879  they  were  only 
£66,260,000,  showing  a  falling  off  of  no 
less  than  £3,646,030.  They  might  also 
trace  the  same  results  in  the  details  of 
Irish  life.  And  first  as  to  Poor  Li 
relief.  Nothing  was  more  characteristic 
of  Irish  life  than  the  disinclination  of  thi 
people  to  go  into  the  poorhouae.  Thoy 
would  often  rather  die  than  enter  the 
workhouse.  Nevertheless,  they  found  that 
in  the  last  week  of  1879  there  was  " 
enormous  multitude  of  98,151  poraon 
Ireland  accepting  auch  relief  bcic 
vaster  population  than  that  of  s 
Bovereign  States.  But,  of  course,  the 
greatest  and  saddest  results  are  thoao 
outside  tho  workhouses.  Take  the 
borough  of  Mallow.  The  week  before 
l&Bt  there  were  450  families,  or  moro 
than  2,000  men,  women,  and  children 
in  a  state  of  destitution.  In  the  City  of 
Cork,  facing  his  own  doors,  he  had  i 
troops  of  silent,  sad,  able-bodied  i 
with  the  look  of  hunger  in  their  faces, 
standing  drearily  under  the  drenching 
rain,  and  responding  to  inquiries  with 
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tho  meluncholy  answer — "We  have  no- 
thing to  eat,  and  we  have  nothing  to  do." 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  junior 
Member  for  Cork  County  had  told  them 
that  a  few  days  ago  he  found  in  East  and 
West  Skull  600  families,  representing 
3,000  individuals,  on  the  verge  of  star- 
ration,  without  food,  without  money, 
without  credit,  and  without  work.  In 
Mill  Street  900  families,  representing 
4,500  persons,  were  on  the  relief  books. 
In  Drumcollegher,  the  Correspondent  of 
Tks  Cork  HeralA  reports — 

Tliat  no  vordB  can  give  any  idsa  of  the  dM- 
titutiou  here.  EespecUtile  haiueholden  who  A 
ahort  time  aince  relieved  diitren,  are  Dow 
pnupers  in  torn,  and  the  cry  everywhere  iBhniu 
^r!  tumgor!  hunger!" 

But  even  that  was  nothing  to  the  destitu- 
tion in  the  West.  Take  the  aooonut  of 
the  parish  of  Camagh,  in  Tipperary, 
from  the  able  Correspondent  of  2%»  IVee- 
man't  Jeumal: — 

"With  a  conple  of  doien  eiceptions,  tha 
rholo  t«oinmg  populiitionB,  1,SH  tamiliGS.num'. 
beiing  Bome  6, ODD  ftouls,  are  on  the  high  road  to 
death  hy  Btarvtttion.  Hunger  ovorfiikeB  one- 
third  of  them  or  more  already.  The  local  r*. 
lief  committee,  presided  over  by  a  Protoatant 
gentleman  o(  much  local  ueefulneu  and  popn. 
larity,  Mr.  Hazel,  and  re-inforced  hy  the  I^- 
teatant  rector,  as  well  aa  by  the  Catholic  prieals, 
have  made  hooae-to-houae  coUectione,  accolding 
to  vhich,  of  36  familiea  in  the  townlend  M 
Loughconiere  there  are  21  at  this  moment  want- 
ing food,  26  familiea  out  of  tho  67  in  KiliwUagh, 
23  familiea  of  2B  in  Kusheen  and  Drenagh,  20 
familiea  out  of  36  in  Alnabrino,  27  familiea  out 
of  29  in  .Bonroughard,  and  ao  on  through  the 
migorable  bead-roll.  Thia  is  but  the  beginning. 
The  remainder  are  living  upon  their  seed  pota. 
toes.  Every  da;  some  family  Is  eating  their 
Inst  meal  of  thom.  Hardly  anybody  any  longer 
enjoyed  thoir  meala  a  day,  even  of  rotten  dwarf 
potatoes.  Two  meals  a  day  are  now  the  average 
aUowance.  Numbers  that  I  have  met  squat  la 
thoir  hideous  cabins  around  a  morael  of  live  turf 
all  day  long  in  order  not  to  awaken  the  panga 
of  hunger  by  active  eiercise,  and  think  them- 
selvea  happy  if  tho  Bohan-a-tighe  haa  been  able 
to  beg  or  borrow  a  few  pounda  of  Indian  me«l 
that  they  may  not  go  aupperleas  to  bed.  And 
of  tho  patience,  tbe  endurance,  the  aolI-saeriflc« 
of  thoae  wretched  mothers  who  stumble  over 
milea  of  sharp-pointed  rocka  with  their  bars 
feet  to  implore  that  miserable  meal  for  their 
whining  children,  who  carry  loads  of  turf  or 
dHi>j>ing  seaweed  on  thoir  backs  fur  10  or  1ft 
milea,  l^e  bmats  of  burden,  who  alone  in  those 
iittlo  doomed  houaehold*  aeem  to  have  heart  or 
hope  loft  in  them." 

Unhappily,  there  were  soma  whom  all 
the  power  of  tbe  Queen's  Majea^  and 
all  the  wealth  of  the  country  could  not 
save.  He  would  oonalude  by  imploring 
the  Government  to  deal  with  this  great 
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subject  in  a  bold  and  statesmanlike 
spirit.  As  to  what  they  bad  promised, 
be,  for  one,  fully  concurred  in  everjrtbing, 
believing  it  to  be  most  excellent;  but  he 
belieyed  it  to  be  all  inadequate.  He 
warned  the  Government  that  they  did 
not  realize  the  greatness  of  the  distress, 
and  that  the  danger  was  greater  thau 
they  imagined ;  and  ho  respectfully 
pointed  out  that,  having  undertaken  to 
govern  a  country  of  which  their  know- 
ledge must  necessarily  be  more  or  less 
imperfect,  they  would  incur  a  terrible 
responsibility  if  they  declined  to  take 
the  advice  of  the  Constitutional  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  people,  who  spoke 
of  what  they  knew  when  they  said  that 
a  great  calamity  was  approaching  ;  that 
the  danger  was  greater  and  vaster  than 
was  supposed ;  and  if  it  were  not  boldly 
met  the  consequences  would  be  terrible 
indeed.  By  all  means  let  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  give  out-door  relief  if 
it  was  grievously  wanted;  it  should 
not  be  delayed  one  day.  By  all  means 
let  them  endeavour  to  promote,  as  far  as 
possible,  reproductive  works.  They  had 
done  something  in  that  direction;  let 
them  continue  to  do  so.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  help  them,  and  he  believed 
that  on  his  recommendation  some  exten- 
sive public  works  were  in  progress.  But 
when  the  time  for  husbandry  had  passed 
the  real  difficulty  commenced ;  and  he 
suggested  that  the  Gt)vemment  should 
be  prepared  with  great  public  works, 
Bucn  as  the  reclamation  of  land  and 
arterial  drainage,  which  were  works  that 
Bir  Bobert  Peel  said  nothing  but  Im- 
perial resources  could  accomplish.  The 
fishery  question  was  also  weU  worthy  of 
attention,  for  it  would  be  most  desirable 
to  supplement  the  bad  harvest  of  the 
land  by  the  rich  harvest  of  the  sea.  In 
bis  own  county,  all  along  the  coast  there 
were  great  public  works,  both  affording 
employment  and  conferring  great  benefit 
on  the  community.  Let  the  Government 
take  up  the  question  of  great  public 
works  in  a  truly  statesmanlike  spirit,  and 
thus  possibly  they  might  avert  the  great 
danger  threatening  Ireland,  and  prevent 
another  dark  and  dreary  page  being 
written  in  the  history  of  Queen  Victoria's 
reign. 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  two  distinct  sub- 
jects which  ought  to  have  been  kept 
separate  had  b^n  confused  one  with  the 
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other  in  the  course  of  the  debate  — 
namely,  the  question  of  the  immediate 
distress  and  the  question  of  land  tenure 
— and  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  discuss  the  latter 
question  on  some  future  occasion.  With 
regard  to  the  first  question,  he  was  not 
inclined  to  join  in  so  strong  a  measure 
as  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, a  step  which  the  evidence  before 
the  House  hardly  justified,  as  it  had  not 
yet  been  shown  tnat  the  arrangements 
proposed  by  the  Government  were  in- 
adequate or  had  failed,  or  that  they  had 
neglected  their  duty  up  to  the  present. 
With  regard  to  the  future,  however,  the 
responsibility  rested  with  the  Govern- 
ment; and  he,  for  one,  would  not  be 
willing  to  relieve  them  of  it.  He  thought 
the  Papers  showed  that  in  some  respects 
already  the  arrangements  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  been  productive  of 
the  results  anticipated.  He  found,  for 
instance,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  writing 
to  the  Treasury  on  January  1 0,  and  re- 
ferring to  a  previous  letter,  dated  No- 
vember 22,  stated  that  the  arrangements 
made  then  had  not  been  sufficient  to 
meet  the  emergencies  of  the  case.  Upon 
the  showing  of  the  Government  them- 
selves, therefore,  six  weeks  had  elapsed 
during  which  practically  nothing  had 
been  done.  They  had  yet  to  know  what 
would  be  the  result  of  the  arrangements 
made  on  January  10 ;  and,  as  no  opi- 
nion could  at  present  be  formed  as  to 
the  result,  he  should  refrain  from  sup- 
porting the  Amendment  before  the 
House.  He  desired  to  point  out  to  the 
House  that  the  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  Friday  dis- 
closed a  much  more  serious  state  of 
things  than  they  had  up  till  then  any 
idea  of,  for  he  said  that  the  Registrar 
General's  Eeport  upon  the  harvest 
showed  that  tnere  was  a  deficiency  for 
the  whole  of  Ireland  of  no  less  than 
one-third,  or  £10,000,000.  But  this 
was  not  the  worst  of  the  case,  because 
the  distress  had  practically  fallen  on 
about  one-third  of  the  area  of  Ireland, 
so  that  the  loss  of  that  sum  had  been 
incurred  by  but  a  small  part  of  the  coun- 
try. Therefore,  enormous  as  those  losses 
were,  so  must  their  pressure  be  the 
greater,  confined,  as  they  were,  within 
a  certain  specified  area.  He  presumed 
also  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  this  estimate  did  not  take  into  account 
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the  loss  consequent  upon  the  failure  of 
the  peat  harvest,  nor  that  due  to  the 
want  of  work  in  England  and  Scotland. 
About  30,000  labourers  from  the  West 
and  South  of  Ireland  made  their  way 
every  year  into  the  two  countries,  re- 
turning to  Ireland  at  the  end  of  the 
season  with  from  £8  to  £10  earned; 
but  this  year,  in  consequence  of  the  late- 
ness and  badness  of  the  harvest,  they 
had  carried  nothing  back  to  their  homes, 
a  circumstance  to  which  the  fact  was,  in 
great  measure,  due  that  the  present  dis- 
tress had  fallen  so  heavily  on  the  small 
cottier  class.  In  this  way  a  sum  of  about 
£250,000  had  been  kept  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
country.  It  was  certain,  then,  that  from 
an  early  date  in  the  autumn  the  tenants 
in  the  West  of  Ireland  must  have  been 
fully  aware  of  their  condition,  and  must 
have  known  that  they  could  not  get 
through  the  year  without  assistance  from 
the  workhouse,  and  that  such  assistance 
would  be  absolutely  refused,  if  they  did 
not  give  up  possession  of  their  land. 
While  the  organs  of  public  opinion  in 
England  were  telling  the  people  of  this 
country  so  late  as  a  month  ago  that  there 
was  no  distress  in  Ireland,  and  that  if 
any  did  exist  it  was  much  exaggerated, 
the  Papers  now  showed  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  likewise  in  total  igno- 
rance of  the  state  of  Ireland  until  the  28th 
of  October,  when  they  received  information 
from  the  Local  Government  Board.  He 
would  now  ask  the  House  to  consider 
with  him  the  state  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law.  In  it  there  was  a  statutory  pro- 
hibition refusing  out-door  relief  to  any 
holder  of  land  of  the  extent  of  a  quar- 
ter of  an  acre.  This  rule  he  considered 
a  very  harsh  and  cruel  one  in  times  of 
great  distress,  and  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Dublin  had  no  power  to  issue  orders 
dispensing  with  its  application.  The 
English  law  on  the  subject  was  much 
more  favourable  to  the  class  for  whom 
these  laws  were  intended,  because  the 
Local  Government  Board  could  at  any 
moment  dispense  with  any  regulation 
as  to  out-door  relief.  As  late  as  the 
14th  November  the  Government  had 
determined  to  maintain  this  prohibi- 
tion. On  that  date  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  writing  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  said  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant considered  that  gratuitous  dis- 
tribution   to    the    able-bodied    popu- 


lation would  be  productive  of  serious 
injuries.     In  consequence  of  this   opi- 
nion, a  Circular  was  issued  to  the  Guar- 
dians, calling  upon  them  to  be  prepared 
for  an  extra  pressure,  and  they  were  to 
have  their  wards  **  thoroughly  cleansed 
and  whitewashed  !  "      Even,   then,   so 
late  as  the  14th  of  November,  the  people 
of  Ireland  were   informed    that  there 
would  be  no  relaxation  of  the  law,  and 
that  they  would  be  driven  into  the  work- 
houses   for    relief.      Since    then    the 
House  had  been  informed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  before  the 
meeting  of  Parliament  the  Government 
had  determined  to  relax  the  restriction. 
But  why  was  that  intention  not  indicated 
at  an  earlier  date  ?    It  would  have  given 
some  measure  of  relief  and  assurance  to 
the   public  mind  that  the  Government 
were  aware,  in  reality,  of  the  extent  of 
the  evil,  and  knew  well  what  were  the 
remedies  best  adapted  for  meeting  it. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  at  a  very  early 
period  in  the  distress  the  Government 
ought  to  have  relieved  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  by  informing  them 
that  out-door  relief  would  be  dispensed 
where  it  was  found  to  be  necessary ;  for, 
whatever  might  be  the  merit  of  the  pro- 
hibition in  ordinary  times,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  it  operated  with  great 
harshness  in  a  time  of  emergency  such 
as  the  present,  and  those  poor  people 
who  were  severely  visited  by  the  dis- 
tress which  prevailed  ought,  he  thought, 
to  be  enabled  to  receive  relief  without 
giving  up  their  land  and  homes.     Look- 
ing at  the  position  of  those  tenants  from 
another  point  of  view,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that,  under  one  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  the  non-payment  of  rent 
constituted  an  absolute  bar  to  compensa- 
tion on   ejectment  which,  in  ordinary 
times,  they  would  be  entitled  to,  and 
that  that  too,  which  might  be  a  very 
wise    provision    in     a    general    way, 
served  to   bear  very  heavily  during  a 
period  of  scarcity,  when  it  was  almost 
impossible  for  the  tenant  to  pay  his  rent. 
The  position  in  which  the  tenant  was 
thus  placed  appeared  to   him  to  be  a 
most  serious  one.     On  the  one  hand,  he 
could  not  obtain  relief  without  entering 
the  workhouse  ;  on  the  other  hand,  if  to 
save  himself  from  starvation  he  did  not 
pay  rent,   he  was  liable  to  ejectment 
witliout    compensation.      The    position 
was    one    which    he    could    not    help 
thinking    might,    to    a    great    extent, 
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have  led  to  the  agitation  which  com- 
menced in  the  early  part  of  the  au- 
tumn. The  Government  could,  in  his 
opinion,  have  done  a  great  deal  to  alle- 
viate the  state  of  alarm  and  terror 
which  then  existed.  It  was,  he  main- 
tained, somewhat  discreditable  to  the 
officials  in  Dublin  that  they  were  not 
able  to  anticipate  at  the  time  the  pro- 
bable extent  of  the  impending  crisis. 
But  even  in  the  absence  of  information 
from  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland  the  Government  might  have 
acted  on  general  information,  and  might 
have  foreseen  that  famine  was  about  to 
spread  over  a  large  portion  of  that  coun- 
try. In  England  there  was  a  very  bad 
harvest,  but  the  Government  seemed  to 
be  alive  to  the  state  of  things  here  as 
early  as  September;  for  the  Prime 
Minister,  speaking  at  Aylesbury  on  the 
15th  of  that  month,  described  at  length 
the  unfortunate  circumstances  of  the 
country,  and  he  made  an  appeal  to  the 
landlords  present  and  throughout  the 
country  generally  to  the  effect  that, 
looking  to  the  very  serious  state  of  the 
harvest,  it  was  absolutely  essential  that 
rents  should  be  reduced.  His  Lordship's 
words  were  these — 

**  I  say  that  I  believe  the  landlords  of  Eng- 
land are  prepared  to  do  their  duty  on  this  occa- 
sion ;  but  what  I  want  to  impress  upon  those 
who  are  present  and  those  who  are  not  present 
in  this  hall  is,  that  it  is  of  vital  importance  that 
they  should  thoroughly  comprehend  the  state 
of  things.'' 

He  went  on  to  say  that  a  10  per  cent 
reduction  might,  in  some  cases,  be  a  very 
agreeable  Christmas-box  if  it  came  in 
time,  but  that  he  knew  of  many  cases 
in  which  such  a  reduction  would  be 
utterly  insufficient  to  meet  the  circum- 
stances. Now,  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
should  like  to  know  why  some  action  of 
that  kind  had  not  been  taken  with  re- 
spect to  Ireland,  seeing  that  the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield's  remarks  applied  only  to 
Ireland  ?  He  could  not  but  think  that  if 
in  September  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  some 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown  had 
used  language  of  a  similar  kind  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland  to  that  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield)  had  em- 
ployed in  reference  to  Englana,  it  would 
nave  been  a  great  relief  to  the  minds  of 
many  of  the  smaller  tenants  in  the  West 
and  South  of  Ireland,  and  might  have 
prevented  a  great  deal  of  the  agitation 
that  had  taken  plaoe.    The  Xriah  people 
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might  also  have  been  re-assured  in  a  great 
measure  if  something  had  been  said  on 
the  question  of  land  tenure.  He  had 
last  Session  moved  a  Besolution  on  that 
subject,  which  pledged  the  Government 
and  the  House,  in  the  strongest  lan- 
guage, to  legislate  without  delay  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  afford  a  considerable 
number  of  tenants  in  Ireland  the  oppor- 
tunity of  becoming  the  owners  of  their 
holdings  by  purchase,  in  cases  where 
those  estates  .were  sold  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court.      That  Besolution  was 

Eassed  as  early  as  the  month  of  May ; 
ut  nothing  was  done  by  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  during  the  Kecess  nearly  every 
Minister  who  had  spoken  had  taken  the 
opportunity  of  discouraging  any  idea 
that  it  would  be  acted  upon.  The  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield),  in  the 
speech  at  Aylesbury,  denounced  a  pea- 
sant proprietary,  and  enlarged  upon 
his  theory  of  the  three  profits  and  the 
absolute  necessity  for  there  being  three 
clfiusses  to  divide  betweeen  them  the 
three  profits.  The  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gordon)  at 
Chichester,  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  at  Hertford,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  at  Westminster,  had  all 
condeinned  the  whole  scheme  of  peasant 
proprietorship,  the  last-named  saying  he 
would  never  support  it,  as  he  believed  it 
to  be  only  a  sham.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  opened  his  mouth  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  and  had  expressed  his  disap- 
proval of  it.  Therefore,  it  was  only  na- 
tural that  the  people  of  Ireland  should 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  had  no- 
thing to  expect  from  the  Government  on 
the  question  of  land  tenure.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  judged  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  intend  to  propose  any  mea- 
sure on  the  subject  during  the  Session. 
If  he  were  right  in  that  opinion,  he  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  take  an  early  op- 
portunity of  bringing  the  subject  before 
the  House.  He  might,  however,  remark 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
entirely  mistaken  in  supposing,  as  he  said 
on  Friday  last,  that  the  scheme  of  pea- 
sant proprietorship  was  put  forward  as  a 
remedy  for  the  existing  (ustress.  Nobody 
had  ever  propounded  so  foolish  a  doc- 
trine. AU  tnat  had  been  advocated  in 
that  direction  was  that,  if  nropertv  in 
IzelAnd  were  more  distributeai  and  were 
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were  a  larger  number  of  small  owner- 
ships, there  would  be  greater  stability, 
cheater  incentiyes    to    industry    would 
be  held   out,   and  that  in  future  the 
people    would   be    in    a    better   posi- 
tion to  encounter  a  period  of  famine. 
He  wished,  in  the  next  place,  to  say  a 
few  words  on  what  had  mllen  from  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket) 
on  Friday  night.    His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  given  the  House  some  very 
interesting  details  of  a  property,  inha- 
bited by  a  class  of  very  small  tenants, 
of  whom  the  hon.  Baronet  the  senior 
Member  for  Dublin  (Sir  Arthur  Guinness) 
was  the  landlord.     His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  spoke  of  the  very  generous  con- 
duct of  the  landlord  to  those  tenants,  and 
asked  whether  it  could  be  believed  that 
they  would  be  better  off  as  peasant  pro- 
prietors than  as  living  under  such  a  land- 
lord.   Well,  if  all  Irish  landlords  were  of 
the  character  of  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
question,  he  thought  they  would  hear 
very  little  of  discontent  in  Ireland ;  but, 
unfortunately,  they  could  not  conclude 
that  that  was  so.     if  they  were  to  judge 
by  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee  of  two  years  ago,   there  were 
many  Irish  landlords  of  a  totally  differ- 
ent character,    and  among  them   were 
those  smaller  proprietors  who  had  pur- 
chased  their    estates    in    the    Landed 
Estates  Court.     Judge  Flanagan,  who 
was  at  the  head  of  that  Court,  pave  evi- 
dence to  the  effect  that  those  landlords 
were  among  the   most   exacting  to  be 
found  in  the  country,  and  between  that 
class  and  such  landlords  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  spoken  of  there  was 
every  variety,  and  many  of  them,  so  far 
as  Ireland  was  concerned,  were  conspicu- 
ous by  their  absence.  He  was  himself  well 
acquainted  with  the  class  of  tenants  to 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
alluded,  having  lived   among  them  in 
some  of  the  wildest  parts  of  Mayo ;  and 
he  could  say  that  they  were  not  a  sample 
of  Uie  whole  tenantry  of  Ireland.    They 
were  a  numerous,  but  they  were  also 
an  exceptional  class;    they  were   not, 
he    admitted,   the  class  among  whom 
ownership  would  spread  most  readily 
or  easily ;    and   he  remembered    that 
in  the  Committee  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  in  favour  of  giving  such 
tenants  perpetuity  grants  as  an  altema- 
tive  for  any  scheme  for  making  them 
poasant  proprietors,  and  carried  a  pro- 
position to  that  effect.     He  wishoa  to 
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take  that,   the  earliest  opportunity  he 
had  Had  of  speaking  since  the  Becess, 
of  saying  he  had   no    sympathy  with 
those  who  advocated  the  expropriation 
of  landlords.     No  proposition  of  that 
kind,  or  to  that  extent,  had  come  before 
the  Committee  two  years  ago.     Still  less 
could    he    sympathize  with   those  who 
made  a  boast   that  by  their  agitation 
they  had  so  reduced  the  value  of  pro- 
perty  as  to  make  easier  the  carrying 
out  of  a  scheme  of  peasant  proprietary. 
With   such  a  view   he  could  have  no 
sympathy.     He  thought  it  a  dishonest 
one,  and  one  not  likely  to  further  the 
object  in  behalf  of  which  it  was  put  for- 
ward.    They  could  only   proceed  in   a 
desirable  direction  by  a  full  recognition 
of  the  rights  of  property ;  and  he,  for 
one,  had  always  advocated  that  full  re- 
cogpution.     As  he   had  said,  he  could 
not  sympathize  with  the  views  expressed 
in  favour  either  of  the  expropriation  of 
landlords  or  of  the  compulsory  reduction 
of  rents.      He  felt  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were    determined    not    to 
ropose  a  measure  on  the  subject  of 
and  tenure  in  Ireland  this  Session,  he 
should  have  great  difficulty  in  forcing 
them  to  do  so.     In  his  action  during  the 
sitting  of  the  Committee  two  years  ago, 
and  in  proposing  and  carrying  the  Re- 
solution of  last  year,  he  had   brought 
the  horse  to  water,  but  he  could   not 
make  it  drink.      If   the    Government 
declined  to  take  further  action  in  the 
matter  he  did  not  see  how  they  could 
be  forced  to  do  so.      He  might,   how- 
ever, be  allowed  to  suggest  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that,    as  he    could 
not  make  them  bring  in  a  Bill  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland,  an 
inquiry  into  the  distress  existing  in  Ire- 
land and  its  cause,  and   how  it  could 
best  be  averted  in  future,  might  with 
advantage  be  separated  from  the  inquiry 
into  agricultural  depression  in  Englana. 
The  Boyal  Conmiissioners  had  hardly  as 
yet  commenced  their  operations.     They 
had  appointed  Assistant  Commissioners, 
who  were  instituting  inquiries  ;  but  they 
had  hardly  as  yet  met   themselves  for 
the  transaction  of  business.    When  they 
did  they  would  certainly  have  as  much 
on  their  hands  as  they  could  get  through 
without  undertaking  the  case  of  Ireland. 
The  Irish  case   was   totally   different, 
and  he  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consider  his  suggestion  that 
a  separate  Boyal  Commission  should  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  it.    If  his  re- 

ITJiifd  Night.^ 


331 


Address  in 


(COMMONS) 


Answer  to  Her 


832 


quest  wore  granted,  the  Comraiesion 
could  inquire  whether  the  Resolution 
passed  last  Session  by  the  House  of 
Commons  could  be  carried  out.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  asked  who 
was  the  Cabinet  Minister  responsible 
for  Irish  Business,  and  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  had  replied  that  the 
whole  Cabinet  were  responsible.  That, 
however,  could  not  well  be.  What  was 
everyone's  business  was  nobody's  busi- 
ness, and  they  remembered  that  in  for- 
mer days  the  Home  Secretary  was  the 
Minister  charged  with  responsibility  for 
Irish  Business.  As,  however,  the  pre- 
sent Home  Secretary  never  took  part  in 
Irish  debates,  he  supposed  they  might  as- 
sume that  he  was  not  now  the  responsible 
Minister  of  those  affairs.  He  hoped 
they  would  hear  before  the  debate  closed 
from  some  Member  of  the  Government 
who  was  the  special  Minister  that  in  the 
present  Cabinet  was  so  responsible. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYEK  wished  to 
state  his  reasons  for  opposing  the 
Amendment.  An  hon.  Member  had 
complained  that  Ireland  was  made  the 
battle-field  of  Party.  But  who  had 
made  it  the  battle-field  of  Party  but  the 
agitators  who  disturbed  it  ?  One  great 
cause  of  distress  in  Ireland  was  the 
want  of  capital  there.  There  was  an 
enormous  amount  of  land  which  capital 
would  make  beaming  with  prosperity ; 
but  capital  was  a  sensitive  thing,  it 
wanted  peace  and  tranquillity,  the  secu- 
rity of  life  and  property,  and  these 
things  could  not  be  obtained  in  Ireland 
80  long  as  agitation  prevailed.  The 
consequence  was,  no  one  would  invest 
money  in  that  country.  Ho  did  not 
wish  to  bo  misunderstood.  He  did  not 
say  that  some  of  the  agitators  had  not 
honourable  objects  in  view ;  that  they 
had  not  before  them  the  good  of  the 
country ;  but  he  maintained  that  history 
showed  they  were  grievously  mistaken. 
The  Resolution  was  somewhat  inco- 
herent, and  in  some  parts  it  was  not  in- 
telligible. He  could  not  vote  for  it. 
It  declared  that  the  Government  had 
failed  to  take  adequate  steps  for  meet- 
ing the  distress ;  but  he  could  not  concur 
in  this  view  when  he  saw  the  Papers 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  House. 
There  might,  no  doubt,  be  a  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  action  of  the  Go- 
Temment ;  but  they  most  allow  to  every 
Gh)Temment  a  oertain  margin.  The 
CKyremment  aoted  under  its  re0ponsi-| 
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bility  to   Parliament,  and  unless  they 
had  the  information  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  they  must  not  condemn  it  un- 
heard.     He  believed  the  Government 
had  done  the  best  it  could  in  the  past, 
and  had  taken  every  measure  to  meet 
the  distress  which  prudently  could   be 
taken  in  the  circumstances  by  prudent 
and  viligant  men.      So  far  from  there 
having  been  any  apathy  on  their  part 
in  the  matter,  they  had  stretched  a  point 
and  actually  transgressed  the  law  in 
order  that  the  sufferers  might  be  taken 
care  of,  having  to  ask  Parliament  to  pass 
a  Bill  of  Indemnity.     What  was  the 
use,  he  would  remind  hon.  Members,  of 
harrowing  the   feelings  of  the  House 
with  the  sufferings  of  the  people  ?  What 
they  ought  to   do  was    to   sug^st    a 
remedy.     The  Resolution  dealt  with  the 
tenure  of   land.     SmaU  tenancies,   he 
held,  should  come  naturally,  and  not  as 
the  result  of  legislation.     A  man  might 
accumulate  money  to  the    amount    of 
millions ;  was  there  any  reason  why  he 
should  not  increase  his  holding  of  land  ? 
The    misfortune   was   that    those   who 
talked  most  about  the  Land  Laws  of  Eng- 
land, especially  the  Laws  of  Entail  and 
Settlement,  had  betrayed  their  ignorance 
of  the  subject.     The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  had  never  spoken 
upon  them  without  showing,  generally, 
a  practical  ignorance  which   might  be 
corrected  in  the  chamber  of  a  convey- 
ancer or  the  office  of  a  solicitor.     He 
was  far  from  saying  that  the  Land  Laws 
of  Ireland  might  not  be  susceptible  of 
improvement;  but  still  that  must  be  done 
with  caution,  for  they  were  based  on  the 
same  fundamental  principles  as  the  law 
of  landlord  and  tenant  in  England  and 
all  civilized  countries.     That  was  to  say, 
the  land  was  let  to  the  tenant  under  con- 
tract to  cultivate  it  and  to  pay  rent,  and, 
as  a  rule,  there  was  fixity  of  tenure. 
Nothing    so    monstrous    as    wholesale 
eviction   could   practically  occur.      The 
landlord  could  not  now,  as  formerly,  get 
the  tenant  to  make  improvements  and 
then  turn  him  out,  if  he  would  not  pay 
higher  rent.      The  eviction  of  improv- 
ing tenants  was  rendered  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  by  the  obligation  to  pay  the 
value  of  their  improvements.     In  that 
respect  the  law  gave  a  bettor  remedy  to 
the  tenant  in  Ireland  than  to  the  tenant 
in  England.    Land  laws  must  be  based 
on  the  same  principles  in  all  civilized 
ooontriesi  and  they  must  be  consonant 
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with  the  laws  on  which  all  society  de- 
pended. If  the  tenant  was  not  to  pay 
the  rent  which  he  was  able  to  pay,  the 
principle  would  be  found  capable  of 
general  application,  and  if  he  was  yet 
to  continue  to  hold  his  land  the  debtor 
would  repudiate  his  obligations,  and 
society  would  be  overturned.  Ho  hoped 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  see  before 
it  was  too  late  the  danger  to  which  they 
were  exposed  in  ignoring  the  principle 
of  contract  between  man  and  man,  and 
would  recognize  the  maintenance  of  that 
principle  as  essential  to  their  individual 
and  collective  prosperity. 

Mb.  SYNAN  said,  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Sir  George 
Bowyer)  said  that  if  a  man  could  pay 
his  rent  and  did  not  he  was  guilty  of 
an  offence  against  society,  and  he  agreed 
with  him  ;  but  what  if  a  man  was  not 
able  to  pay,  and  then  was  put  out  of  his 
farm  ?  In  that  case  his  ejection  might 
be  a  great  wrong.  In  this  case  "  your  *  if 
is  a  great  peacemaker."  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had,  no  doubt,  had  good 
reason  for  taking  the  views  he  did  ;  and 
he  voted  for  the  Oovemment  on  every 
question,  whether  Irish  or  otherwise,  and 
seemed  to  have  abandoned  Home  Bule 
for  reasons  best  known  to  himself.  The 
difficulty  the  Irish  Members  were  in 
was  that  they  were  opposed  not  only  by 
the  Government,  but  by  the  front  Op- 
position Bench,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  who  was  equal  to  a  bench  him- 
self. The  Opposition,  were,  however, 
sufTering  under  two  misapprehensions. 
First,  they  misunderstood  the  Amend- 
ment itself,  and,  secondly,  its  object. 
The  Amendment  did  not  say  that  the 
Government  did  not  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  famine.  It  did  no  such  thing  ; 
but  what  it  said  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment, although  they  had  timely  infor- 
mation and  warning,  had  not  taken  ade- 
quate steps  to  meet  promptly  and  effi- 
caciously the  severe  distress  existing  and 
increasing  in  Ireland.  What  it  alleged 
against  the  Government  was  culpable 
laeheif  after  notice  had  been  given  them 
from  time  to  time.  When  did  the  Irish 
Local  Gt)vemment  Board  know  the  state 
of  distress  which  existed  in  Ireland  ?  It 
was  not  famine  yet ;  but  it  might  lead  to 
famine  in  188]  or  1882,  through  the  in- 
action and  inactivity  of  the  Government. 
Why,  Iler  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
wasted  time,  and  ho  defied  any  Member 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  to  get  up  and  say 


that  they  had  done  all  that  could  possibly 
be  done.     On  the  5th  of  September  the 
Local    Government  Board    of   Ireland 
knew  that  the  rates  in  several  Unions 
in  Ireland  were  44.  5d,  in  the  pound, 
and  that  the  paupers  receiving  out-door 
relief  had  increased  to  7,515,   or  11*2 
per  cent  of  the  pauper  population  of  the 
country.    It  was  not  until  the  28th  of 
October,   however,  that  they  took  any 
step,  and  all  they  did  then  was  to  inform 
the  Government  that  the  potato  crop, 
the  staple  food-crop  of  the  people,  was 
not    more  than    one-half  its   ordinary 
quantity — an  estimate  which  had  since 
proved     excessive.      The     Government 
then  had  before  them  Dr.  Hancock's 
statistics, *'and  knew  what  would  be  the 
result  of  that  communication.     The  con- 
sequence was,  wages  were  not  forth- 
coming, and  food  and  fuel  ran  out.    The 
next  step  taken  was  on  the  14th  of  No- 
vember,  when    the    Irish  Government 
told  the  English  Government  that  the 
landlords  could  do  nothing,  as  they  were 
not  getting  their  rents  ;  and  what  was 
the  action  of  the  English  Government 
upon  that  ?    The  answer  was  given  that 
Parliament  alone  could  act.    In  other 
words,    they    were    not    alive    to    the 
necessities  of  the  case.    What  was  the 
next  step  taken  ?    On  the  22nd  of  No- 
vember the  Irish  Board  of  Works  gave, 
through  their  Secretary,  the  terms  on 
which  loans  would  be  made  to  the  land- 
lords.    How  long  did  it  take  after  an 
application  before    the  first  instalment 
could  be  received  ?    Four,  five,  six,  or 
even   eight   weeks.      On    the   10th    of 
January  the  Irish    Government    com- 
plained that  the  landlords  would   not 
take  any  loans   under  the  Circular  of 
the  22nd  of  November.     On  the  12th  of 
January  the  Treasury  resolved  to  issue 
a  new  Circular  offering  more  favourable 
terms  under  which  loans  were  to  be 
made.     It  was  true  that  £200,000  had 
been  applied  for  under  the  terms  of  the 
new  Circular ;  but  the  time  between  the 
22nd  of  November  and  the  12th  of  Janu- 
ary was  lost.     If  the  people  in  the  dis- 
tressed   districts   had    been    employed 
during  that  time,   their  wages  would 
have  enabled  them  to  save  seed  for  this 
vear's  sowing,   and  there  would  have 
been  no  need  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  supply 
them  with  seed.     But  the  Government 
were  waiting  to  see  what  private  charity 
would  do.    Two  funds  were  started — 
I  the  Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Fund  and 
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the  Mansion  House  Fund — and  between 
both  about  £60,000  had  been  collected 
and  £30,000  distributed.     Was  it  pos- 
sible that  a  Govemment  like  that  of 
England  was  waiting  to  see  what  private 
charity  would  do,  and  was  allowing  the 
begging-box  to  be  sent  to  Australia  and 
America  to  save  the  great  and  wealthy 
English  Treasury  ?    No  doubt  they  had 
been  spending  money  in  wars,  and  he 
was  surprised    they  did  not  send  the 
begging-box  to  South  Africa  to  see  how 
much  of  the  £6,000,000  they  could  get 
there.    The  first  bad  effect  of  the  in- 
action   of   the  Govemment,   therefore, 
was  that  the  people  remained  for  two 
months  unemployed,  and  were  obliged 
to  live  on  seed  that  was  necessary  for 
future  crops.      It    was,   therefore,   in- 
activity, not  crime,   that  was  charged 
against   the   Govemment.      The    next 
thing  alleged  in  the  Amendment  was 
that  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
which  disclosed  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vemment, there  was  no  measure  recom- 
mended   for  the  prevention  of  future 
famines  in  Ireland.    No  proposal  was 
made  to  avert  future  famines,  and  he 
was  surprised  to  find  that  neither  of  the 
front  Benches  had  a  permanent  remedy 
to  apply.    It  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vemment in  a  case  like  this,  when  the 
distress  at  present  felt  might  so  extend 
that  in  six  months  it  might  reach  the 
dimensions  of  a  famine,   to  say  what 
measures  they  were  prepared  to  take  by 
way  of  permanent  remedy.     Ho  could 
understand  it  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  as  this  was  the 
seventh  Session,  and  they  might  dissolve 
in  a  month  or  two,  no  important  mea- 
sure could  be  introduced.    But  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  was  that  the 
question  of  a  permanent  remedy  was 
beside  the  question  before  the  House, 
which  was  how  the  present  distress  was 
to   be  relieved.     Did  the   Govemment 
wish  to  provoke  the  Irish  Party  by  their 
inaction,  and,  if  not,  why  did  they  not 
propose  to  legislate  on  the  question  in  a 
permanent  manner?     The  truth  was, 
they  were  there  for  electioneering  pur- 
poses, and  not  for  legislating,  and  that 
was  the  only  construction  that  could  be 
placed  upon  their  conduct.    The  whole 
question  ought  to  have  been  dealt  with 
long  since.    In  one  century  Spenser,  in 
another  Temple,  had  told  of  old  Irish 
fiBunines,  and  yet  in  our  times  famines 
had  oocurred  with  unprecedented  fre- 
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quency  and  severity.    Whether  the  re- 
port was  true  or  false,  it  was  said  that 
there  had  been  three  deaths  from  famine 
at  Parsonstown  in  Bang's  County, another 
in  county  Cork,  and  another  in  Mayo.  He 
could  not  vouch  for  the  facts ;  but  they 
had  been  asserted  in  the  public  journals. 
In  any  case,  the  miserable  condition  of 
the  people  could  not  be  denied ;  and  he 
asked  whether  the  House  was  satisfied 
that  the  Government  had  done  its  duty  ? 
It  would  be  necessary  to  go  to  the  root 
of  the   matter,  otherwise   Belief  Bills 
and  Seed  Potato  Bills  would  be  utterly 
useless.    Looking  at  the  unhappy  facts 
of  the  case,  he  could  not  help  thinking  the 
proposals  of  the  Govemment  thoroughly 
inadequate  ;  and  they  would  only  tend, 
as  did  the  proposals  at  the  time  of  the 
last   famine,   to    demoralize  the  Irish 
people.    It  was  not  politic  to  employ 
men  as  suggested  by  the  Govemment 
proposal  upon  public  works  during  the 
spring,  when  they  should  be  engaged 
upon  agricultural  pursuits.    It  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Govemment  to  limit  the 
obtaining    of   loans    to    February   28, 
which  would  have  the  very  effect  which 
should  be  prevented.    Money  was  to  be 
lent  to  landlords  of  whom  it  was  well 
known  that  very  few  were  willing  to 
encumber  their  estates  further  by  bor- 
rowing, and  the  scheme  for  the  con- 
struction of  great  public  works  was  in 
another  way  equally  objectionable.     He 
should  be  surprised  if  that  plan  received 
the  assent  of  the  House,  though  the  un- 
certain sound  given  forth  from  the  front 
Opposition  Benches  made  it  difficult  for 
him  to  know  what  to  expect.    The  Go- 
vemment, who  had  opposed  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church,  had  even 
proposed  to  lay  its  hands  upon  the  funds 
so  realized,  instead  of  upon  the  Imperial 
Treasury,  to  relieve  the  present  distress ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Synan)  would  not  allow 
the  Govemment  to  throw  unproductive 
works  on  that  fund  if  he  could  help 
it.    The  proposal  of  the  Govemment 
would  not  either,  he  hoped,  be  accepted 
by  the  Opposition  Benches,  and  he  called 
upon  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  to  state  his  opinion  on  the 
subject.    In  the  case  of  the  Lancashire 
Cotton  Famine  the  money  was  given  out 
of  the  Treasury,  and  why  should  the 
Irish  people  be  dealt  with  in  a  different 
manner?    He  trusted  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would   prevent   the  Govemment 
from  laying  their  hands  upon  the  Sur- 
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plus  Fund,  which  was  already  appro- 
priated to  other  purposes,  and  which, 
moreover,  was  not  equal  to  provide  for 
a  great  emergency  like  the  present.  In 
France  and  in  Austria  the  distress  of  the 

fecusantry  was  met  by  grants  from  the 
mperial  Treasury,  and  he  now  appealed 
to  the  Government  to  adopt  the  same 
course  towards  the  people  of  Ireland. 
It  was  not  alone  at  the  famine  they  had 
to  look,  but  at  the  policy  of  centuries, 
that  had  made  these  calamities  chronic, 
and  the  remedy  must  not  be  through 
temporary  shifts,  such  as  were  contained 
in  the  Bill  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
which  but — 

'*  Skin  and  film  the  ulcerous  place,  ^ 
Whilst  rank  corruption  mining  all  within, 
Infects  unseen." 

Mr.  O'CLERY  said,  he  must  earnestly 
support  the  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Qovemment  for  its  inaction  in  face  of 
the  prevailing  distress  in  Ireland,  which 
was  greatly  to  be  deplored.  Distress 
and  famine  were  chronic  in  Ireland 
under  English  rule.  If  there  never  had 
been  a  precedent  for  the  present  distress 
the  inaction  would  be  criminal  in  itself; 
but  having  regard  to  the  terrible  dis- 
aster of  1846,  1847,  and  1848,  their  inac- 
tion, possibly  in  the  future  leading  to 
consequences  as  grave  as  in  that  period, 
was  criminal  in  the  extreme.  It  was  a 
warning  which  came  home  to  them  with 
particular  interest,  for  then,  as  now, 
precautions  were  to  be  taken ;  but  time 
was  frittered  away,  and  nothing  was 
done.  With  an  Irish  Parliament  in 
power  things  would  have  been  ordered 
differently ;  but  the  alien  Administra- 
tion of  the  day  had  no  interest  in  saving 
the  lives  of  the  Irish  people.  Irish  in- 
terests, whenever  they  conflicted  with 
English  interests,  were  disregarded.  The 
repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  generally  looked 
upon  as  a  beneficent  measure,  really 
struck  a  great  blow  at  Irish  prosperity, 
depreciating,  as  it  did,  the  agricultural 
produce,  of  which  her  wealth  was  almost 
entirely  composed.  It  might  have  been 
thought  that  the  Whigs  would  at  that 
time  have  brought  before  Parliament  a 
Bill  to  produce  a  result  which  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  and  the  country  desired ; 
but  they  did  nothing  of  the  kind — they 
simply  passed  an  Act  relating  to  va- 
grancy, which  drove  the  Irish  people  to 
England,  the  steamboat  oompanies  mak- 
ing oharges  for  passage  which  were  al- 


most prohibitory.  He  (Mr.  O'Clery)  would 
state  fearlessly  the  history  of  that  time  and 
what  it  cost  Ireland.  The  potato  blight, 
which  led  to  what  was  known  as  the 
Famine,  commenced  in  1845;  and  during 
the  six  years  which  followed,  according 
to  Government  statistics,  1,029,552  of 
the  people  died  on  the  soil  of  Ireland  of 
famine  and  pestilence.  There  emigrated 
to  America  in  that  period  1,180,449 
people,  and  of  these  17  per  cent — 
200,668— died  within  12  months  after 
leaving  Ireland  from  diseases  directly 
traceable  to  the  famine,  so  that  there 
was  a  total  slaughter  of  1,230,220  of 
the  Irish  race.  In  a  word,  one  person 
out  of  every  seven  of  the  entire  popula- 
tion of  the  Island  died  from  that  cause 
alone.  This  was  a  lesson  for  every 
English  Government,  no  matter  whether 
it  were  Whig  or  Tory,  to  take  to  heart. 
If  a  famine  such  as  that  of  1846-7  in  Ire- 
land had  occurred  in  England,  would 
there  not  have  been  a  great  outcry  if  the 
Government  had  not  taken  steps  to  re- 
lieve it  ?  In  that  time  there  was  potato 
blight  in  many  countries  of  Europe; 
but  it  was  only  in  Ireland  people  died 
in  consequence.  In  Belgium  and  in 
Portugal  the  ports  were  closed  against 
the  exportations  of  goods,  and  no  one 
was  allowed  to  starve.  Why  ?  Because 
the  Belgian  and  Portuguese  Govern- 
ments were  legislating  for  their  own 
people.  It  was  unfortunate  that  the 
exigencies  of  a  great  Empire  had  to  be 
considered  rather  than  the  wants  of  a 
starving  people.  What  excuse  had  the 
Government  for  not  raising  money  dur- 
ing the  iRecess  in  order  to  avert  the 
miseries  that  had  fallen  upon  Irish  men 
and  Irish  women;  for  had  not  the 
British  Government  raised  millions  with- 
out the  consent  of  Parliament  for  other 
purposes  ?  It  was  useless  to  talk  of  pre- 
serving the  integrity  of  the  Empire  when 
the  Government  showed  itself  so  in- 
different to  the  necessities  of  one  part  of 
it.  The  recent  action  of  the  French  and 
Prussian  Gt)vemments  in  averting  dis- 
tress from  their  people  put  the  English 
Government  to  shame.  In  1846,  Sir 
Eobert  Peel  pursued  the  same  course 
that  was  now  followed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  made  '*  inquiries" 
and  took  precautions,  and  his  Whig 
successor,  ix>rd  John  Eussell,  in  1847, 
also  made  *'  inquiries ; "  but,  as  they 
found  now,  they  allowed  the  people  to 
die.    They  instituted  measures  to  pro- 
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tect  life ;  but  those  measures  were  gallows 
and  gibbets  for  the  people.    It  was  not 
without  deep  pain  he  found  himself,  as  an 
Irish  Kepresentative,  pleading  before  that 
Parliament  for  the  lives  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen.     It  seemed  as  if  there  was 
nothing  for  an  Irish  Kepresentative  to 
do  but  to  entreat  the  Government  from 
year  to  year  to  permit  Irish  people  to 
live.    Eighty  years  ago  England  usurped 
the  government  of  Ireland,  and  since 
then  Ireland  had  suffered  more  through 
the  operation  of  laws  framed  in  that 
House  than  any  country  in  Europe  by 
the  most  devastating  war.     Famine  was 
almost  chronic  in  a  land  which  exported 
more  food  than  would  support  double 
her  population.      The  population  now 
was  little  more  than  it  was  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  century  ;  they  had  sustained 
a  loss  of  human  life  by  famine  already 
unparalleled  in  the  world's  history.  And 
why?     Because  they  had  been  robbed 
of  the  control  of  their  resources  as  a 
nation.    The  beef,  the  mutton,  and  the 
bacon  were  allowed  to  leave  the  ports  of 
Ireland  instead  of  being  retained  within 
its  borders.      Some  months   ago,  at  a 
great  meeting  in  Tipperary,  he  stated 
his  solemn  conviction  that  Ireland  was 
in  danger — that  her  people  would  soon 
be  face  to  face  with  famine.     Public  men 
of  all  shades  of  opinion  had  pronounced 
on  the  gravity  of  the  impending  crisis. 
The  hierarchy  of  Ireland  had  solemnly 
urged    the    necessity    of    prompt    and 
vigorous    action.      From    end    to    end 
of  the  country  came  warnings  to  the 
authorities.      What  was  done?      The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  told 
the  House  that  night  that  ne  had  caused 
inquiries  to  bo  made  into  the  state  of  the 
different  districts,  and  that  ho  was  in  a 
position  to  send  orders  to  Ireland ;  but 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment were  determined  to  allow  them 
to  drain  the  cup  of  misery  to  the  dregs 
as  long  as  life  would  last.     It  was  an 
insult  to  the  Irish  people  in  such  cir- 
cumstances, and  an  attempt  to  degrade 
and  humiliate  and  pauperize  them,  to 
send  round  hacks  and  place  begging 
boxes  in  the  streets  to  asK  for  alms  for 
the  starving  Irish.      What  a   mockery 
of  people  in  their  agony !    What  a  crime 
against  a   race  virtually  entering   the 
valley  of  the  shadow  of  death !  It  seemed 
there  was  no  end  to  those  inquiries ;  the 
Oovemment  and  the  authoritiesin  Dublin 
Oastiio  were  to  be  kept  informed  from 
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week  to  week.    Was  it  merely  to  see 
how  long  the  Celts  could  remain  in  the 
land  before  it  could  be  said  of    them 
again  that  they  were  gone  with  a  venge- 
ance ?    That  was  the  course  of  alien  rule 
over  a  country.     It  would  be  the  same 
with  England  herself,  if  she  were  sub- 
jected  to  some  Continental  Power  whose 
Government  would  appropriate  her  re- 
sources and  disreg^ard  the  lives  of  her 
people.    But  he  should  probably  be  told 
that  a  grant  of  public  money  could  not 
be  made  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. Hisanswerwas  that  two  years  ago 
£4,000,000  sterling  were  raised  on  the 
faith  of  the  Government  for  the  purchase 
of  the  Suez  Canal  Shares.    The  Govern- 
ment saw  no  difficulty  in  finding  money 
then.  Were  the  lives  of  a  people  of  more 
importance  than  a  stock-jobbing  trans- 
action of  that  kind?    But  they  could 
have  obtained  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
had  they  desired  it.     There  was  ample 
notice  of  the  danger  before  the  dose  of 
last  Session ;  and  even  if  there  had  not 
been  at  that  time,  there  was  sufficient 
reason  for  the  convocation  of  Parliament 
in    October  or    November.      In    1847, 
Lord    George   Bentinck  proposed  that 
£20,000,000   should  be  spent  in   mak- 
ing railways  in  Ireland.    That  would 
have    made    her,    as  it    were,    a    na- 
tion   again.      Successive    Governments 
had  never  been  slow  to  pass  measures 
for  the  protection  of  life  in  Ireland  ;  but 
they  invariably  took  the  shape  of  mea- 
sures of  coercion  and  for  the  suspension 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.    But  when 
the  lives  of  the  people  were  at  stake 
they,  forsooth,  saw  no  reason  "  to  depart 
from  the  ordinary  procedure."     Now,  let 
them  not  pauperize  or  demoralize  the 
people.     Let  them  devote  the  greater 
portion  of  this  money  to  be  voted  to  giv- 
ing the  small  tenants  and  small  holders 
employment  on  their  own  farms.     Let 
them  be  secured  the  seed  for  next  year's 
crop ;  let  them  set  to  work  to  improve 
by  wages  paid  regularly  their  wretched 
cabins,  unfit  for  human  tenements.     Let 
that  be  done,  and  the  people  would  be 
saved  ;  but  if  it  was  not  done,  the  respon- 
sibility attaching  to  the  Government  in 
face  of  past  disasters  would  be  awful,  and 
their  inaction  infamous  to  all  time. 

Mr.  GBAY,  having  been  chairman 
of  the  principal  committee  in  Ireland 
for  the  relief  of  the  present  distress — 
the  Dublin  Mansion  House  Committee, 
which  he  called  the  principal  committee 
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in  the  sense  of  its  having  been  intrusted 
with  more  subscriptions  than  any  other 
and  of  its  being  more  representative, 
wished  to  make  a  few  observations. 
Some  doubt  having  been  thrown  upon 
the  universality  of  the  distress,  he 
thought  it  right  to  say  that,  in  his 
opinion,  no  exaggeration  had  been  used 
with  regard  to  the  character  of  the 
distress  now  prevalent  in  Ireland.  His 
impression,  from  the  debates  during  the 
last  two  nights,  was  that  Englishmen 
scarcely  realized  the  character  of  that 
distress ;  that  they  did  not  realize  it  at 
all  until  the  letter  of  the  Duchess  of 
Marlborough  appeared  some  weeks  ago. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  that  letter 
deserved  the  deepest  gratitude  from  all 
classes  in  Ireland ;  and  he  could  cer- 
tainly add,  as  one  having  some  know- 
ledge of  the  subject,  that  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  belief  of  nearly  aU  Irish- 
men, and  certainly  of  those  conversant 
with  the  subject,  was  that  her  Grace 
had  only  one  object  in  view  when  she 
initiated  the  charitable  fund,  and  that 
she  acted  upon  a  charitable  motive.  He 
was  not  going  to  say  there  had  not  been 
mistakes  in  its  distribution.  Perhaps 
there  had  been  mistakes  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  that  fund,  as  there  had  been  in 
the  distribution  of  other  funds;  but  he 
believed  that  the  initiation  of  the  fund 
was  good,  and  that  it  was  honestly  and 
impartially  administered.  Now,  as  to 
the  amount  of  distress  in  Ireland.  The 
Dublin  Mansion  House  Fund  was  insti- 
tuted five  weeks  ago.  It  had  not  been 
really  more  than  four  weeks  in  active 
operation.  It  was  now  in  connection 
with  600  committees,  centred  in  all 
parts  of  Ireland.  It  was  a  mistake  to 
say  that  the  distress  was  confined  to  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland.  It  was 
spread  over  all  the  country.  It  did  not 
approach  the  distress  of  1847,  nor  did 
he  say  that  it  was  universal ;  but  it  was 
general  in  the  sense  of  being  spread 
over  the  entire  country,  and  but  for  the 
application  of  private  charitable  funds 
there  would  already  have  been  hundreds 
of  deaths  from  starvation.  The  Dublin 
Mansion  House  Committee  had  received 
abundant  testimony  from  representative 
men  of  all  political  and  religious  creeds, 
not  that  tne  peasantry  were  about  to 
die  of  starvation,  not  that  if  the  Qo- 
yemment  did  not  take  prompt  stops 
they  would  die,  but  that  they  were 
dyisg,  and  that  many  were  living  on 


one  meal  a-day,  and  they  could  no 
longer  get  credit  for  that.  Take  the 
committee  of  which  he  had  most  know- 
lodge.  They  had  received  about  £50,000, 
and  had  spent  about  £24,000  exclusively 
in  the  purchase  of  food  ;  and  in  the  re- 
ports which  had  been  received  from  the 
local  committees  they  had  the  informa- 
tion that  the  food  had  been  exclusively 
Indian  meal,  and  that  they  gave  one 
meal  of  it  to  each  family  per  diem. 
Such  was  the  position  of  Ireland  at 
that  time.  The  question  was  not  one 
as  to  whether  power  should  be  given  to 
Local  Boards  to  borrow  money,  or  as  to 
whether  power  should  be  given  to  land- 
lords who  had  not  received  their  rents. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  seem 
to  realize  the  danger  that  was  upon 
them  ;  and  while  they  were  deliberating 
these  questions,  or  the  question  as  to 
whether  landlords  would  be  able  to  raise 
the  interest  upon  loans,  the  people  were 
actually  starving.  He  did  not  want  un- 
necessarily to  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House,  nor  did  he  want  to  make 
any  attack  upon  the  Government  for 
their  lack  of  exertion.  He  believed 
their  action  had  been  too  late.  He  be- 
lieved that,  notwithstanding  what  the 
Government  had  done,  there  would  be 
cases  of  starvation  by  thousands  within 
the  next  two  months,  if  the  people  were 
not  supplied  with  labour  from  public 
works  or  out-door  relief.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seemed  to  think  this  was  a 
matter  for  future  arrangement,  and  that 
two  or  three  months  hence  they  might 
meet  the  emergency,  and  they  did  not 
seem  to  recognize  the  fact  that  were  it 
not  for  the  application  of  funds  from 
private  sources  the  people  would  have 
been  starved  while  they  were  thinking 
what  ought  to  be  done.  He  would  only 
add  that  the  responsibility  rested  hence- 
forward upon  the  shoulders  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govornniont,  and  desired  to  im- 
press upon  them  the  necessity  of  prompt 
action.  They  were  about  to  place  a 
IMU  before  Parliament  authorizing 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  give  out-door 
relief.  That  was  something.  But  would 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  avail  them- 
selves of  this  authority.  In  1847  they 
did  not  do  so.  Were  Her  Majesty's 
Government  about  to  take  proper  steps 
to  compel  them  to  do  so  in  the  event  of 
their  not  performing  their  duty  in  the 
present  case?  He  acknowledged  that 
the  last  appointment  to  the  Local  GK)- 
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yemment  Board  was  an  admirable  one ; 
but  it  was  well  known  that  the  Board 
was  still  very  weak,  and  that  a  vacancy 
existed  thereon.  Were  Her  Majesty's 
Government  about  to  fill  it  with  a  com- 
petent man  ?  These  were  not  attacks  upon 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
They  were  simply  questions  of  what 
they  were  about  to  do  from  the  point 
of  obvious  duty.  It  was  well  known 
that  in  the  Famine  of  1846-8  the  worst 
time  came  after  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop,  when  the  lands  remained  un- 
cropped  during  the  succeeding  year. 
What  were  Her  Majesty's  Government 
going  to  do  to  meet  that  emergency  in 
the  present  instance  ?  They  knew  very 
well  that  the  lands  in  the  South-West 
of  Ireland  would  be  uncropped  next 
year,  and  that  the  farmers  were  eating 
their  seed  potatoes.  Did  not  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  know  that  within 
six  weeks  they  must  decide  and  take 
action  upon  that  ?  After  that  time  it 
would  be  too  late.  He  wished  to  im- 
press upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  they  had  been  warned  last  year, 
and  that  they  had  treated  the  warning 
with  contempt,  and  they  now  had  the 
fact  to  meet  that  the  people  were  actually 
dying.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  steps  which  he  (Mr.  Gray),  as 
an  individual,  believed  to  be  too  late. 
Were  they  going  to  take  any  measures 
for  stocking  the  land  for  the  next  year  ? 
Ho  cared  not  whether  the  money  came 
from  the  Church  Fund  or  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund ;  but  let  them  take  it  from 
somewhere  in  order  to  save  the  lives  of 
the  people.  He  told  the  House,  as  chair- 
man of  a  committee  which  had  neces- 
sarily more  knowledge  of  the  subject  than 
any  other  body,  perhaps,  even  of  the 
Government  itself,  that  their  informa- 
tion was  that  the  people  were  starving. 
He  told  them  that  th^  would  have 
starved  before  but  for  the  charitable 
organization  started  without  their  assist- 
ance. He  appealed  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  state  whether  they  were 
going  to  let  the  lives  of  the  people  of 
Ir^and-  depend  upon  chance  contri- 
butions from  Australia  or  America? 
£80,000  had  already  been  received 
from  Australia,  while  but  £5,000  or 
£6,000  had  been  contributed  by  all 
England.  Were  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
ment  about  to  secure  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  who  had,  on  a  former  oc- 
caaion,  neglected  their  duty,  should  be 
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compelled  to  perform  it  in  the  present 
instance,  and  that  the  lands  should  be 
stocked  for  the  coming  year  ?  They  had 
but  six  weeks  in  which  to  do  that  work. 
Were  they  going  to  do  it ;  and,  if  so,  in 
what  manner  was  it  to  be  done  ? 

The  Maequbss  of  HAETINQTON  : 
Although  I  have  already  addressed  the 
House  upon  the  subject  of  the  Address 
to  Her  Majesty,  I  am  most  anxious  to 
say  a  few  words  also  for  the  sake  of 
giving  some  explanation  of  the  vote  I 
intend  to  give,  and  to  make  one  or  two 
observations  upon  some  remarks  which 
have  been  maoe  bv  hon.  Members  in  the 
course  of  this  debate.  I  am  very  far 
indeed  from  disparaging  the  importance 
of  the  issue  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw),  and  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  renewing  my 
expression  of  regret  to  him  that  I  thought 
it  my  duty  to  discuss  with  him  the  title 
to  address  the  House  when  I  rose  in  the 
usual  manner  after  the  Seconder  of  the 
Address.  But,  if  I  did  so,  it  was  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  with  the  idea  of 
underrating  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  bring 
before  the  notice  of  the  House,  or  of 
disparaging  his  right  to  move  his 
Amendment.  Admitting,  as  I  do,  the 
great  practical  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject, I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
subject  has  been  raised  somewhat  too 
soon — too  soon,  at  all  events,  in  its  pre- 
sent shape.  It  was  certainly  necessary, 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
question  of  the  depression  in  Ireland 
should  be  discussed  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment ;  and  this  was  shown  by 
the  Government  having  given  Notice  of 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which  will 
raise  the  whole  question.  We  are  now 
asked  to  pass  a  Tote  of  Censure  upon  the 
Government  for  having  taken  inade- 
quate measures  for  the  relief  of  Irish 
distress.  I  do  not  feel  I  am  able  to  give 
an  opinion  upon  the  question  of  as  to 
whether  the  measures  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  are  or  are  not  adequate. 
The  Government  have  admitted  that  they 
have  taken  upon  themselves  a  great 
responsibility,  both  by  what  they  have 
done  and  by  what  they  have  omitted  to 
do.  They  acknowledge  their  responsi- 
bility, and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  make  them  feel  that  re- 
sponsibility, and  to  call  them  to  account 
£6r  it.     It  is  not  the  province  of  the 
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House  of  Commons  to  shape  measures ; 
that  is  the  province  of  the  Government. 
The  most  important  duty  of  the  House 
of  Commons  is  to  watch  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government ;  to  watch,  from  time  to 
time,  the  results  of  those  proceedings; 
and  when  they  have  facts  oefore  them 
which  enable  them  to  form  a  dispas- 
sionate judgment,  to  give  their  opinion 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  Government 
may  have    discharged    their    responsi- 
bility and  as  to  the  adequacy  of  their 
measures.     Sir,  there  are  no  means  in 
the  Papers  presented  to  us  of  ascertain- 
ing how  far  their  estimate  of  the  state 
of  affairs  prevailing  in  Ireland  is  correct 
or  otherwise,  or  how  far  their  anticipa- 
tions as  to  the  probable  conditions  of 
affairs  during  the  winter  will  be  altered 
or  have  been  realized  or  exceeded.     The 
last  Keport  of  the   Local   Government 
Board  is  dated  at  the  end  of  October ; 
but  the  Government  must  be  in  pos- 
session, I  imagine,  of  very  much  later 
information  from  the  Local  Government 
Boards  and  Boards  of  Guardians  show- 
ing what    is  the    actual  state    of  the 
country  up  to  Christmas,  or  even  a  later 
date.     Until  that  information  is  before 
us,  how  is  it  possible  for  us  to  say  whe- 
ther the  measures  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  relief  of  the 
distress  in  Lreland  are  adequate  or  not  ? 
I  am,  therefore,  unable  to  say  that,  in 
my  opinion,  the  Eepresentatives  of  the 
Lrish    constituencies     have    altogether 
made  out  their  case.     I  imagined  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County 
(Mr.  Shaw)  placed  on  the  Paper  a  Notice 
of  Motion  of  Censure  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  inadequacy  of  their 
measures,  he  would  have  been  prepared 
to  lay  before  the  House  facts  and  figures 
which   would  have    been    sufficient  of 
themselves  to  show  that  their  prepara- 
tions had  manifestly  failed  and  were  in- 
adequate to  the  emergency.     I  do  not 
find,  either  in  the  speech  of  the  Mover  of 
the  Motion,  or  of  any  hon.  Member,  that 
the  statement  as  to  the  universality  of 
serious  distress  is  supported  by  any  con- 
clusive proofs  which  would  justify  the 
House,  at  so  early  a  period,  in  passing  a 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Government. 
I  have  heard  this  evening  a  statement 
of  mnoh  more  detail,  and  I  think  of  a 
muoh  more  grave  character,  and  which 
is,  perhaps,  the  most  important  state- 
ment maoe  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
that  which  has  just  been  made  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  as  we 
know,  very  exceptional  opportunities  for 
making  himself  acquainted  with  the  real 
state  of  the  case ;   and  the  description 
which  he  has  ^iven  of  the  circumstances 
present  to  his  knowledge  in  Lreland  are, 
m  my  opinion,  much  more  ^ave  than 
anything  which  we  have  had  laid  before 
us  hitherto.     But  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  with  becoming 
moderation,  and  I  did  not  understand 
him  actually  to  pledge  himself  to  the 
statement  that  the  measures  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's   Government  up  to  the 
present  time  had  broken  down,  or  that 
there  had  been  any  destitution  actually 
amounting  to  starvation  in  the  country. 
Sir,  I  have,  during  the  course  of  this 
debate,  been  surprised  at  the  aspect  of 
the  case  presented  to  us  by  Members  of 
Lrish  constituencies,  for   it  appears  to 
me  that  the  reports  of  the  relief  com- 
mittees have  from  time  to  time  shown 
that  a  very  much    more    acute    crisis 
existed  than  has  been  described  by  hon. 
Members  in  this  House.      I  think  it 
quite  impossible  for  me,   and  for  the 
House,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  say,  at 
the  present  time,  that  the  measures  of 
the  Government  have  been  adequate, 
especially  after  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary.     At  the    same 
time,  I  feel  it  equally  impossible  to  say 
that  any  proof  has  been  laid  before  us 
that  those  measures  have  been  absolutely 
inadequate.     The  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  has  also  laid 
before  the  House,  in  a  very  interesting 
speech,  the  picture  of  a  very  sad  state  of 
things  as  existing  on  the  West  coast  of 
Ireland.     In  that  picture  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
exaggeration.     I  believe  that,  in  ordi- 
nary years,  the  condition  of  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  population  in  that  part  of 
Ireland  is  one  which   is  very  little  re- 
moved from  destitution.     I  remember 
very  well  that  in  one  of  the  last  years 
during  which  I  hold  office  in  Ireland  a 
state   of   things   existed  on   the  West 
coast  and  in  the  Islands  which  was  ex- 
tremely similar  to  the  condition  of  af- 
fairs pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
this  evening.     On  that  occasion,  a  few 
benevolent  persons  to  whom  the  facts  of 
the  case    became  known  proceeded  to 
raise  a  relief  fund  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  alive  the  people  of  those  dis- 
tricts.   I  do  not  understand,  howeveri 
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the  hon.  Member  for  Qalway  to  say  that 
the  measures  which  have  been  taken,  or 
which  are  about  to  be  taken,  coupled 
with  the  exertions    of  the  relief  com- 
mittees, would  be  inadequate  to  meet 
the  distress  existing  in  the  districts  re- 
ferred to.    But  what  he  did  jpoint  out 
was  that  measures  were  required  of  a 
more  permanent  character   to  regulate 
the  position  of  aflfairs.     I  entirely  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  am  certain 
that  the  House  will  be  disposed  to  go 
with  him,  if  he  can  point  out  any  mea- 
sures that  will  be  of  a  permanent  cha- 
racter, tending  to  improve  the  condition 
of  the  people.    At  the  same  time,  I  can- 
not help  agreeing  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
that  we  must  not  look  too  confidently  for 
any  improvement  by  legislation  in  such 
a  state  of  things  as  has  been  described. 
Legislation  cannot  effect  a  change  in  the 
social  condition  of  people  who  are  con- 
tent to  exist,  and  who  are  also  content 
to  multiply  in  circumstances  which  at 
the  best  of  times  affords  but  a  bare  sub- 
sistence, and  which  in  a  bad  year  neces- 
sarily lead  to  destitution.     We  cannot 
expect  that,  without  raising  the  social 
st^dard  of  life  in  districts  such  as  those 
which  have  been  alluded  to,  any  per- 
manent improvement  can  take  place.     I 
am  ready  to  believe  that  hon.  Members 
are  right  in  saying  that  emigration  on  a 
large  scale  is  not  the  remedy  which  is 
required  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
and  that  Ireland  ought  to  be  able  to 
support  its  present  population.     That 
may  be  true ;  but  if  so,  it  must  also  be 
true  that  the  population  of  Ireland  is 
not  properly  distributed.     The  popula- 
tion of   the  districts  described  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  is,  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  it  exists,  too  great  to  be  main- 
tained on  the  soil.    If  the  hon.  Member 
can  propose  any  measure  for  the  per- 
manent improvement  of  the  inhabitants 
of  that  part  of  Ireland,  it  will,  I  am 
sure,  be  received  by  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  with  the  utmost 
willingness  to  give  it  the  most  favour- 
able consideration.     I  think,  perhaps,  I 
may  claim  that  this  side  of  tne  House 
has  a  great  willingness  to  listen  to  any 
proposal  which  the  hon.  Member  may 
have  to  make  for  the  permanent  im- 
provement of  the  condition  of  the  people 
in  this    part   of  Ireland.     As  I  have 
Bald  beforei  I  think  it  is  extremely  de- 

n$  Mmrjims  o/MartingUn 


sirable  that   the  Government,  if  they 
have  any  later  information  than  we  as 
yet  possess  as  to  the  state  of  Ireland, 
should  as  soon  as  possible  lay  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  and  that  they 
should  from  time  to  time  present  to  us 
the  various  Beports  received  from  the 
Local  Government  Board,  which   must 
show  the  progress  of  the  distress,  and 
the  measures  which  have  been  taken 
for  its  relief.     When  the   time  comes, 
and  when  it  is  conclusively  proved,  as 
I  hope  it  may  never  be  proved,  iliat 
their  measures  have  broken  down,  then, 
in  my  opinion,  and  certainly  not  now, 
will  be  the  time  for  the  Government  to 
be  called  upon  to  answer  to  their  re- 
sponsibility for  the  inadequacy  of  the 
measures  which  they  may  have  taken. 
I  cannot  say  that  the  measures  taken  up 
to  the  present  have  been  open  to  cen- 
sure.   They  have  been  tried  and  found 
successful   on   former  occasions.    It  is 
admitted  that  the  distress  is  not  univer- 
sal ;  and  to  have  adopted  measures  of  a 
wider  scope  and  of  a  more  heroic  cha- 
racter might,  undoubtedly,  have  caused 
a  panic  and  led  to  a  very  considerable 
demoralization  of  the  people.    The  mea- 
sures taken,  so  far  as  they  have  gone, 
whether  sufficient  or  otherwise  I  know 
not,  appear  to  have  been  measures  that 
were,  in  the  first  instance,  calculated  to 
mitigate  distress  by  affording  employ- 
ment ;  and  if  that,  unfortunately,  miled 
to  save  the  people  by  out-door  relief 
from  the  danger  of  absolute  starvation, 
the  only  additional  suggestion  which  I 
have  heard  from  Irish  Members  is  that 
loans  should  be  offered  by  Government 
to  the  occupiers  of  land.     I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  that  proposal  were  put 
into    definite    shape,   and    a    practical 
scheme  were  laid  before  the  House,  it 
would  be  very  readily  entertained.    I 
must,  however,  at  the  same  time,  say 
that  the  form  in  which  I  have  heard  it 
suggested  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be 
one  of  a  very  practical  character.    In 
the  first  place,  no  one  would  deny  that 
the  State  or  anyone  who  lends  money 
ought  to  have  security.     It  may  be  very 
much  to  be  regretted  that  the  occupier 
has  not  a  greater  and  more  fixed  in- 
terest than  he  possesses  in  his  occupa- 
tion, or  a  grater  security  of  tenure; 
but  we  hear  every  day  on  all  sides  that 
the  occupier  has  no  security  to  give  for 
the  advances  proposed   to  be  made  to 
him.    In  these  circumstancesi  I  cannot 
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Bee  how  it  could  be  a  wise  policy  to  lend 
money  to  occupiers  without,  as  it  would 
appear,  any   security.     There  are  two 
more  conclusive  reasons  against    this. 
What  security  would  there  be  for  money 
advanced  in  this  way  being  applied  for 
the  object  for  which  it  is  intended  ?  We 
are  informed,  and  I  have  no  doubt  truly, 
that  a  c^eat  number  of  small  occupiers, 
and  indeed  of  large  occupiers,  are  in  an 
extremely  embarrassed  position.     They 
owe  money  to  their  landlords  for  rent, 
and  they  owe  money  to  their  tradesmen 
as  well  as  to  persons  from  whom  they 
have  borrowed  money.     It  is  not  pos- 
sible that  the  Board  of  Works  or  the 
Qovemment    could    exercise  a  minute 
supervision  over  the  manner  in  which 
these  loans  were  expended.     And  is  it 
not  but  too  probable  that  if  the  money 
were  advanced  permanently  they  would 
be  impelled  to  use  it  for  pressing  necessi- 
ties, that  a  very  large  portion  would  go 
to  the  landlords  in  the  shape  of  rent, 
and  another  to  the  tradesmen  for  debt ; 
and,  therefore,  that  only  a  small  por- 
tion would  go  in  the  required  direction 
— namely,  the  employment  of  labour? 
Sir,  I  shall  not  at  this  time  of  night 
make  any  observations  on  that  portion 
of  the  Amendment  which  refers  to  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  legislate  upon  land 
tenure.     It  is  assumed,  and  I  should 
say  without  sufRcient  proof,  that  all  the 
evils  which  afflict  Ireland  are  directly 
traceable  to  the  existing  system  of  land 
tenure.     It  cannot  be  said  of  those  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  whether  we  have 
failed  or  whether  we  have  succeeded, 
that  we  are  indififerent  to  the  question 
of  land  tenure.     We  have  admitted  that 
a  remedy  was  required,  and  we  have 
endeavoured  to  deal  with  it.     Whether 
our  remedy  has  been  successful  is  a  sub- 
ject upon  which  there  may,  of  course,  be 
a  diCference  of  opinion.     At  the  same 
time,  I  am  very  far  from  admitting  that 
there    are  no   evils  which    afflict  Ire- 
land   at    present    that    are    connected 
with   the   system   of  land  tenure ;  but 
I  say   further  that   I  entirely  demur 
to   the  assumption  that  has  cdso  been 
made    that   the  Land  Act  has    failed 
in  its  operation.     I  expressed  an  opi- 
nion in  this  Hoiiee  one  or  two  years 
ago  that  the  time  was  approaching,  if  it 
had  not  already  arrived,  when  it  would 
be  desirable  to  have  some  inquiry  into 
the  operation  and  effect  of  the  Act.   I  am 
•till  more  strongly  of  that  opinion  now; 


and  I  think  that  now  that  we  are  in- 
quiring into  the  condition  of  agriculture 
in  England,  it  is  desirable  that  the  posi- 
tion of  agriculture  in  Ireland,  and  of 
the  occupiers,  as  well  as  the  effect  of 
the  Land  Act,  should  be  inquired  into  ; 
and  I  am  not  disposed  to  question  the 
suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  ^[em- 
ber for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
that  a  subject  so  important  should  not 
be  made  a  mere  branch  of  a  larger  in- 
quiry, but  should  be  intrusted  to  a  sepa- 
rate Commission.  Sir,  I  feel  that  the 
House  having  been  addressed  by  so 
many  hon.  Members  more  competent 
from  practical  knowledge  to  deal  with 
this  question  than  myself,  I  owe  an 
apology  for  having  occupied  the  time  of 
the  House  in  making  these  observations 
upon  the  subject  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment. But  I  do  wish  before  I  conclude 
to  make  one  or  two  remarks  upon  an- 
other question,  which  does  not  appear  to 
be  absolutely  relevant  to  the  question  in 
debate,  but  which  I  cannot  avoid.  I 
refer  to  the  observations  made  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  upon  what  I  thought  to  be 
the  irrelevant  character  of  the  speech 
of  the  Seconder  of  the  Address  to  Her 
Majesty.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
enter  into  any  detail  or  answer  to  the 
remarks  he  made  on  the  conduct  of  my- 
self, or  the  Liberal  Party  generally,  in 
relation  to  the  question  of  Home  Kule. 
I  thought  that  I  said  that  that  was  a 
question  not  referred  to  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  and  that  his  observations  on  the 
subject  were  absolutely  irrelevant,  and 
might  be  passed  over.  But  I  was  some- 
what astonished  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  paying  the  usual  compliments 
to  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Ad- 
dross,  said  that  he  thought  an  extremely 
pertinent  question  had  been  asked  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  J.  P. 
Corry),  and  that  the  House  would  be 
glad  to  know  what  was  the  position  of 
the  Liberal  Party  and  of  myself  with 
regard  to  Home  Kule,  and  whether  it 
was  to  be  considered  an  open  question 
in  the  same  sense  as  a  groat  many 
others.  I  shall  have  something  to  say 
later  on  as  to  the  expression  '*an  open 

?[uestion;*'  but,  in  the  first  place,  be- 
ore  I  come  to  the  merits  of  the  question, 
I  should  like  to  make  a  short  examina- 
tion of  the  antecedents  of  those  Gentle- 
men who  bring  this  charge,  and  impute 
to  us  that  we  have  now  made  Home  Bule 
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an  open  question  with  the  Liberal  Party. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ox- 
ford (Sir  William  Harcourt)  has  already 
referred  to  the  circumstance  of  the  elec- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sligo  (Colonel  King- 
Harman).  It  is  well  that  we  should 
examine  into  that  case  a  little  more  mi- 
nutely. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Sligo  was  elected,  as  the  whole  House 
is  aware,  on  a  distinct  pledge  as  a  Home 
Ruler.  If  there  be  any  doubt  as  to 
this,  the  House  will,  perhaps,  allow  me 
to  read  a  passage  from  his  address.  On 
December  29,  1876,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  addressed  his  constituents, 
and  said — 

**  I  think  that  the  experience  of  each  Session 
shows  more  and  more  that  the  pressure  of  Busi- 
ness prevents  the  Imperial  Parliament  from 
giving  proper  attention  to  the  wants  of  Ireland, 
and  I  beheve  that  the  original  principles  of 
Home  Government,  as  advocated  by  myself  on 
former  occasions,  must  eventually  force  them- 
selves upon  the  House  of  Commons." 

Now,  this  is  a  distinct  Home  Kule  de- 
claration. The  House  will  observe  that 
it  is  rather  a  mild  statement  of  Home 
Bule ;  whether  it  was  made  under  pres- 
sure I  do  not  know.  I  will  now  read 
but  one  short  extract  from  the  printed 
address  of  the  candidate,  which  will 
leave  no  doubt  as  to  the  thoroughness  of 
his  Home  Hule  sentiments.     He  said — 

"  I  raised  the  cry  of  Homo  Rule  at  a  time 
when  no  other  man  in  Ireland  had  raised  it.  In 
Longford  and  in  Dublin  I  fought  for  it.  Al- 
though well  beaten  in  my  o^ti  county  of  Long- 
ford, I  was  not  deterred,  but  went  up  to  Dublin 
expecting  defeat,  but  nevertheless  determined 
to  raise  the  cry  of  Home  Rule  on  the  hustings. 
The  Secretary  for  the  Homo  Rule  League  was 
talking  to  me,  and  he  said  only  for  those  elec- 
tion battles  the  League  would  not  be  in  its  pre- 
sent position  to-day.  I  am,  as  I  was  then,  a 
determined  Home  Ruler.  I  think  it  is  a  ques- 
tion which  must  recommend  itself  to  the  com- 
mon sense  of  every  true  Irishman.  It  is  a 
question  which  has  been  often  threshed  out  and 
explained,  and  I  need  not  go  into  details.  But 
I  simply  ask  what  can  be  more  common-sense- 
like than  that  a  nation  should  demand  to  manage 
its  own  affairs  as  a  man  manages  the  affairs  of 
his  own  household  ?  Home  Rule  involves  every 
other  point  in  the  programme,  as  if  wo  had 
Home  Rule  everything  else  would  follow.  But 
as  we  have  it  not,  we  must  go  in  for  as  much  as 
we  can  get  for  the  good  of  Ireland  from  the 
Imperial  Parliament.' ' 

There  could  be  no  mistake  as  to  these 
sentiments.  A  resolution  wasjpassed  at 
the  meeting  of  the  Home  Kule  League  in 
Dublin,  on  Januarys,  1877.  Itwas  moved 
by  the  Rev.  Joseph  Galbraith,  seconded 
by  Mr.  Dawson,  and  it  was  resolved — 
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"  That,  remembering  the  part  taken  by  Mr. 
King-Harman  in  the  very  ori^  of  the  Home 
Rule  movement,  his  participation  in  the  earliest 
struggles  of  that  cause,  and  the  signal  services 
rendered  by  him  as  one  of  the  secretaries  of  the 
National  Conference,  we  desire  to  express  oar 
great  satisfaction  at  his  selection  as  candidate 
by  the  large  and  influential  meeting  of  the 
electors  of  Sligo ;  and  that  in  perfect  reliance 
on  his  proved  and  disinterested  devotion  to  the 
Home  Rule  cause,  and  i^e  interests  of  his  coun- 
try generally,  we  look  forward  to  his  return  for 
that  county  as  an  essential  service  to  Ireland.*' 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  when 
he  entered  the  House  of  Commons,  did 
not  shrink  from  the  pledges  which  he 
had  given  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  took  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  fulfilling  those 
pledges.  On  the  24th  of  April,  1877, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  seconded 
a  Motion  of  which  a  great  deal  has  been 
heard — namely,  that  which  was  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County 
(Mr.  Shaw),  demanding  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  and  report  upon 
the  demand  of  the  Irish  people  for  the 
restoration  of  the  Irish  Parliament.  In 
seconding  that  Motion  he  took  the  op- 
portunity of  distinctly  defining  his  posi- 
tion with  regard  to  Home  Bule.  He 
said — 

**  There  were  many  Irishmen  of  considerable 
intelligence  and  influence  who  would  limit  their 
demand  by  saying  *  Give  us  a  local  commission 
for  Ireland  who  can  legislate  for  us  on  such  sub- 
jects as  Railway  and  Gas  Bills ;'  but  he  did  not 
acquiesce  in  that  limitation — far  from  it.  If, 
however,  the  Committee,  after  a  full  and  fair 
investigation  of  the  subject,  decided  that  Home 
Rule  to  that  extent  only  should  be  granted,  he 
asked  that  that  might  be  g^ranted  flrst,  and  then 
they  could  discuss  the  other  points  afterwards." 
— [3  HanBord,  ccxxxiii.  1762. J 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  there- 
fore, seconded  that  very  Motion  which, 
in  a  slightly  modified  and  milder  form, 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Ramsay  pro- 
mised to  vote  for  the  other  day  at  Liver- 
pool. On  account  of  that  promise,  I  am  in- 
formed that  it  is  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis),  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket), 
that  I  ought  to  have  repudiated  his  can- 
didature, and  that  I  ought  not  to  have 
wished  for  his  success.  We  are  given 
to  understand  that  those  two  Gentlemen 
— the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Sligo 
(Colonel  Eline-Uarman)  and  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Kamsay — have  done  a  very 
objectionable  and  very  dreadful  thing — 
that  they  have  promised  to  vote  for  an  Irish 


853 


Majesty^ B  Most 


{Eebbxtabt  9,  1880]  Oraetous  Speech.         354 


Parliament,  and  for  that  reason  haye  cut 
themselves  off  from  all  sympathy  with 
right-minded  Members  of  Parliament. 
Let  us  see  now  how  a  very  high  autho- 
rity the  other  day  defined  the  nature  of 
this  offence — **  Home  Rule,"  we  are 
told,  **  means,  I  think,  disintegration  of 
the  Empire ;  and  whoever  votes  for  it, 
on  whatever  side  he  sits,  is  false  to  his 
Queen  and  his  country."  Gentlemen, 
whether  hon.  Members  or  not,  who  have 
been  guilty  of  tampering  with  an  offence 
so  described  are,  no  doubt,  looked  upon 
with  suspicion.  But  how  has  the  repro- 
bation of  the  Government  been  marked  ? 
The  speech  I  have  just  referred  to  was 
made,  I  think,  on  April  24th,  1877 ;  and 
on  October  the  5th,  1878,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sligo 

S)lonel  King-Harman)  was  appointed 
rd  Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Bos- 
common,  I  believe  by  the  very  noble- 
man who  save  the  description  of  Home 
Kule  which  I  have  just  quoted.  Sir, 
this  question  has  been  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt) ; 
but  I  have  not  observed  that  any- 
one has  had  the  courage  to  attempt 
a  reply  to  the  allegation  which  has  been 
made,  except  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket),  who,  with  his  usual  cour- 
age, came  forward  and  said — ''Tes;  it 
is  quite  true  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  appointed  Lieutenant  of 
his  county.  It  is  quite  true  that  this  is 
a  great  social  position ;  and  when  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  ap- 
pointed to  that  office,  we  did  not  think 
much  about  his  political  opinions.  He 
was  appointed  because  he  had  £40,000 
a-year,  and  was  held  in  universal  respect 
in  the  county.*'  We  now  know  that 
£40,000  a-year  and  universal  respect  in 
the  county  are  to  condone  falseness  to 
the  Queen  and  to  the  country.  Sir,  I  do 
not  know — I  have  not  taken  the  trouble 
to  inquire — what  may  be  the  future  pro- 
spects in  this  respect  of  my  noble  friend 
I>ord  Kamsay.  I  do  not  know  whether  his 
income  may  justifv  such  an  appointment 
in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin, 
and  how  far  it  m^  be  prejudiced  by  his 
adopting  Home  Bule  principles.  But 
let  us  see  whether  this  is  merely  a  social 
position?  What  are  the  duties  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  a  county?  He  recom- 
mends the  appointment  of  county  magis- 
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trates ;  he  recommends  for  commissions 
in  the  Militia ;  and  he  appoints  Deputy 
Lieutenants,  which,  as  hon.  Members 
know,  are  offices  of  considerable  political 
influence.  Everyone  is  aware  that  the 
appointment  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  a 
county  is  pre-eminently  political.  It  is 
not  made  without  reference  to  social 
grounds;  but  it  is  pre-eminently  on 
political  grounds  that  this  office  is  be- 
stowed. Any  one  of  us  can  call  to  mind 
instances  on  both  sides  of  politics  of 
men  socially  most  fitted  for  the  position 
having  been  passed  over  in  favour  of 
somebody  with  stronger  political  claims. 
But  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
says  that  it  is  a  social  appointment,  and 
that  the  case  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Sligo  was  quite  different 
from  the  political  bargain  entered  into 
by  my  noble  friend  (Lord  Bamsay)  at  the 
election  at  Liverpool.  I  should  like  to 
know  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
—of  course,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
fact — whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Sligo  receives  those  Circu- 
lars issued  on  pressing  occasions  by  the 
Treasury ;  or  whether  his  political  alle- 
giance has  been  entirely  discarded  on 
account  of  his  Home  Bule  tendencies  ? 
We  know  that  it  is  the  custom,  on  the 
occasion  of  a  Member  taking  his  seat 
during  the  sitting  of  Parliament,  that  he 
should  be  introduced  by  two  of  his 
Friends.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
ascertain  who  performed  that  office  for 
the  hon.  and  giulant  Member ;  and  I  find 
he  was  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Southern  Division  of  the  West 
Biding,  and  either  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Donegal  (the  Marquess  of 
Hamilton),  or  by  his  noble  Brother  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton).  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  the 
father  of  these  two  noble  Lords  occupied 
at  the  time  the  position  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  and  I  believe  both 
these  noble  Lords  generally  share  the 
political  opinions  of  their  relative.  I  am 
surprised,  therefore,  that,  considering 
the  reprobation  with  which  Home  Bule 
opinions  are  regarded  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  the  son  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  should  have  been 
selected  to  introduce  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member.  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  on  that  subject  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury.  I  should  like  to 
ask  it  of  a  very  steady  supporter  of  the 
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(Jovemment  opposite,   who  has  given 
them  his  support  to-night.     I  should  not 
be  surprised  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Sir  George  Bowyer) 
also  accepted  the  Circular.      I  might 
ask  the  same  question  with  regard  to 
the  junior  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Hamond),  who,  like  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Wexford,  is  described  in 
this    small    and,    I    believe,    accurate 
volume,  which  gives  a  short  account  of 
the  principles  of  hon.  Members,  as  "in 
favour  of  a  system  called  Home  Rule 
for  Ireland.' '      Such,  then,  is  the  de- 
scription of  these  two  hon.  Gentlemen. 
I  have  been  looking  over  the  list  of  can- 
didates for  the  next  General  Election, 
and  I  have  not  yet  discovered  who  is  the 
Conservative  candidate  that  is  going  to 
eject  the  junior  Member    who   avows 
these  opinions.     Again,  although  I  do 
not  see  him  in  his  place,  I  should  be 
glad  to  know — and  the  House  would  be 
glad  to  know — what  are  the  exact  rela- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
County    Down    (Viscount  Castlereagh) 
with  Home  Eule  ?    This  work  does  not 
contain  so   explicit  an   account  of  his 
political    opinions ;    but    I    am    aware 
that  the  Home  Kule  Association  some 
time  ago  made  a  declaration  that  they 
had  had  some  communication  with  the 
noble  Lord,   and  that  they  were  en- 
tirely satisfied.     It  might  be  satisfac- 
tory, therefore,  to  learn  what  are  the 
precise  opinions    of   the   noble    Lord, 
although  I  do  not  for  a  moment  profess 
to  know  what  those  opinions  are.    At 
the  same  time,  it  seems  to  me  that  after 
the  declaration  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
"  another  place,"  and  after  those  details 
which  I  have  inflicted  upon  the  House, 
that  it  is  not  from  us,  but  from  the  Go- 
vernment, that  some  explanations  are 
due.     For  myself,   I  maintain  that  I 
have  done  nothing  of  which  I  am,  or 
ought  to  be,  ashamed  ;  and  I  leave  it  to 
the  Government  to  explain  whether  it  is 
right  to  appoint  to  a  position  of  very  high 
honour  —  whether  political  or  social  — 
a  gentleman  holding  those  opinions  with 
which  you  so  entirely  disagpree?    But  I 
have  no    doubt,  however,  in   my  own 
mind,  that  both   the    Government  and 
the  Party  on  this  side  have  been  right 
in  not  repudiating  a  common  political 
allegiance  and  feUowship  wiUi  gentle- 
men holding  these  opinions.    I  wul  now 
address  myself  to  the  question  put  to 
me  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  ibcoheqaer, 
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as  to  whether  Xrish  Home  Eule  is  to  be 
an  open  question  with  the  liberalParty  ? 
I  should  like  to  know  a  little  more  pre- 
cisely what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
means  by  "  an  open  question."  I  have 
heard  of  open  questions  of  great  im- 
portance in  the  Cabinet.  Questions  of 
the  greatest  importance  at  critical  pe- 
riods of  our  history  have  been  regcurded 
as  open  questions  in  the  Cabinet,  and 
the  term  is  one  which  is  perfectly  weU 
understood.  The  term  is  very  often 
applied  by  constituencies  to  their  can- 
didates, and  certain  tests  have  been  im- 
posed ;  but  I  never  heard  before  of  testa 
being  imposed  by  a  Government,  or  by 
the  Leaders  of  a  Party,  upon  Members 
desirous  of  supporting  them,  and  I  want 
to  know  on  wnat  foundation  this  prac- 
tice rests  which  the  Government  seeks 
to  introduce?  I  onlv  know  of  one  test 
that  can  be  applied  to  Members  of  a 
political  Party,  and  that  seems  to  be  a 
general  agreement,  and  a  generaldisposi- 
tion,  to  act  imder  a  common  Leader ;  and 
I  have  never  heard  until  now,  when 
some  Party  advantage  may  be  obtained 
from  it,  of  questions  beinff  open  in  re- 
lation to  a  J^arfy.  I  will  frankly  say 
that  if  Lord  Eamsay  had  declared 
himself  to  be  decidedly  a  supporter  of 
Home  Kule,  I  should  not  have  written 
to  him  the  letter  which  I  did.  I  make 
that  declaration  with  perfect  sincerity, 
and,  atthe  same  time,  with  very  great  pain; 
with  sincerity,  because,  in  my  opinion, 
there  are  questions  of  such  great  im- 

Eortance  that  about  them  there  ought  to 
e  no  doubt  and  no  hesitation  what- 
ever ;  with  pain,  because  if  there  is  one 
thing  I  desire  more  ardently  than  an- 
other, it  is  to  see  the  time  when  Mem- 
bers from  Irish  constituencies  shall 
come  to  this  Parliament  and  take  part 
in  our  debates  upon  the  grounds  of  poli- 
tical, and  not  of  national,  opinion.  But 
I  am  afraid  it  is  not  likely  to  hasten 
the  arrival  of  such  a  time  if  an  English 
Member  is  to  be  placed  under  a  sort  of 
political  excommunication  for  supporting 
the  views  which  are  honestly  held,  and 
ardently  desired,  by  the  great  body  of 
the  Irish  Members.  I  say  that  the 
question  of  Home  Bule  is  one  of  such 
vital  importance  that  about  it  there 
ought  to  be  no  doubt  whatever.  But 
Lord  Ramsay  did  not  pledge  himself 
to  support  Mome  Bule — he  pledged 
himself  to  vote  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
nature  of  the  Iridi  demand.    To  every- 
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thing  wliich  I  have  said  upon  the  sub- 
ject I  entirely  adhere.  I  adhere  to  it, 
inasmuch  as  I  am  opposed  to  an  inquiry 
— not  because  it  is  mischievous  in  itself, 
but  because  I  think  it  is  calculated  to 
give  rise  to  false  impressions  in  Ireland, 
and  to  lead  the  Irish  people  to  suppose 
that  candidates  and  constituencies  are 
willing  to  grant  their  demands,  but  who, 
in  reality,  are  not  disposed  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  I  opposed  that  in- 
quiry, and  I  never  advised  any  candi- 
date over  whom  I  had  any  influence  to 
give  a  pledge  to  vote  for  it.  Still,  I 
cannot  help  saying  that  this  is  not  a 
difference  on  a  vital  question  of  prin- 
ciple. It  is  a  difference  only  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  a  certain  bond  fide  de- 
mand of  the  Irish  people  should  be 
met.  The  Conservative  JParty,  and  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  have  not 
been  wrong  in  repudiating  those  who, 
contrary  to  our  opinion,  are  advised 
to  take  this  pledge.  In  what  I  have 
said  to-night  I  have  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  condemned  the  conduct  hitherto 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
but  what  I  do  most  stronely  condemn 
is  what  I  cannot  but  call  we  hypocrisy 
that  seeks  to  fasten  on  an  opponent  the 
imputation  of  discreditable  conduct  for 
that  which  is  perfectly  innocent  in  itself, 
and  that  which  has  also  been  practised 
by  themselves. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  the 
debate  had  brought  the  real  extent  of 
the  distress  now  prevailing  in  Ireland 
into  a  clear  light,  and  that  no  one,  after 
listening  to  it  or  perusing  the  Papers, 
could  doubt  but  that  the  Government 
were  fully  acquainted  with  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  emergency  with  which 
they  had  to  deal.  There  had  at  first 
been  a  tendency  in  some  quarters  to  ex- 
aggerate, and  in  others  to  minimize,  the 
distress ;  but  there  was  no  doubt  the 
truth  had  been  pretty  fairly  ascertained. 
The  voluntary  agencies  had  already  been 
sufficiently  referred  to  ;  and  he  tliought 
that  all  would  admit  that  the  Duchess 
of  Marlborough's  Fund  and  the  Dublin 
Mansion  House  Fund  had  both  done  good 
work.  The  first  point  that  seemed  to  him 
to  call  for  remark  was  that  the  measures 
taken  by  the  Government  had  not  been 
Beriously  found  fault  with  in  any  quarter. 
No  one  who  had  read  the  Papers  could 
doubt  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  proceeded  with  the  anxious  desire 


neither  to  interfere  too  soon  nor  too 
late,  but  to  be  guided  by  prudence  and 
circumspection.  It  had  been  suggested 
by  the  non.  Member  for  Limerick  that 
the  first  Circular  issued  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  November,  1879,  which  was 
tentative,  had  not  worked  at  all.  But 
that  was  not  the  case ;  because,  in  re- 
sponse to  that  Circular,  applications  for 
loans  to  the  extent  of  £128,000  were 
asked  for,  and  had  not  been  refused. 
When  the  Government  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  desirable  to  go  be- 
yond that  first  Circular,  they  did  not 
hesitate  to  do  so ;  and  now  the  result  was 
that  a  sum  of  very  little  short  of 
£400,000  had  been  applied  for.  Not- 
withstanding what  had  been  stated, 
there  was  no  single  case  of  death  re- 
ported in  which  the  cause  could  be 
authentically  shown  to  have  been  famine 
or  starvation.  It  was  worthy  of  remark 
that  none  of  the  Irish  workhouses  were 
now  filled — as  they  certainly  would  have 
been  had  the  state  of  starvation  and 
poverty  been  so  great  as  had  been  repre- 
sented. At  the  present  moment,  how- 
ever, some  of  the  workhouses  were  very 
full ;  but  there  was  room  in  every  one  of 
them.  He  was  happy  to  state  that  the 
prospect  of  a  fuel  famine  had,  in  the 
opinion  of  persons  of  experience,  already 
passed  off ;  and  there  were  actually 
Unions  that  had  declined  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  permission  to  give  out- 
door relief  in  fuel.  He  thought  that 
Government  had  shown  that  they  had 
dealt  in  this  crisis  with  vigour  and 
necessary  caution.  These  were  circum- 
stances which  should  not  be  lost  sight 
of  for  a  moment.  They  should  not  render 
the  House  forgetful  of  the  actual  distress 
that  existed  in  Ireland  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  should  put  them  on  their  guard 
against  exaggerated  statements.  An- 
other circumstance  which  should  be 
borne  in  mind,  and  which  showed  that 
the  Government  had  given  their  most 
anxious  consideration  to  the  situation  of 
affairs  in  Ireland  for  some  time,  was 
the  intimation  made  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  that  they  had  care- 
fully considered  the  necessity  of  provid- 
ing seed  where  it  was  required.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  who  represented  Irish 
constituencies  had,  it  appeared  to  him, 
mixed  up  the  two  questions  of  what 
should  be  done  to  relieve  the  immediate 
distress,  and  what  could  be  done  to  pre- 
vent permanently  the  recurrence  of  a 
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fiimilar  state  of  things.  Tlie  latter  was 
a  gigantic  question ;  and  if  they  were 
going  then  to  discuss  it  they  would 
never  get  to  the  end  of  the  debate.  It 
had  been  stated  that,  under  a  peasant 
proprietary  system,  much  of  this  distress 
might  have  been  obviated ;  but  looking 
at  the  position  of  those  who  w*re  now 
suffering  most  acutely — it  appeared  that 
they  were  the  tenantry  in  occupation  of 
small  farms  ;  that  they  had  not  to  pay 
instalments  to  the  Government  towards 
the  purchase  of  their  holdings ;  and  that 
they  had  not,  in  fact,  paid  any  rent  to 
their  landlords  during  the  past  year  or 
so — it  was  difficult  to  see  that  calling 
them  peasant  proprietors,  instead  of  te- 
nants, would  improve  their  position.  An- 
other suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
was  that  out- door  relief  might  be  given. 
He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
thought  that  that  question  had  been  dis- 
posed of  already  by  the  ample  informa- 
tion supplied  to  the  House.  The  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  upon  that  subject;  and 
the  Bill  now  before  Parliament  showed, 
moreover,  how  liberally  the  Government 
were  disposed  to  behave  with  regard  to 
this  question  of  out-door  relief.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (The  G'Donoghue) 
suggested  that  instead  of  giving  ad- 
vances to  landlords  they  should  be  made 
to  tenants.  He  could  understand  that 
advances  might  be  given  to  a  tenant 
who  was  a  substantial  man ;  but  how 
could  you  make  an  advance  to  a  tenant 
whose  tenure  or  circumstances  did  not 
warrant  it?  Neither  the  Government 
nor  anyone  else  would  be  warranted  in 
making  advances  in  such  circumstances. 
It  was  obvious  that  that  important  and 
difficult  question  of  the  distress  in  Ire- 
land was  not  a  Party  question.  He  was 
sure  that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
were  equally  anxious  to  arrive  at  the 
adoption  of  some  measures  which  would 
cope  with  the  distress,  and  enable  Ire- 
land to  pass  through  the  present  crisis 
with  as  little  suffering  as  possible.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had 
spoken  with  the  greatest  moderation  and 
fairness  with  reference  to  the  Motion 
then  before  the  House,  and  also  as  to 
the  attitude  of  the  Government,  of  oourse 
reserving  to  himself  the  complete  right 
to  question  their  actions  hereafter  if 
he  should  see  reason  to   object  to  it 
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He  was  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  likewise  paid  a  tribute  to  the 
benevolence  and  kmdly  feeling  shown  by 
the  landlords,  who  were  themselves  in 
great  difficulty,  in  assisting  their  tenants 
through  the  difficult  crisis.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
in  alluding^  several  times  to  the  agitation, 
mentioned  some  tendencies  or  effects  of 
which  he  disapproved ;  but  he  also 
expressed  no  censure  whatever  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  agitation  had  been 
carried  on.  In  fact,  he  suggested  that 
the  landlord  should  be  obuged  to  pay 
compensation  for  disturbance  to  tenants 
who  did  not  pay  rent,  and  who  mieht 
be  evicted  for  non-payment.  IteaBy, 
the  landlord,  who  was  not  to  get  any  rent, 
and  who  was  not  to  evict,  would  be  in  a 
very  unfortunate  position.  Well,  what 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  said  as  to  the  distress  did  not  call  for 
any  observations  from  him ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  was  anxious  to  explain  something 
which  had  been  referred  to  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  and  he  adopted  the  very 
familiar  artifice  of  divertmg  attention 
from  his  bwn  proceedings  by  making  a 
vigorous  attack  on  what  he  alleged  to 
be  the  proceedings  of  others.  That 
was  an  old  fallacy,  and  one  known  well 
as  an  attempt  to  throw  dust  in  other 
people's  eyes.  What  was  the  analogy 
between  the  way  in  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Sligo  was  treated 
by  his  Party,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  and  his  eminent 
Colleagues  treated  Lord  Bamsay  ?  When 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  was  a  candidate  for  Sligo 
he  would  like  to  know  if  any  Member  of 
the  Ministry  wrote  letters,  which  were 
published  in  the  newspapers,  advising 
the  Sligo  people  to  return  him?  Did 
the  Prime  Minister  say  a  single  word,  or 
make  a  single  suggestion,  that  he  should 
be  elected  f  And  at  an  earlier  time  than 
that,  when  there  was  a  contest  for  the 
City  of  Dublin,  where  there  was  an  im- 
mense Conservative  vote,  and  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  was  started  as  a 
Home  Kule  candidate,  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  Conservative  Party  held  aloof, 
and  allowed  him  to  be  beaten  by  thou- 
sands. The  Conservative  Leaders  with- 
held their  support,  and  not  a  single  offi- 
cial wrote  a  letter  in  the  Press  on  his 
behalf.  What  was  the  suggestion,  then, 
which  could  be  made,  when  at  Dublin 
he  was  allowed  to  be  beaten  without  a 
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single  sign  on  the  part  of  the  Oon- 
servative  Leaders,  ana  when  at  Sligo  he 
was  returned  without  a  single  action  on 
their  part  ?  The  single  charge  that  re- 
mained was,  that  he,  a  leading  man  in  his 
county — one  of  the  most  active  of  its 
magistrates,  one  of  the  most  vigorous 
and  capable  men  in  all  county  affairs — ^was 
not  passed  by  when  the  Lieutenancy 
was  vacant ;  and  it  was  attempted  to  be 
urged  that  this  was  analogous  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  and  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  with  reference 
to  Lord  Ramsay  s  candidature  in  Liver- 
pool the  other  day.  Surely  that  was 
rank  nonsense  ?  When  Lord  Ramsay 
was  candidate  for  Liverpool,  recom- 
mended by  such  distinguished  Gentle- 
men, he  was  credited  by  the  fullest  offi- 
cial sanction  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Party 
opposite.  The  noble  Lord  had  now  criti- 
cised the  acts  of  the  Government ;  but 
he  had  spoken  here  somewhat  differently 
from  the  way  in  which  he  wrote  to 
Liverpool.  He  said  this — that  it  was  a 
rash  and  wrong  thing  to  create  false  im- 
pressions and  illusions  in  Ireland.  He 
said  he  did  not  differ  from  Lord  Ramsay 
on  any  vital  point  or  question  of  prin- 
ciple. Was  not  Home  Rule,  then,  a  ques- 
tion of  principle?  Was  that  not  calculated 
to  produce  false  impressions  and  illu- 
sions ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  do  not  say  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  far  from  the  sense  ; 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  he  does  not 
quote  my  words  accurately. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  was  not 
saying  what  the  noble  Lord  said  in  his 
letters,  but  what  he  said  in  the  House 
not  half  an  hour  ago.  He  took  the  words 
down  at  the  time  they  were  uttered.  The 
noble  Lord  said  distinctly  that  he  did 
not  think  the  promise  to  inquire  into  Home 
Rule  involved  any  vital  question  of 
principle.  It  must,  therefore,  go  forth 
from  tne  front  Opposition  Bench,  that  a 
candidate  might  say  that  he  would  or 
would  not  inquire  into  the  necessity  of 
Home  Rule  without  there  being  any  vital 
principle  at  stake.  But  what  did  the 
noble  Lord  say  in  the  debate  on  Home 
Bole  in  the  year  1874  ?    He  said — 

"  That  in  honour  and  honoaty  the  Imperial 
Parliament  .  .  .  could  only  look  at  the  question 
from  an  Imperial  point  of  view ;  and  that  they 
oonvinced  that  .  .  .  they  could  never  give 


their  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
Membo  for  Limerick."--{3JS'(»iM0r(/,  ccxx.  771.} 

He  now  asked  whether  any  hon.  Member 
thought  that  when  the  Irish  people— a 
quick  and  impulsive  people— read,  or 
had  read  to  them,  the  statements  of 
the  noble  Lord,  they  would  believe  that 
he  still  entertained  the  opinions  he  pro- 
claimed as  his  in  1874?  When  they 
now  heard  the  explanation  of  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  what  he  regarded  as  not 
being  a  vital  question  of  principle,  they 
would  find  it  hard  to  understand  what 
was  the  attitude  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
reference  to  Home  Rule.  One  of  the 
noble  Lord's  most  ardent  supporters, 
who  used  to  sit  directly  behind  him,  but 
who  had  lately  moved  down  lower  below 
the  Gangway,  in  the  very  same  debate, 
said — 

"  That  every  look,  every  word,  ought  to  be 
carefully  watched ;  for  the  slightest  symptom  of 
acquiescence  with  the  Motion  would  be  used  as 
a  pretext  for  perpetuating  in  Ireland  what  he 
must  be  permitted  to  call  a  gross  and  mischievous 
delusion."— [/*irf.  925.] 

Now,  it  would  be  far  more  material  if 
the  noble  Lord,  instead  of  making  vag^e 
statements  and  charges  against  others, 
had  answered  the  question  which  was 
put  to  him — namely.  What  did  the  noble 
Lord  think  of  Home  Rule,  and  what 
attitude  did  he  assume  in  reference  to 
it  ?  Did  he  consider  it  a  gross  and  mis- 
chievous delusion  which  was  the  opinion 
of  his  followers  in  1874  ;  or  was  he  only 
advanced  so  far  as  to  consider  that  it  was 
a  difference,  but  not  on  a  vital  question 
of  principle  ?  It  would  be  more  satis- 
factory, when  next  the  noble  Lord  came 
to  doid  with  such  a  question,  if  he  would 
make  up  his  mind  with  a  little  more 
precision,  and  be  prepared  to  state  his 
views  to  the  House  and  country  more  in 
detail,  and  in  such  a  manner  as  to  re- 
move all  ground  for  misconception. 

Mb.  GABBETT  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
[Mr,  Oahhett.) 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  this  was  now  the  third  night 
of  the  debate  on  the  Address,  and  he 
would  put  it  to  the  House  whether  it 
was  not  desirable  to  endeavour  to  brinf 
the  discussion  to  a  close?  They  had 
been  disouasing  at  great  length,  but  not 
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at  all  at  too  great  length,  the  important 
questions  that  had  been  raised  with  re- 
gard to  the  state  of  Ireland ;  and  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  only  consider  that  im- 
mediately following  the  Address  they 
would  proceed  with  a  measure  which 
touched  the  very  heart  of  the  question, 
and  that  there  were  other  measures  also 
affecting  the  question  which  were  about 
to  be  brought  forward,  they  would  see 
that  they  would  have  ample  opportu- 
nities for  discussing  all  the  questions 
that  they  desired  to  discuss,  and  for 
bringing  forward  all  the  practical  sug- 
gestions which,  no  doubt,  they  desired 
to  offer.  He  would,  therefore,  press 
upon  hon.  Members,  although  the  Go- 
yemment  did  not  wish  at  all  to  curtail 
the  discussion  on  the  part  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  that  important  question  of  Irish 
distress,  they  would  be  taking  the  best 
course  really  in  the  interest  or  their  own 
country  if  they  would  allow  the  debate 
upon  this  stage  of  the  Address  to  be  con- 
cluded, and  if  they  would  allow  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  an  early  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  practical  measures 
which  the  Government  had  to  intro- 
duce. 

Mr.  SHAW  regretted  very  much  that 
he  could  not,  on  the  present  occasion, 
concur  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
There  had  been  developed  an  amount  of 
difference  of  opinion  on  this  question 
that  did  not  at  all  appear  at  the  begin- 
ning. The  Irish  Members  had  been  in- 
formed that  they  had  not  made  out  any 
case  whatever.  Now,  it  happened  that 
he  held  in  his  hand  letters  which  he  had 
that  day  received,  and  one  of  them  was 
a  letter  referring  to  a  district  in  the 
north  of  his  own  county,  in  which  he  was 
told,  on  very  good  authority,  that  700 
human  beings,  or  over  100  faniilies,  were 
trjring  to  live  on  2s.  a-week ;  and  if  that 
was  not  starvation  he  did  not  know 
what  was.  In  the  south  of  the  same 
county  a  case  was  brought  before  his 
attention  by  a  friend  the  other  day, 
showing  that  there  were  himdreds  of 
families  there  who  were  trying  to  live 
on  a  similarly  small  and  miser^le  sum. 
Before  he  left  home,  Mr.  Connor,  of 
Manch,  wrote,  asking  him  if  he  under- 
stood the  position  in  which  the  out-door 
relief  question  was ;  and  whether,  if  the 
Board  of  Guardians  passed  a  resolution 
to  give  out-door  rahef,  the  Local  Gh>- 
yemment  Board  would  allow  it?  He 
replied  in  the  affirmativei  and  the  Goar- 
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dians  passed  a  resolution  and  sent  it  up 
to  Dublin.      The  result    was,   that    a 
prompt  and  peremptory  refusal  to  g^ant 
this    out-door   relief  was    sent    down. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  did  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
realize  the  real  state  of  the  case  ?    He 
did  not  believe  he  did.    He  did  not  be- 
lieve the  Government  realized  the  im- 
portance and  the  seriousness  of  the  crisis 
into  which  Ireland  was  hurrying.     He 
had  looked  over  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  did  not  think  that  their 
proposals  were  in  any  way  adequate  for 
the  future.     On  the  contrary,  he  be- 
lieved they  were  grossly  inadequate,  and 
would  not  at  all  meet  the  necessities  of 
the  case.     He  should  be  very  glad,  in- 
deed, if  he  could  now  sit  down ;  but  the 
Home  Eulers  had  received  an  amount  of 
attention    in  that  House,   and   in  the 
country  of  late,  that  was  enough  to  make 
modest  men  blush  and  feel  quite  over- 
whelmed.   However,  they  did  not  feel 
at  all  uneasy  under  the  criticisms  which 
had  been  made  upon  them.    It  seemed 
as  if  the  Parties  were  competing  with 
each  other  as  to  which  of  them  should 
not  touch  the  Home  Bulers;  but  the  real 
fact  of  the  case  was,  that  the  Home 
Bulers  had  not  at  all  made  up  their 
minds  as  to  which  of  the  Parties  they 
should  touch.     He  was  very  much  dis- 
posed not  to  enlist  under  the  banner  of 
the  noble  Lord.     He  had  a  very  great 
amount  of  sympathy  for  the  Party  oppo- 
site, and  for  their  great  Leader ;  and  he 
thought  that  they  were  a  great  deal  more 
teachable  and  more  workable  than  the 
Party  on  his  own  side  of  the  House. 
There  were  not  such  a  number  of  phi- 
losophers among  them.     History  showed 
that.     They  swore  at  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion, and  passed  it ;  they  swore  against 
the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  and  repealed 
them;   they   swore  against  Household 
Suffrage,  and  they  established  it;  and  he 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  the 
Home  Bulers  gave  them  the  slightest 
encouragement  they  would  act  similarly 
towards  it,  and  there  would  be  60  Con- 
servative Home  Bule  candidates  at  the 
next  General  Election.     He  had  a  great 
admiration  for  the  noble  Lord,  whose 
speech  that  night  had  increased  that  ad- 
miration— there  was  so  much  consistency 
and  sincerity  in  it.  But  he  had  a  fear  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  too  innocent  entirely  to 
lead  a  political  Party.    The  noble  Lord 
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should  haye  seen  that  all  the  talk  from 
the  other  side  about  Home  Kule  and 
Home  Eulers  was  the  merest  electioneer- 
ing olap-trap ;  but  the  country  had 
thought  out  the  whole  question,  and 
when  a  General  Election  came  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  doubt  about 
it.  The  noble  Lord  wished  the  time 
would  come  when  the  Irish  Members 
would  join  naturally  with  the  English 
Parties.  He  joined  with  the  noble 
Lord  heartily  in  that  aspiration;  he 
would  do  anything  to  hasten  the  coming 
of  that  time :  but  that  time .  could  not 
come  until  the  evils  which  were  now 
existing  in  Lreland  were  remedied.  The 
Irish  Party  did  not  come  there  to  court 
Party  alliances.  They  did  not  care  for 
Party  alliances ;  they  came  there  to  ap- 
peal to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  to 
the  English  people,  to  redress  their 
^evances,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
for  them  to  fall  into  any  Party  combina- 
tions until  those  gp:ieyances  were  re- 
dressed; in  fact,  it  was  idle  to  think 
that  they  should  do  so.  He  hoped  sin- 
cerely that  there  would  be  no  effort  to 
wrangle  over  this  question  of  adjourn- 
ment. There  were  several  English  Gen- 
tlemen, as  well  as  several  Irish  Members, 
who  had  intended  to  speak,  but  had  not 
yet  been  able  to  do  so. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  rose  to  address  the 
House,  but 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan  having  seconded  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate was  not  now  entitled  to  speak. 

Mb.  O^CONNOR  POWER  wished  to 
support  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  that  they  should  be  permitted  to 
adjourn  the  debate  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  other  English  and  Irish  Members 
an  opportunity  of  speaking.  It  had  been 
admitted  on  both  sides  of  tne  House  that 
the  Irish  question  at  the  present  moment 
was  one  of  supreme  importance,  and  that 
it  transcendea  any  other  question  men- 
tioned in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
Until  they  had  put  a  finish  to  the  Irish 
question,  they  could  not  give  a  complete 
answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  He 
would  like  to  appeal  to  some  Member  of 
the  Government  to  let  them  know  what 
amount  of  money  had  been  advanced  in 
answer  to  applications  for  loans ;  for  he 
rememberea  that  in  ordinary  times, 
under  existing  Acts  of  Parliament, 
people  endeavoured  to  borrow  money, 
and  owing  to  the  apathy  and  negligence 


of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  of 
Boards  generally  in  Ireland,  they  had 
not  been  able  to  get  it.  He  thought  the 
necessity  of  continuing  the  debate  would 
be  generally  recognized.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  that  night  on  the  subject  of 
an  inquiry  into  Home  Rule.  Personally, 
he  had  never  been  in  favour  of  present- 
ing their  demand  to  English  candidates 
in  that  form.  He  had  always  been  in 
favour  of  asking  English  candidates 
whether  they  would  vote  for  Home  Rule? 
and  had  decided  his  own  support  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion. It  was  evident  now  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
proceeded  so  far  in  his  political  education 
m  regard  to  Ireland  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider anyone  who  would  TOte  for  an  In- 
quiry differed  from  him  on  a  vital  prin- 
ciple. The  time  might  come  when  the 
noble  Lord  might  not  consider  that 
voting  for  Home  Rule  was  a  question  of 
vital  principle  either.  He  could  only 
join  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  com- 
mending the  noble  Lord's  sincerity ;  but 
the  more  sincere  the  noble  Lord  was, 
the  more  determined  he  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  was  to  resist  the  Imperial  policy 
which  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  have 
borrowed  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  would  have 
been  very  happy  to  have  seen  Home 
Rule  altogether  excluded  from  that  dis- 
cussion, for  he  thought  the  only  thing 
that  ought  to  occupy  their  minds  was 
what  was  overhanging  the  people  of 
Ireland.  That  was  not  mere  distress  nor 
mere  disease.  It  was  death  by  the  thou- 
sand, if  measures  different  from  those 
now  promised  by  the  Government  were 
not  taken.  The  only  ray  of  hope  that 
he  had  observed  in  the  debate  was  the 
speech  they  had  heard  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Hermon).  He  was 
sorry  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  was  a  man  of  equally  sympa- 
tnetic  nature,  was  not  in  the  House  to 
listen  to  that  speech,  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  learned  a  lesson 
from  it  that  would  have  guided  him  to  a 
proper  solution  of  the  difficulty.  What 
was  the  position  of  this  matter?  He 
would  put  it  very  briefly,  and  he  asked 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  The 
Irish  Government  had  refused  to  adopt 
the  system  of  reproductive  works.  They 
insisted,  in  the  hrst  instance,  that  all  re- 
lief should  come  by  employment  from 
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the  landlords.  They  were  obliged  to 
abandon  that,  and  at  the  last  moment 
they  were  obliged  to  adopt  the  worst, 
the  most  demoralizing,  and  the  most 
wasteful  system  of  spending  public 
money  that  could  be  devised,  and  that 
was  on  repairing  the  roads.  The  Go- 
vernment had  admitted  that  that  delay 
in  the  adoption  of  the  system  of  repro- 
ductive works  rendered  necessary  another 
thing,  which  they  had  repudiated  in  the 
first  instance,  and  that  was  out-door  re- 
lief as  the  entire  solution  of  that  ques- 
tion. They  were  now  come  to  this — that 
it  was  too  late  to  make  a  proper  use  of 
reproductive  works,  and  everything  must 
be  done  by  out-door  relief,  and  that  out- 
door relief  was  demanded  by  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  impoverished  land- 
lords and  tenantry  of  Ireland.  He  pro- 
tested against  that.  Were  they  going 
to  allow  the  people  of  Ireland  to  starve, 
dependent  upon  money  which  could  not 
come  from  the  pockets  of  those  im- 
poverished persons?  Gentlemen  who 
came  down  last  year  and  wanted  to  give 
£100,000  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Hho- 
dope  Mountains,  were  now  appealing  to 
the  nations  of  the  world  for  cnarity  for 
the  Irish  people.  It  was  only  within 
the  last  two  days  that  they  had  con- 
eluded  a  series  of  experiments  to  inquire 
into  the  cause  of  the  bursting  of  a  gun 
last  year ;  and  he  dared  say  in  that  series 
of  experiments,  which  ended  in  the  dis- 
covery that  it  was  some  blunder  that 
burst  the  gpin,  they  had  expended  an 
amount  of  money  which  would  go  far 
to  relieve  many  an  impoverished  family 
in  Ireland.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  come  K)rward  honestly  and 
generously — to  come  forward  in  the  noble 
spirit  which  shone  forth  in  the  words  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston — and  not 
to  meet  the  emergency  only  with  the 
miserable  proposals  which  they  had  laid 
on  the  Table,  and  which  could  only  end 
in  the  murder  of  the  Irish  people.  If 
they  stuck  to  that  Bill,  it  would  not  be  a 
charge  of  neglect  only  that  would  lie  at 
their  doors,  after  all  the  waminffs  they 
had  had.  Let  them  go  f reelv  and  gene- 
rously to  the  rescue  of  Ireland.  This 
was  an  unfortunate  opportunity,  but  it 
was  a  great  one.  Let  them  save  the 
people  now  from  famine,  not  by  anv 
miserable  concatenation  of  failures  such 
as  they  had  in  the  present  Bill,  but  let 
them  save  them  generously,  and  Uiey 
would  lay  the  foundation  of  aomething 
like  what  they  would  all  wish  to  aee^- 

Mr.  O'8h0¥fhneee^ 


namely,  a  better  feeling  between  the 
people  of  the  two  countries. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  for  the  debate  on  that 
stage  of  the  Address  to  conclude  that 
night.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  quite 
evident  that  the  Government  were  not 
yet  thoroughly  aware  of  the  extent  of 
the  misery  with  which  they  had  to 
grapple.  It  was  quite  plain  that  they 
did  not  realize  the  fearful  destiny  that 
was  hanging  over  the  Irish  people. 
Their  relief  projects,  as  presented  down  to 
the  present,  were  worthless.  They  were 
an  insult  tq  common  sense  and  humanity. 
There  must  be  further  ventilation  of  the 
question.  Every  effort  permitted  by 
the  Ck)nstitution  of  the  House  must  be 
exhausted  in  order  to  force  the  discus- 
sion upon  the  Government,  and  to  force 
them  to  take  proper  measures  for  the  sal- 
vation of  the  lives  of  the  Irish  people. 
But  there  was  also  a  bye-question, 
which  was  in  itself  sufficiently  important 
to  prevent  the  debate  beine  concluded 
that  night.  They,  the  Colleagues  and 
Friends  of  the  illustrious  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  had  listened  while 
the  Government  repeated  the  charges 
which  had  been  spread  against  them. 
It  was  enough  for  him  to  say  that  they 
were  thoroughly  resolved  to  meet  those 
charges,  and,  if  necessary,  to  extort  from 
the  Government  the  opportunity  of  con- 
vincing them  of  their  inaccuracy.  They 
had  attacked  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
in  the  broad  daylight,  but  in  his  absence. 
They  had  filled  the  columns  of  their 
Press  with  their  attacks  upon  him ;  and 
he  assured  them  this  debate  would  not 
be  allowed  to  close  until  there  had  been 
full  opportunity  taken  for  exposing  the 
statements  that  had  been  maae  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  and  against 
his  Colleagues.  In  fact,  they  had  a  sort 
of  claim  to  treat  with  the  Government 
as  rival  potentates  upon  this  matter. 
The  Government  had  lifted  them  into 
the  position  of  the  Leaders  of  all  the 
Opposition  against  them.  To  use  the 
eloquent  expression  of  a  Member  of  the 
Government  on  an  electioneering  tour 
in  Liverpool,  it  was  ''Pamell  and  his 
Clique  "  who  led  the  revolution,  who  do- 
minated the  Liberals,  who  compelled  the 
Whigs  to  oppose  the  Government.  Well, 
he  could  assure  the  Government  that  as 
they  had  chosen  to  honoiur  "Pamell  and 
his  Clique  "  with  their  special  attention, 
that  their  ^[Moial  attention  would  be 
qpedally  returned.     But,  as  he    said 
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before,  that  was  a  bye-question.  The 
great  question  was  the  salvation  of  the 
lives  of  the  people.  They  were  not 
satisfied  in  any  way;  they  were  not 
satisfied  that  the  Government  realized 
the  task  before  them  ;  and  it  was  neces- 
sary to  infuse  a  little  more  light  than 
at  present  illuminated  the  Government 
on  that  matter. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  appealed 
to  hon.  Members  opposite  not  to  oppose 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  He 
asked  them  to  remember  the  speech 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray),  who  was 
Chairman  of  the  Mansion  House  Fund, 

and  who    told  them [Interruption.^ 

How  dare  the  hon.  Member [Loud 

cries  of  *' Order  I 'n 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 

is  bound  to  address  himself  to  the 
Chair,  and  not  to  individual  Mem- 
bers. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway 
County  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  will  re- 
ceive the  sympathy  of  the  House  when 
the  facts  are  stated.  An  hon.  Member 
opposite  used  a  violent  expression  in  a 
very  extraordinary  manner ;  and  he  so 
conducted  himself  as  to  attract  the  at- 
tention of  my  hon.  Friend,  who  natur- 
ally made  a  remark  upon  it.  I  confess 
it  is  difficult  to  describe  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  in  Parliament- 
arv  language.  I  aamit  I  am  in  a  diffi- 
culty in  that  matter;  but  I  say  this — 
that  if  conduct  like  that  should  be  again 
perpetrated,  I  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  that 
you  will  subject  the  interrupter  to  your 
censure 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY,  resuming, 
said,  he  was  most  anxious  that  nothing 
irritating  should  occur.  He  was  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  interrupted  him  in  a 
matter  of  great  importance.  No  one 
could  have  heard  the  statement  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tipperary 
rMr.  Gray),  made  on  his  responsibility  as 
Chairman  of  the  Mansion  House  Com- 
mittee, without  being  convinced  of  the 
gravity  of  the  crisis.  But  if  the  House 
did  not  think  that  sufficient  facts  had 
been  brought  before  the  House,  further 
faots  would  be  adduced  to-morrow;  and, 
therefore,  they  must  persist  in  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  hoped  that  the 
Qovemment  would  yield  on  this  ques- 
tio&.     The  constituents  of  many  aon. 


Members  felt  very  strongly  on  this  sub- 
ject of  Irish  distress,  but  many  Members 
had  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  ad- 
dressing the  House.  Some  of  those  hon. 
Members,  feeling  that  this  was  a  matter 
which  primarily  interested  the  Irish 
Members,  did  not  like  to  interfere  when 
they  arose  to  address  the  House;  but 
the  English  Members  should  not  let  the 
debate  close  without  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  themselves. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  was  unwilling  to  interpose  in 
this  discussion  ;  but  he  thought  this  was 
a  matter  which  could  best  be  decided 
between  the  Government  and  the  Irish 
Members.  On  the  whole,  he  urged, 
however,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  assent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  there  could  be 
no  doubt  they  must  agree  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate ;  but  the  House 
must  observe  that  if  thpy  adjourned  the 
debate  now,  they  could  not  go  on  with  it 
to-morrow.  It  would  become  an  Order 
of  the  Day,  and  Notices  of  Motion 
would  necessarily  take  precedence,  un- 
less private  Members  gave  way.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  had  a  Notice,  and  he  did 
not  know,  but  he  hoped  he  would  be 
willing  to  give  way  and  allow  the  de- 
bate to  proceed ;  if  not,  of  course, 
the  debate  could  not  be  resumed  till 
Thursday.  It  was  very  far  from  the 
wish  of  the  Government  to  stop  the 
discussion  upon  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. In  assenting  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  he  must  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  who  had  Notices  on  the  Paper 
to-morrow  to  give  way,  and  allow  the 
debate  to  proceed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow, 

ANCIENT  MONUMENTS  BILL.-[Bill  61.] 

(Sir  John  Lubbock^  Mr.  Bere»ford  Hope^  Mr, 

Morgan,  Sir  Bichard  Wallac$.) 

SECOND   BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  it  had  been  before  the  House 
on  several  previous  oooasions,  and  was 
therefore  well  known  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  John  Lubbock,) 

Me.  BEOMLEY- davenport 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Bromley-Davenport.) 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which  he 
thought  ought  now  to  be  allowed  to 
pass.  

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  a  fact  which  had, 
apparently,  escaped  the  notice  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  which  was  that  the  Bill 
had  only  been  delivered  since  the  last 
Sitting  of  the  House,  and  that,  con- 
sequently, there  had  been  no  opportunity 
for  hon.  Members  to  give  Notice  of  oppo- 
sition to  it.  If,  therefore,  the  spirit  of 
the  half-past  12  o'clock  Eule  was  to  be 
observed  by  the  House  it  was  manifest 
that  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  after  objection  was 
taken  to  its  being  proceeded  with  at 
half-past  2,  a  couple  of  hours  later 
than  the  hour  prescribed  in  the  Bule  to 
which  he  had  referred. 

SiE  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  would 
have  been  very  reluctant  to  press  the 
Bill  at  that  hour  of  the  night,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  treated  on  previous  occasions.  If 
his  hon.  Friends  opposite  really  desired 
to  consider  the  Bill,  he  would  be  happy 
to  give  them  time  to  do  so ;  but  he  feared 
that  they  had  made  up  their  minds. 
The  Bill  was  really  the  same  as  that 
upon  which  the  House  had  often  ex- 
pressed an  opinion,  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  that  no  object  would  be  gained 
by  delay. 

Me.  ASSHETON  protested  against 
the  Bill  being  pushed  forward  in  such  a 
hurry.  It  proposed  to  deal  with  private 
property  in  what  he  considered  a  most 
ruthless  and  unjustifiable  manner,  and 
he  would  oppose  it  by  every  means  in 
his  power. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  spoken  on  behalf  of 
the  Government. 

M&  J.  LOWTHEB  replied,  that  he 
had  spoken  on  behalf  of  tiie  Hoase. 


SmWILLIAM  HAEOOUET  thought, 
perha{)s,  the  rip;ht  hon.  Gentleman  was 
returning  to  his  former  instincts,  and 
that,  having  forgotten  the  official  posi- 
tion he  held,  he  was  taking  the  lead, 
as  in  the  last  Parliament,  they  must  re- 
member, he  always  did  in  measures  of 
obstruction.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  to  be  the  great  obstructive  of 
this  Bill,  and  he  was  not  at  all  sur- 
prised that  he  should  take  that  attitude. 
They  would  see  enough,  no  doubt,  of  an 
hon.  Member  from  Ireland  who  had 
preached  obstruction  of  this  Bill  at  every 
stage ;  but  he  only  wanted  to  point  out 
now  that  there  were  no  Gentlemen  who 
understood  the  art  of  obstruction  so  well, 
or  practised  it  so  frequently,  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite. 

Me.  C.  BECKETT-DENISON  did 
not  think  the  remarks  the  House  had 
just  heard  would  much  advance  this  dis- 
cussion. Personally,  he  was  not  in  the 
least  opposed  to  the  Bill ;  but  he  would 
suggest  that  if,  on  the  chance  of  a  great 
many  opponents  of  the  Bill  being  ab- 
sent, it  was  pressed  through  that  stage 
that  night,  the  opposition  at  the  next 
stage  would  be  all  the  fiercer  for  it.  Of 
course,  he  understood  that  the  hon. 
Baronet,  after  unsuccessfully  trying  four 
or  five  Sessions  to  pass  this  Bill,  looked 
with  great  disfavour  on  any  opposition, 
even  at  that  late  hour  of  the  morning ; 
but  he  certainly  could  not  give  the  hon. 
Baronet  his  support  at  that  hour,  and 
tmder  those  circumstances. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayesd5;  Noes 
65  :  Majority  20.— (Div.  List,  No.  2.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eomm%tt$d 
for  To-morrow, 


MOTIONS. 


PENAL  CLAUSES  ABOLITION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth,  Bill  for  tho 
repeal  of  certain  Ponal  Sections  of  '*  Tho  Ca- 
tholic Belief  Act,  1829,"  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  P.  J.  Smtth,  Dr.  O'Leaby,  and 
Mr.  Synan. 

Bill j9rf «fM/#if,  and  road  the  firtt  tune.  [Bill  69.  ] 

STRENSALL  COMMON   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Ei'btacb  Cbcil,  Bill  to 
provide  for  aaoeitaining  any  Bights  of  Common 
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or  other  rights  in  or  over  Strensall  Ck}inmon,  in 
the  North  Riding  of  the  county  of  York,  and 
for  the  acquisition  and  compensation  of  ^such 
rights  and  the  use  of  the  said  Common  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil,  Colonel  Stanlbt,  and  Colonel 
LoYD  Lindsay. 

BiRpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  60.] 


COMMONS    ACT    (1876)    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Muxdella,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Commons  Act,  1876,"  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  hy  ^Ir.  Mundella,  Sir  Henry 
Peek,  and  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmau&icb. 

BiRpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time,  f  Bill  61.] 


COMMONS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  he  ap- 
pointed. Six  Memhers  to  he  nominated  hy  the 
House  and  Five  hy  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
to  consider  every  Report  made  hy  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners  certifying  the  expediency  of  any 
Provisional  Order  for  the  inclosure  or  regula- 
tion of  a  Common,  and  presented  to  the  House 
during  the  present  Session,  hefore  a  Bill  he 
hrought  in  for  the  confirmation  of  such  Order : 
— That  it  he  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
That  they  have  power  in  respect  to  each  such 
Provisional  Order  to  inquire  and  report  to  the 
House  whether  the  same  should  he  confirmed 
by  Parliament,  and,  if  so,  whether  with  or  with- 
out modification ;  and  in  the  event  of  their  being 
of  opinion  that  the  same  should  not  be  con- 
firmed, except  (subject  to  modifications,  to  re- 
port such  modifications  accordingly  with  a  view 
to  such  Provisional  Order  being  remitted  to 
the  Inclosure  Commissioners. — {Sir  Matthew 
Ridley.) 

And,  on  February  20,  Committee  nominated 
as  follows: — Mr.  Spencbr  Walpole,  Mr.  Leve- 
soN  GowER,  Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Faw- 
OBTT,  Mr.  Pell,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  and  Five 
Members  to  be  added  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed, to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of 
such  as  relate  to  Private  Bills ;  and  that  such 
Committee  do  classify  and  prepare  abstracts  of 
the  same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall 
appear  to  them  best  suited  to  convey  to  the 
House  all  requisite  information  respecting  their 
contents,  [and  do  report  the  same  from  time 
to  time  to  the  House ;  and  that  the  reports  of 
the  Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of 
signatures  to  each  Petition  only  in  respect 
to  those  signatures  to  which  addresses  are 
ai&xed : — And  that  suoh  Committee  have  power 
to  direct  the  printing  in  extmeo  of  such  Peti- 
tions, or^of  such  parts  of  Petitions,  as  shall 
appear  to  require  it: — And  that  such  Com- 
mittee have  power  to  report  their  opinion  and 
observations    thereupon   to    the    House: — Sir 

CXABLBS  FOBSTKR,  SUT  UOHTRBD  KaT-ShVTTLB- 

woKTU,  The  O'DoNOOHUB,  Mr.  O'Ookob,  Mr. 


M*Laoan,  Earl  db  Grey,  Mr.  H.  Corry,  Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr.  Bboinald  Yorke, 
Sir  Charles  Russell,  Viscount  Newport,  Mr. 
SiHONDs,  Mr.  MuLHOLLAND,  Marquoss  of  Tavi- 
stock, and  Mr.  Charles  Tennant  :  —  Three 
to  be  the  quorum. — {Sir  Charles  Forster.) 


POST   OFFICE   (money   OEDEES)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Bin  to  grant  additional  facilities  for  trans- 
mitting small  sums  of  money  through  the  Post 
Office,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson  and  Lord  John  Manners. 

BUlpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  62.] 

ABTIZANS'  DWELLINOS  ACT  (1868)  AMEND- 
MENT ACT   (1879)   AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Torrens,  BiU  to  explain 
and  amend  the  twenty-second  section  of  "  The 
Artizans'  and  Labourers*  Dwellings  Act  (1B68) 
Amendment  Act,  1879,"  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Torrens,  Mr.  Gk)LDNBT,  and  Sir 
Thomas  Chambers. 

BilLpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  63. ] 

ELECTIVE  COUNTY  BOABDS   (IBELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Nolan,  Bill  to  establish 
Elective  County  Boards  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  M^or  Nolan,  Mr.  Fay,  Mr. 
O'Clbry,  and  Mr.  O'Sullitan. 

BiHpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  64.  ] 

BEEB  dealers'   BETAIL  LICENCES  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

jRetolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  amending  the  Law  relating  to  the 
grant  by  Justices  of  Certificates  for  Beer  Dealers' 
Ketail  Licences. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Gobst,  Mr. 
Torrens,  and  Mr.  Mundella. 

Bill/;re«^<tf<f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  65.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 
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The  lord  STEWARD  (Earl  Beatt- 
CBAUP)  reported  Her  Majesty's  Aoswer 
to  the  Address,  as  follows : — 

"  I  thaot  you  ^ceroly  for  your  loyal  Address. 

"  I  am  coofidont  that  I  cna  always  rely  upon 
yoor  cardial  co-operation  and  assistance  in  all 
mEOSuroR  which  I  may  doom  necsssary  for  tho 
aofet;  of  Uy  Empire,  and  for  the  promotion  of 
prwiperity  and  concord  among  ail  classes  of  My 
People." 

PERSIA  AND  HERAT.— QUESTIONS. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  putting  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  uobte  Earl  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice.  I  wieh.  to  know,  Who- 
ther  there  is  any  foundation  for  the  an- 
noimcement  ma!de  to-day  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  released  Persia 
from  her  Treaty  engagements  tn  regard 
to  Herat? 

The  Eaul  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  My 
Lords,  in  answer  to  the  inquiry  of  the 
noble  Earl,  whether  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  statement  that  has  been  made 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
released  Persia  from  her  Treaty  en- 
gagements not  to  enter  Herat,  I  beg 
to  state  that  there  is  no  foundation  for 
the  statement.  Tour  Lordships  will 
remember  that  I  intimatod  the  other 
night,  in  speaking  of  the  Btat«  of  Af- 
ghanistan, that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  taking  steps  which  they  be* 
liered  would  lead  to  the  settlement  of 
that  country,  and  that  I  might  add  those 
steps  had  been,  in  many  instances,  suc- 
ceaaful.  During  the  time  to  which  I 
am  referring  communications  have  been 
made  from  the  Court  of  Persia  to  Her 
Majesty  referring  to  their  North- Eastern 
Frontier.  There  have  been  oonsiderable 
communications  on  that  subject,  but 
nothing  has  been  concluded.  I  am  sure 
that,  in  these  circumstances,  your  Lord- 
ships will  show  that  confidence  which  is 
usually  reposed  in  Her  Majes^'s  Go- 
vernment, and  will  not  press  me  for  any 
details  at  the  present  moment  beyond  the 
statement  I  have  made. 

EiBL  GRANVILLE:  Will  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  lay  on  the  Table 
Papers  relating  to  the  character  of  those 
MBuninuafttione  f 


Thk  Eabl  of  BEACONSFIELD :  No 
doubt  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
in  due  course ;  but  it  would  now  be  in- 
convenient, and,  I  may  say,  injurious, 
to  the  public  interests  that  those  com- 
munications should  be  mode  known. 

WORKMEN'S  COMPENSATION  BILL. 

BILL  PBESBirrBD.      FIRST  RGASIHO. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR,  in  presenting 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
liability  of  Employers  to  make  compen- 
sation for  iniunes  sustained  by  persons 
in  their  service,  said,  that  this  measure, 
in  principle  and  substance,  was  very 
much  the  same  as  the  Bill  which  he  in- 
troduced last  year,  and  the  stages  of 
which  last  Session  he  postponed  &oni 
time  to  time  at  the  request  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack,  in 
order  to  allow  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  same  subject  to  come  up 
&om  the  House  of  Commons.  He  re* 
gretted  that  he  was  not  present  yester- 
day when  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
made  his  statement.  His  Bill  was  based 
on  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
of  1B77  on  Railway  Accidents  and  on 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  which  sat  in  the 
same  year.  It  consisted  only  of  one 
clause,  and  its  object  was  to  make 
masters  and  employers,  whether  corpo- 
rate bodies  or  not,  liable  for  acoidenle 
which  might  occur  to,  and  injury  which 
might  be  sustained  by,  their  servants  in 
consequence  of  the  neglect  of  persons  to 
whom  such  masters  and  employers  dele< 
gated  their  authority  and  supervision, 
and  also  to  moke  them  liable  for  defec* 
tive  machinery,  plant,  or  anything  con< 
nectcd  with  their  works  which  might  be 
a  cause  of  injury  to  their  servants.  He 
would  ask  that  his  Bill  should  be  al- 
lowed to  go  to  a  seoond  reading,  and 
then  be  referred  to  the  same  Select  Com- 
mittee as  that  to  which  the  Bill  intro- 
duced the  previous  night  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
was  to  be  committed ;  but  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  whole  Bill,  and  not 
merely  a  particular  part  of  it,  was  to  be 
sent  to  the  Select  Committee.  He  begged 
to  move  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
liability  of  Employers  to  make  compen- 
sation for  injuries  sustained  by  persons 
in  their  servico-^rM«nt^  (Tho  Earl  Dk 
La  Warb.) 
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Thb   lord   GHANOELLOB   said,  have  their  case  heard  by  a  Select  Corn- 
that  last  Session  the  noble  Earl  pro-  mittee. 
duced  to  their  Lordships  a  Bill  on  this 

subject,  which,  he  presumed,  from  what  Motion  agreed  to;  BiU  read  1" ;  to  be 

the  noble  Earl  had  just  said,  was  almost  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thureday 

identical  with  the  one  which  he  was  now  next.    (No.  5.) 
laying  on  the  Table.    He  stated  at  that 

time  that  the  Bill  of  his  noble  Friend  gcHOOL  BOARD  ELECTIONS  —  ELEO- 
^Z"  J'^o*?  accordance  with  the  Report  ^jQjjg  Qp  GUARDIANS  OF  THE  POOR 
of  the  Select  Committee  of  1877,  but  _m0TI0N  FOR  RETURNS. 
was  framed  on  the  hues  of  a  Report  „„„•„„  *„. 
which  that  Committee  had  refused  to  ^T^  F0RTE8CUE,  in  moving  for 
adopt.  He  further  stated  that,  there-  Returns  with  reference  to  Sclwol  Board 
fore,  it  was  not  possible  for  Her  Ma-  elections  and  elections  for  Boards  of 
jesty's  Government  to  support  the  BiU  Guardian^  said,  his  object  was  to  show 
of  his  noble  Friend,  though  there  was  a  t^^at  economy  might  be  promoted  with- 
difflculty  in  stating  their  own  views  un-  o"*  efficiency  being  unpaged  if  the  elec- 
ta their  BiU  on  the  subject  reached  their  *»<«»8  *»'  y^f  members  of  school  boards 
Lordships'  House.  His  noble  Friend  were  earned  out  on  the  same  principle 
had  been  good  enough  to  defer  the  con-  ^  }^^^  of  Bowds  of  Guardians.  He 
Bideration  of  his  BiU  in  the  expectation  ^^'  f^^  ^%  °"*'  Protested  aMunst 
tliat  the  measure  of  the  Government  *•»«  adoption  of  the  BaUot,  as  involving 
would  reach  their  Lordships'  House,  "»  expense  utterly  disproporUonate  to 
but  it  did  not  come  up.  He  hoped,  t\e  ends  to  be  attained;  for  a  system 
therefore,  that  his  noble  Friend  would  which  was  good  enough  for  the  adinims- 
seethat  it  would  be  impossible  for  Her  ^^^?f  «  the  poor  rates  ought  to  be 
Majesty's  Government  to  adopt  his  sug-  (^nwdered  good  enough  for  the  admim- 
gertion  and  refer  the  BUI  they  had  now  atration  of  the  school  board  rates,  which, 
before  their  Lordships  and  his  noble  undulyhigh  as  they  were,  never  reached 
Friend's  BUI  to  a  Select  Committee.  A  anything  like  the  amount  of  the  poor 
BUI  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  '^tf  •  ,But  whatever  might  have  been 
in  order  that  evidence  might  betaken  ^aid  of  the  advantaffes  of  the  BaUot 
and  that  the  Committee  might  go  system  for  the  school  boards  when  those 
through  the  measure  clause  by  clause.  }»<»<i»es  were  first  established,  there  no 
Of  course,  the  object  of  referring  the  two  }<"»Ke'  existed  any  good  reason  why  the 
BUls  to  the  same  Committee  would  be,  l^^s  expensive  system  of  election  m  the 
not  that  they  should  be  gone  through  case  of  Guardians  should  not  be  adopted 
clause  by  clause,  but  that  the  Committee  V^  ^^^  case  of  the  school  boards,  w^ch 
•hould  decide  which  BiU  should  be  l»ad  now  generally  little  more  than 
adopted.    That,  however,  was  reaUy  a  routine  work  to  carry  on. 

question  not  for  a  Committee  but  for  the  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bouse.    He  hoped,  however,  that  his 

noble  Friend  would  consent  to  servo  on  Return  of  the  number  of  electors  on  the  lisU 

the  Select  Committee  to  which  the  BiU  ^^^  y^^e  number  of  them  who  poUed  in  each  of 

of  the  Government  was  to  be  referred,  tj,g  g^^j  jj^arj  elections  contested  in  1879  in 

and   then    he  would   have    an  oppor-  England  and  Wales,  and  of  the  cost  to  the 

tou^  of  proposing   any  Amendments  „tepaye«  of  each  such  election :  And 

which  he  znifirht  think  advisable,     lie 

trusted,  further,  that  his  noble  Friend  ^^^  Kotum  with  ro.pcct  to  ^e  conto«ted 

would    not   consider   it    discourteous  if  ^^^^^^^^  of  guardians  in  1879  m  England  and 

he  said  that  the  Government  could  not  ^^\^'-{The  Earl  Forte»eiu,) 

consent  to  refer  his  Bill  to  a  Select  Com-  Return  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 

mittee.  House. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  said,  he  was  not 
conTinced  by  the  remarks  of  the  noble 

and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack.     He  IIoubo  adjourned  at  half  pa«t  Five  o'clock, 

tbooght  it  very  important  that  those  *"" '"'"™**^ ''^'x^^'dSd^ 

whoce  opinions  were  repreeented  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  should 
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HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
Tuesday,  lOth  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— New  Membek  Swobn— Edward 
Whitley,  esquire, /or  Liverpool  Borough. 

Select  Committee  —  Potato  Crop,  appointed; 
Printing,  appointed  and  nofninated. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Acro- 
batic Performances  ♦  [66] ;  Medical  Act  (1868) 
Amendment  (No.  3)  *  [67]. 

Second  Reading — Compsmies  Acts  JLmendment 
[62];  Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  [48]. 

QUESTIONS. 


CARRYING  OF  ARMS— REVOLVERS. 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  increasing  practice  of  carrying  re- 
Yolvers,  and  the  mischief  arising  rrom 
it ;  and,  whether  the  Goyemment  have 
any  measure  in  contemplation  for  check- 
ing such  practice  by  imposincr  a  tax  upon 
those  weapons,  or  otherwise  r 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  :  I  am  in- 
formed  that  the  existing  law  is  suffi- 
ciently strong  to  deal  witn  this  class  of 
case.  It  is  as  necessary  to  have  a 
licence  to  carry  a  pistol  or  revolyer  as 
to  carry  a  gun. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— THE 
ASSAULT  ON  LORD  FERMOY. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney  General  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings at  the  last  Winter  Assizes  at 
Limerick,  where  a  man  named  James 
O'Shea  was  sentenced  to  five  years'  penal 
servitude  for  a  common  assault  on  Lord 
Fermoy ;  if  it  is  true  that  O'Shea  pleaded 

fuilty  to  the  offence,  and  that  it  was  the 
rst  charge  that  was  ever  brought  against 
him;  and  if,  under  all  those  circum- 
stances, he  will  allow  the  sentence  to  be 
carried  out  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  :  In  answer  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  prisoner,  whoso 
name  is  John,  not  James,  O'Shea,  who 
had  been  a  tenant  of  Lord  Fermoy,  was 
oonvicted  not  of  a  common  assault,  but 
for  an  assault  occasioning  actual  bodily 


harm  to  Lord  Fermoy.  The  assault  was 
committed  in  the  day-time  on  the  steps 
of  the  Limerick  Club  House,  the  prisoner 
striking  Lord  Fermoy  from  behind  on 
the  head,  close  to  the  temple,  with  a 
stick.  The  full  force  of  the  blow  was 
lessened  by  the  hat  which  Lord  Fermoy 
wore;  but  as  it  was  he  was  knocked 
down  on  his  hands  and  knees,  and  ren- 
dered partially  insensible.  The  prisoner, 
who  was  defended  by  a  solicitor,  pleaded 
guilty.  The  learned  Judee  who  pre- 
sided— ^Mr.  Baron  Dowse— -oefore  pass- 
ing sentence,  called  Lord  Fermoy  and 
another  witness,  and  heard  their  evi- 
dence ;  and,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  the 
facts,  considered,  in  his  judidaf  discre- 
tion, that  the  ends  of  justice  demanded 
the  punishment  which  he  awarded.  In 
reference  to  the  last  portion  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  have  to  say  that  an  Attorney 
General  has  no  power  to  alter  or  control 
the  sentencespronouncedon,'any  prisoner; 
but  from  my  knowledge  of  the  learned 
Judge  and  uie  facts  I  have  stated,  I  am 
sure  he  had  ample  grounds  for  the  judg- 
ment which  he  pronounced. 

NEW  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE 
(BUILDINGS). 

Mb.  OSBOEl^  MOEGAN  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
he  can  state  when  the  Eoyal  Courts  of 
Justice,  at  present  in  course  of  erection 
between  Carey  Street  and  the  Strand, 
will  be  sufficiently  completed  to  admit 
of  judicial  business  being  transacted 
therein  ? 

Mb.  GEEAED  NOEL :  According  to 
the  contract,  the  Eoyal  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice should  be  completed  by  the  end  of 
the  present  year.  Unfortunately,  on  ac- 
count of  the  strike  in  the  building  trade 
and  the  protracted  frosts  of  the  two  last 
years,  the  work  has  been  considerably 
delayed ;  but  rapid  progress  is  now  being 
made,  and  I  hope  oefore  the  end  of  the 
year  1881  the  Courts  vrill  be  sufficiently 
advanced  to  admit  of  judicial  business 
being  transacted  therein. 

SOUTH  AFRICAN  COLONIES  (FINANCE). 

Mb.  WHITWELL  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  any  financial 
settlement  has  been  arrived  at  between 
the  Home  Treasury  and  our  South 
African  Colonies  as  to  the  large  advances 
made  by  England  in  any  of  the  com- 
pleted wars  mere;  and,  if  ho  will  be 
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able  soon  to  lay  a  statement  of  sucli  set- 
tlementa  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  oh  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  no 
financial  settlement  has  yet  been  arrived 
at.  Correspondence  is  still  going  on  be- 
tween the  Home  Government  and  the 
Colonial  GK>vemment  on  the  subject. 
The  officers  of  the  Government  who 
have  recently  been  out  to  South  Africa 
in  order  to  make  inquiries  have  just  re- 
turned, and  are  preparing  their  Heports, 
which  will  be  laid  before  the  Govern- 
ment in|a  very  few  days.  I  hope,  when 
I  have  occasion  shortly  to  make  a  general 
statement  on  the  subject,  to  lay  the  set- 
tlements on  the  Table. 

TURKEY— MURDER  OF  MR.  OGLE. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  can  at  length   state  when  the  re- 

Seatedly  promised  inquiry  into  the  mur- 
er  of  Mr.  C.  C.  Ogle,  **  Times  "  Corre- 
spondent in  Thessaly,  by  Turkish  sol- 
diers on  March  30th  1878,  vrill  be  insti- 
tuted; whether  steps  vrill  be  taken  to 
identify  and  bring  to  justice  the  per- 
petrators and  instigators  of  the  crime; 
and,  whether,  as  has  been  done  formerly 
in  similar  cases,  an  indemnity  will  be  de- 
manded from  the  Porte  for  the  murdered 
Englishman's  relatives  ?  He  had  to  add 
that  he  had  received  a  letter  that  morn- 
ing from  the  nearest  relative  of  Mr. 
Ogle,  in  which  the  writer  stated,  very 
properly,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  press 
for  an  indemnity,  and  therefore  he 
begffed  to  withdraw  the  latter  part  of 
his  Question. 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  to  express  my  great 
regret  at  the  delay  that  has  occurred 
with  reg^d  to  this  inquiry.  I  have  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  application  made  by  the 
friends  of  the  late  Mr.  Ogle  in  the 
course  of  last  month,  instructions  were 
addressed  to  Sir  Henry  Layard  to  the 
following  effect : — 

'*  Tour  ExccUenoy  is  aware  that  an  assurance 
was  gfiven  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  14th  of 
Auffnit,  1878^  that  the  Government  would  bo 
rmdj  to  advise  the  Porte  to  supplement  the 
defioendes  of  the  evidenco  in  regard  to  the 
manner  in  whioh  Mr.  Ogle  met  his  death  by  a 
further  investigation,  whenever  the  state  of  the 
ecmiitry  should  be  such  as  to  enable  all  the 
Oveek  witnesses  to  oome  forward  without  fear. 
la  i^Tisg  this  promtie,  Her  liiyesty's  Qovem- 


ment  considered  themselves  justified  in  counting 
upon  the  ready  co-operation  of  the  Forte,  with- 
out which  such  an  investigation  could  not,  under 
any  circumstances,  bo  successfully  conducted. 
They  have  hitherto  abstained  from  taking  any 
steps  with  this  object,  feeling  convinced  that  the 
country  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Yolo  and  Mao- 
rinitza  was  still  in  too  disturbed  a  state  and 
public  feeling  too  much  excited  to  admit  of  a 
fuller  and  more  minute  inquiry  than  had  already 
taken  place.  I  am  anxious  now  to  learn  your 
Excellency's  opinion  whether  the  conditions  are 
more  favourable,  and  whether  it  is  probable  that 
other  witnesses  would  be  willing  to  come  for- 
ward and  could  do  so  with  safety." 

In  reply  to  that  letter,  the  following  tele- 
gram was  received  from  Sir  Henry 
Layard  a  few  days  ago : — 

**  I  am  unable  to  state  with  confidence  whether 
Greek  witnesses  could  come  forward  with  safety 
or  not;  but  I  have  no  reason  to  think  they 
would  be  in  danger  if  proper  means  were  taken 
to  protect  them.  I  question  whether  it  would 
now  be  possible  to  have  a  full  and  impartial  in- 
quiry." 

The  Government  feel  that  if  a  fresh  in- 
quiry is  to  be  instituted  it  should  only  be 
done  under  conditions  which  give  at 
least  a  reasonable  certainty  that  it  would 
be  of  a  conclusive  nature,  and  they  think 
it  necessary  to  await  the  Eeport  of  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  General  at  Salonica 
before  coming  to  a  decision. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  asked  when 
the  Eeport  of  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
General  might  be  expected  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEH  :  I  am  unable  to  say  precisely ; 
but  I  hope  soon. 

LAW   OF    COPYRIGHT— LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  HANBURY  TRACY  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce, 
early  in  the  Session,  a  Bill  to  deal  with 
the  Law  of  Copyright  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  in  consequence  of  there  being 
80  many  important  measures  to  be  intro- 
duced in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  of  the  complexity  of  the 
problems  connected  with  the  subject  of 
copyright.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
thought  it  would  be  expedient  to  post- 
pone introducing  a  Bill  dealing  with  that 
subject  till  next  Session. 

PERSIA  AND  HERAT. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  of  which 
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I  have  given  him  prlyate  Notice.  I  wish  the  debate  on  the  Address.  He  hoped 
to  ask  him,  Whether  there  is  any  foun-  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
dation  for  the  statement  which  appears  George  Oampbell),  and  others  who  had 
in  37ie  Times  newspaper  of  this  morning  Notices  on  the  Paper,  would  be  good 
to  the  effect  that  Her  Majesty's  Minister  enough  to  adopt  that  course, 
at  Teheran  has  been  instructed  to  inform  Sia  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  felt  that 
the  Government  of  Persia  that  Her  thesubjectof  which  he  had  given  Notice 
Majesty's  Government  releases  the  Go-  was  not  inferior  to  that  which  had  occu- 
vernment  of  Persia  from  the  engage-  pied  the  House  for  the  last  two  or  three 
ment,  under  the  Treaty  of  1857,  not  to  days.  [**  Oh  !  "]  He  said  so  decidedly; 
occupy  Herat ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  but  he  also  felt  it  would  not  be  conve- 
Go vernment  will  be  prepared  to  lay  the  nient  to  interpolate  the  subject  of  which 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  upon  the  he  had  given  Notice  into  the  middle  of 
Table  of  the  House  ?  another  debate.  Therefore,  ho  yielded 
The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE-  to  the  appeal  made  to  him;  but  he 
QUEK :  No,  Sir,  there  is  no  foundation  hoped  the  Government  would  give  him 
for  it.  There  have  been  communications  a  very  early  day  for^the  discussion  of 
received  from  the  Government  of  Persia,  that  important  subject, 
which  have  been  duly  taken  into  con- 
sideration.   We  have  not  yet  come  to                 

any  agreement;    and    we    could    not,  EVICTIONS  (IRELAKD). 

without    inconvenience,  at  the  present  Mb.  O'DONNELL  gave  Notice  that 

time,  make  any  statement  on  the  sub-  on  Thursday  next    he  would  aak  the 

ject.  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  a  Ques- 

BANKRUPTCT  LAW  A3IENDMENT  BILL,  tion  with  regard  to  a  statement  made  by 

•kir^    -n-TTXTTv-ciT  T  A     rpi.    "D     T.      X  ^^0  hou.   aud  Icamed  Member  in  re- 

T  ^k  ^^^^^  '•  7  I  ^'^^^"y  ference  to  the  BaUa  evictions.  He  would 

Law  Amendment  BiU  stands  as  the  first  ^^  ^^  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

T^  Vii  *^/  i?Y  "'^  T^'^fV^y  °!f *•  whether  he  had  seen  a  letter  signed  by 

Hv:red  to  iSers"  tafl  -k  t  ^^^Z'^t  ^^f r^/ Je^.^^^ 

Ch«.ceUor  of  the  ExcheouL  if  it  is  in-  ^f^^^^  ^^  oltlffiS  e^tit 

tended  to  proceed  with  the  measure  be-  j^^^     ^^^    ^^^^  ^^  ^^     ^^^^    ^  gj^ 

fore  we  ha^e  had  an  opportunity  of  see-  EobertBlosse.severalhundredshadtaken 

B&l  ouThands         ""^^  P^*°« ^    ^^  *'°°-  ^^"^^^ '"" ?~*»«1- 

T^  CHANCELLOE  ofthb  EXCHE-  If »  *^  T^/.  ^*°  ^etaUs  as  to  t£e  num- 

QUEE :  I   am  informed  that  the  Bill  ^"^'en^      ^'^  ^"^                            ' 

will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  House  to-  j^^   SPEAKER  said :   I  understand 

morrow.    It  is  our  first  business  how-  jj^^  j^^^    ^^^^^^^  t^  ^^^  Notice  of  a 

ever^  to  make  progress  with  the  Rehef  Q^^stion  which  he  wishes  to  put  on 

,> .  ,>x  X .  ,r,^T^    T,T.«x.r,,o«  r.r.  rw,xx«  ^^^  O'DONNELL  Said,  hc  was  ready 

PAELLiMENT-BUSINESS  OF  THE  to  bow  to  the  ruUng  of  the  right  hon 

HOUSE.  Gentleman.     On  the  same  day  he  would 

The  CHANCELLOE  OF  THE  EXCHE-  ask    the    Chief   Secretary  for   Ireland 

QUEB  said,  he  would  appeal   to  hon.  whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 

Gentlemen,  as  he  did  last  ni^ht,  with  a  letter  in  27ie  FreemarCs  Journal^  signed 

regard  to  this  evening.     The  debate  on  **  Observer,"    and    stating  —  [CriV«    of 

the  Address  was  stul  proceeding.    As  ''Order!"]  If  hon.  Members  would  leave 

an  Order  of  the  Day,  this  being  Notice  it  totherignthon.  Gentleman  in  theChair 

day,  it  stood  low  down  on  the  Paper,  to  keep  the  Order  of  the  House,  it  would 

He  would  appeal    to    hon.  Gentlemen  be  much  better.  The  letter  stated  that  the 

who  had  Notices  of  Motion  on  the  Paper  ejectment  of  starving  families  was  still 

to  give  way  on  this  occasion,  and  allow  taking  place  in  Clare,  and  he  wished  to 

the  Honse  to  proceed  with  and  finish  ask   the  Chief  Secretary   for  Ireland 

I%e  Marjuess  of  JSartingUm 
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wliother  he  was  prepared  to  include  the 
evicting  landlords  among  the  recipients 
of  public  loans  at  1  per  cent  ?  Ho  also 
begged  to  give  Notice  that,  on  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Belief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  BiU,  he  would  move  that — 


(i 


The  relief  of  famine  in  any  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom  or  Ireland  is  a  matter  of  Im- 

Serial  necessity,  and  that  the  charges  might  be 
efrayed  out  of  the  Imperial  funds,  and  not  out 
of  a  special  Irish  fund;  and  that  this  House 
cannot  approve  of  the  endowment  of  that  class 
known  as  msh  landords  under  the  pretext  of 
relieving  Irish  famine." 


ARMY— NEW8PAPEB  CORRESPOND- 
ENTS IN  THE  FIELD. 

OoLONEL  STANLEY,  referring  to  a 
report  of  the  answer  which  he  gave  last 
night  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ohelsea  (Sir 
Oharles  W.  Dilke),  as  to  whether  the 
rules  concerning  newspaper  correspond- 
ents with  British  Armies  in  the  field, 
published  during  the  Hecess,  were  to  be 
looked  upon  as  being  still  in  force,  ex- 
plained that  what  he  believed  he  said-^ 
and  certainly  what  he  intended  to  say — 
was,  with  regard  to  a  Memorandum 
drawn  up  by  some  officers  after  the 
Basso-Tiurkish  War  as  to  the  duties  of 
correspondents  in  the  field,  that  that 
Memorandum  was  provisionally  approved 
by  the  Oommander-in-Chief  and  oy  him- 
self to  the  extent  that  a  certain  nimiber 
of  copies  should  be  printed,  but  not 
issued.  He  also  said  that  no  rules  had 
been  published  by  his  authority,  either 
in  relation  to  the  Ka£&r — not  the  Afghan 
— or  the  Zulu  War. 


MEETING  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Jtetohedf  That  this  House  will  meet 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. — {Afr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  whether,  if 
the  debate  on  the  Address  were  con- 
cluded that  evening,  the  Eeport  upon  the 
Address  would  be  the  first  Business  to- 
morrow? 

The  chancellor  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  imderstood  that  it 
would.  In  order  to  enable  the  House 
to  resume  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
he  thought  he  ought  now  to  move  that 
tiie  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 

VOL.  CCL.        [third  series.] 


until  after   the  Order  relating  to  the 
Address. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  ordinary  course 
would  be  to  move  that  the  Notices  of 
Motion  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Orders  of  the  Day. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Then  I  will  take  that  course, 
and  will  move  that  the  Notices  of  Mo- 
tion be  postponed  until  after  the  Orders 
of  the  Day. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Can  that 
Motion  be  put  without  Notice  to  the 
House? 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  it  is  done  with 
the  general  concurrence  of  the  House. 
If  there  is  any  objection,  the  Motion 
cannot  be  made  without  Notice.  It  can 
only  be  made  with  the  general  concur- 
rence of  the  House. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  :  I  have 
no  objection,  Sir.  I  only  asked  the 
question. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  Notices  of  Motion  be 
postponed  till  after  the  Orders  of  the 
Day. — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

ORDER  S     OF    TEE    DA  T. 


COMPANIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Sir  John  Lubbock^  Mr.  Coope^  Mr.  Herschell, 

Sir  Charles  MilU.) 

[bill,  62.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  stand  between  the  House 
and  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress, which  in  the  present  critical  state 
of  Ireland  was,  of  course,  of  paramount 
importance ;  and,  accordingly,  if  there 
was  any  desire  to  discuss  the  Bill  on 
the  second  reading,  he  would  willingly 
adjourn  the  consideration.  At  the  same 
time,  as  it  was  substantially  the  same 
Bill  as  that  which  passed  the  House  last 
year  after  considerable  discussion,  but 
without  opposition,  and  which  was  only 
withdrawn  in  the  Lords  on  account  of 
the  lateness  of  the  Session,  he  hoped, 
perhaps,  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
second  reading.  So  far  as  the  enacting 
clauses  went,  the  Bill  was  the  same  as 
last  year;  but  they  had  adopted  some 
suggestions  of  the  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate and  of  Lord  Selbome,  necessitating 

0 


387  Jdirm  m  {0 

a  majority  of  tliree- quarters  of  the  ahare- 
holdere  in  the  case  of  any  Company 
acting  under  the  proviaiona  of  theBiUi 
giving  certain  rights  to  dissentient 
shoreholdera,  and  proTiding  for  full  in- 
formation. The  Bill  had  been  very  care- 
fully considered  by  high  legal  autho- 
rity; ho  could  assure  the  House  that 
it  was  generally  approved  by  comi 
cial  men,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  thai 
the  House  would  agree  to  the  second 
reading. 

Motion  made,  and  QaestioD  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time." — (Sir  John  Lubbock.) 

Ma.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovemmeut  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  second  reading,  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  to  be  at  liberty  to  introduce  Amend- 
ments in  Committee,  if  they  saw  neces- 
sity for  so  doing. 

Motion  agrni  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommilUd 
for  Friday. 


ADJOUKITED   DEBATE.      [FOUBTH  NIOBT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [5th  February]. — [See  page 
69.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 
At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  tbe  wordB 
'*  We  aim  think  it  right  to  represrat  to  Your 
M^esty  that  Your  lliyeaty'i  Oovemmeut,  tl- 
though  in  poBScaaion  of  timely  waromg  and 
infonnstion,  havo  not  tahen  adequate  steps  to 
meet  promptly  and  efficaciously  the  severe  dis- 
treu  now  eiuting  and  increasing  in  Ireland ; 
and  we  are  of  opinion  that,  in  order  to  avert 
the  horrors  of  famine  from  a  wide  area  in  that 
Country,  the  most  vigorous  measures  are  imme- 
diately necessary ;  and  we  are  furtherof  opinion 
that  It  is  essential  to  the  peace  and  prosperity 
of  Ireland  to  legislate  at  onoe  and  in  a  compre- 
henaive  manner  on  these  questions;  and  wa 
humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we  ehall 
regard  it  as  the  duty  of  Farliament,  on  the 
earliest  oppoitonitj,  to  consider  the  necessary 
OBaanrei  lor  the  purpoae,  more  urgently  the 
tenure  ol  land,  the  neglect  of  which  by  Farlia- 
ment has  been  the  true  cauje  of  constantly 
Kcurring  dissatisfaction  and  distieaa  in  lie- 
\KaA."—{MT.  Sedmmd.) 


reposed,  "That those 


Debate  f-MHMwi. 
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bate  on  the  Amendment  to  the  Address 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw]  had  been  brought  to  a  close 
last  niffht — as  the  Oovemment  not  un- 
naturally desired — there  wonld  have 
been  the  fact  in  connection  with  the  de- 
bate which  would  have  called  for  remarlc 
outeide,  and  that  is,  though  the  discua- 
sion  lasted  two  days,  not  one  non- 
official  English  Member,  with  tbe  excep- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hermon),  took  part  in  it.  I  think  that 
silence  may  be  attributed  to  two  causes. 
In  the  first  place,  it  arises  out  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Amend- 
ment has  been  introduced  to  the  House ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  because  it  had 
been  drawn  up  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  by  the  Irish  Party,  without  the 
slightest  concert  with  other  Members. 
There  seems  to  be  the  impression  that  no 
Englishman  can  express  sympathy  with 
Ireland  or  the  Irisn  MembOTs,  or  can 
co-operate  with  the  Irish  National  Party 
for  common  objects,  without  ita  being 
supposed  that  he  ia  tainted  more  or  less 
with  the  terrible  disease  of  Home  Bnle. 
In  fact,  the  highest  authority  had  cha- 
racterized the  man  who  did  so  as  a 
traitor  to  his  Queen  and  to  his  oountry. 
[CAmt^.I  I  take  that  cheer  as  an  em- 
phasis of  the  statement.  [Sir  WnxiAK 
Fbaskh  :  No,  no !]  I  am  very  glad  I 
was  mistaken ;  because  I  should  hb  veiy 
eorry  that  it  shouldgo  forth  to  the  Irish 
people  that  in  the  House  sympathy  with 
them  is  equivalent  and  tantamount  to  a 
political  crime.  In  the  speeches  made 
of  late,  and  in  the  articles  in  the  organs 
le  Conservative  Party,  there  has  been 
something  like  an  attempt  to  terrorize 
over  the  English  Members,  and  to  pre- 
vent them  exhibiting  the  sjmipathy  which 
they  feel  on  Irish  questions.  This  comes 
with  extremely  bad  grace,  for  tbe  Con- 
servative Party  have  for  years  past 
played  with  every  political  agitation 
that  has  been  excited.  It  was  tbe 
Members  of  that  Party  who  denounced, 
for  instance,  tbe  agitation  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise,  and  then  came  over 
id  granted  it.  It  was  they  who  de- 
nounced the  proceedinga  of  the  trades 
unionsand  the  object  of  those  bodies;  and 
it  was  they  who,  when  they  came  into 
power,  conceded  to  trades  unions  almost 
ftiunR  whioh  th^  had  previonslv 
enm^.  XjwUy,  they  had  played 
Into  the  hands   of  the  pubUoans,  and 
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contraoted  witli  them  a  degrading 
alliance.  I  have  never  voted  for  in- 
quiry into  Home  Eule,  and  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  do  so ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  notion  of  blaming 
those  who  thmk  differently  and  act 
honestly  in  the  matter.  For  the  last 
century  we  have  been  governing  Ireland 
against  its  will,  and  not,  I  am  afraid,  to 
the  advantage  of  this  country.  The  Be- 
presentatives  of  the  Irish  people  ask  us 
to  concede  to  them  what  has  been  con- 
ceded to  America,  our  own  Colonies,  and 
Canada,  and  say — "You  may  depend 
upon  our  loyalty  and  devotion  to  the 
Crown,  and  strict  friendship  with  the 
English  people."  Under  the  existing 
system,  in  the  early  part  of  the  connec- 
tion between  the  two  countries,  the  Irish 
nation  suffered  very  grievous  oppression 
and  tyranny,  which  imperilled  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country ;  and  even  at  the 
present  moment  we  know  that  they  are 
suffering  from  disabilities,  from  disqua- 
lifications, from  unequal  laws,  and  from 
abuses  which  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  consider  and  to  remedy.  And  the 
only  justification  which  I  can  allege  for 
refusing  to  vote  for  Home  Eule,  or  for 
an  inquiry  into  its  necessity,  is  this — 
that  while  I  agree  with  what  I  believe 
to  be  the  ends  and  objects  which  Home 
Bule  is  believed  by  the  Irish  Members 
to  be  likely  to  secure,  I  differ  altogether 
with  the  means  by  which  they  propose 
to  secure  those  ends  and  aims.  I  am 
willing  to  assist  to  redress  any  real 
grievance  the  Irish  people  have,  and  to 
make — as  we  ought  to  be  ready  to  make 
—due  allowance  for  the  different  senti- 
ments between  the  English  and  Irish 
people.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  the 
Amendment  before  the  House  there  is 
an  opportunity  afforded  to  English 
Members  to  show  in  a  practical  form 
•our  sympathy  with  the  Irish  people  by 
supporting  it.  What  does  the  Amend- 
ment affirai  ?  It  affirms,  for  one  thing, 
that  the  neglect  of  reform  in  the  land 
tenure  of  Ireland  is  the  cause  of  all  this 
distress,  and  of  the  distress  which  so  con- 
stantly occurs.  I  imagine  that  there 
will  be  a  very  general  agreement  on  the 
point.  I  am  not  going  to  answer  the 
various  proposals  for  land  tenure  which 
have  been  placed  before  the  House ;  but 
will  be  content  with  referring  to  that  of 
my  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Heading 
(JSLt.  Shaw  Lefevre),  and  my  right  hon. 
Utdleagne  (Mr.  Bright).    H  the  scheme 


suggested  by  these  hon.  Oentlemen  were 
carried  out,  that  would,  no  doubt,  have 
the  effect  of  so  far  changing  the  tenure 
of  land  in  Ireland  as  to  make  a  large 
number  of  those  who  are  tenants  owners 
of  the  soil.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  told  them  the 
other  night  that  the  peasants  of  Ireland 
are  now  starving,  and  asked  if  it  is  con- 
ceivable that  if  they  were  owners  of  the 
soil  they  would  be  in  any  better  posi- 
tion? The  result  of  the  experiments 
which  have  been  made  on  a  very  consi- 
derable scale  are  altogether  inconsistent 
with  the  contention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  Eight  hundred 
tenants  have  become  owners  under  the 
Bright  Clauses  of  the  Xiand  Act,  and 
6,000  under  the  Church  Act.  Of  the 
800,  up  to  the  present  time  only  16  or  20 
have  failed  to  pay  their  instalments, 
even  in  the  extraordinary  time  of  dis- 
tress ;  and  of  the  5,000, 1  am  told  that 
the  number  of  defaulters  is  not  a  bit 
greater  than  the  percentage  of  the 
richer  landlords  who  have  received 
grants  in  aid  of  drainage  works  and 
other  improvements.  Can  anything  be 
more  satisfactory  than  that  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  has  asked  what  the  Irish 
tenants  would  do  if  thev  had  not  their 
landlords  ?  But  all  landlords  are  not  of 
the  type  described  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  There  are  absentee 
landlords,  represented  by  agents,  and 
there  are  bad  landlords.  Under  the 
circumstances,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  House  will  be  acting  consistently 
with  what  it  has  done  in  the  past  if  it 
now  accepts  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment— that  which  has  reference  to  the 
reform  of  land  tenure.  But  since  the 
discussion  has  largely  turned  upon  the 
other  portion  of  the  Besolution,  which 
says,  in  effect,  that  the  measures  that 
have  been  taken  by  the  Government  are 
inadequate,  and  that  other  measures  are 
urgently  necessary,  after  the  debate  last 
night,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  Gh)vem- 
ment  stand  self -convicted.  I  will  show 
that  the  measures  they  have  taken  were 
inadequate.  They  were  warned  in  the 
early  autumn  that  this  distress  was  im- 
pending over  Ireland.  They  were 
warned  by  the  Eoman  Catholic  Bishops 
in  Ireland  during  the  Becess,  and  they 
were  warned  bv  a  Memorial  signed  by 
70  of  the  Irish  Members;    but  these 
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warnings  were  disbelieyed ;  they  were 
even  ridiculed  by  tlie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
who  pointed  to  the  largo  Bums  in  the 
savings  banks  as  a  proof  that  there 
could  not  be  any  distress  impending.  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  they  have 
failed  to  adopt  proper  measures  because 
of  their  not  giving  credence  to  the  warn- 
ings ;  and  ,in  doing  so  they  have  justly 
and  properly  laid  themselves  open  to 
the  censure  of  the  House.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  said  there  are  three 
facts  which  show  that  the  Government 
has  dealt  practically  and  with  vigour. 
In  the  first  place,  the  dread  of  a  fuel 
famine  has  fortunately  passed  away. 
But,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  are 
the  Government  going  to  take  credit  for 
the  providential  dispensation  by  which 
the  fuel  of  the  Irish  people  has  been 
saved?  As  Sheridan  said,  when  the 
Prince  Eegent  took  credit  for  measures 
with  which  he  had  nothing  to  do — 
'*Yes;  but  what  His  Boyal  Highness 
particularly  prides  himself  upon  is  the 
late  excellent  harvest."  The  Attorney 
General  also  argued  that  there  was  not 
a  single  workhouse  full  at  the  present 
time.  Now,  considering  that  everyone 
who  knows  anything  about  Ireland 
agrees  in  saying  that  the  Irish  people 
have  a  rooted  terror  of  the  workhouse,  it 
is  not  surprising  that  many  of  them 
would  even  prefer  death  by  starvation 
rather  than  go  to  the  workhouse.  The 
next  statement  of  the  Attorney  General 
was  more  important.  He  says  that  not 
a  single  death  has  been  authenticated 
as  having  occurred  up  to  the  present 
time  in  consequence  of  starvation  or 
famine.  Well,  if  this  be  true,  and  I 
assume  that  it  is  true — I  believe  my 
hon.  Friends  around  me  admit  it — and 
if  it  be  the  work  of  the  Government,  and 
if  it  can  be  distinctly  shown  to  result 
from  the  measures  which  they  have 
taken,  I  will  at  once  exonerate  them 
from  censure.  What  has  been  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Government  ?  Will  any 
hon.  Gentleman  point  to  anything  they 
have  done  which  has  saved  the  life  of  a 
single  man  in  Ireland  during  the  dis- 
tress? Now,  I  would  like  to  so  into 
this  matter  a  little  more  in  detail.  The 
Gt)vemment  do  not  seem  certain  of  the 
position  they  have  tidcen  up.  My  right 
non.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  referred  last  night 
to  one  or  two  things  which  he  supposed 
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they  had  done,  and  on  aoconnt  of  which 
he  was  disposed  to  relieve  them  from 
all  blame ;  but  the  Government  got  up 
and  denied  that  they  had  done  these 
particular  things.  The  language  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Session  left  this  impression 
on  my  right  hon.  Friend  tiie  Member 
for  Bradford.  In  the  first  place,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  fact 
that  the  Government  had  relaxed  the 
provisions  of  the  Poor  Law ;  and  I  cer- 
tainly understood  from  the  words  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  some 
measure  of  that  kind  had  been  adopted 
by  the  Government.  But  now  we  have 
the  assurance  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  that  nothing  of  the  kind  has 
been  done.  Again,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  alluded  to  the  accumulation  of 
stores  of  food  and  fuel,  which  he  con- 
sidered was  a  matter  of  ereat  import- 
ance, and  which  I  think  will  yet  be  re- 
quired to  save  the  Irish  people  from 
death.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer immediately  rose  and  stated  that 
this  had  not  been  done.  They  had  only 
suggested  it  to  Boards  of  Guardians,  but 
it  had  not  been  carried  out.  From  the 
report  in  The  Times  of  his  speech  on 
Thursday,  I  find  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said — 

**  We  have  also  directed  our  attention  to  an- 
other matter  of  great  importance,  that  of  oat- 
door  relief." 

Now,  Sir,  I  ask  the  Government,  in  the 
first  place,  to  tell  me  where,  in  the  Cor- 
respondence, there  appears  the  letter 
in  which  the  Government  warned  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  of  the  desirability 
of  accumulating  food  and  fuel?  Of 
course,  after  the  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  I  know  this 
Correspondence  does  exist;  and,  as  it 
has  been  quoted,  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  Government  will  be  prepared 
to  lay  it  on  the  Table.  There  is  another 
<]^uestion  to  which  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion. How  is  it  that  every  Board  of 
Guardians  throughout  the  whole  length 
and  breadth  of  Ireland  simultaneously 
agreed  that  thev  would  not  provide 
stores  of  food  ana  fuel?  One  would  have 
thought  that  out  of  the  hundreds  some 
of  them  would  have  made  this  provision 
for  their  starving  fellow-countrymen.  It 
is  extraordinary  that  it  did  not  occur  to 
one  of  the  Boards  to  accumulate  food 
and  fuel,  as  suggested.  It  is  perfeoUy 
dear  that  the  wst  that  no  Irisn  people 
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have  died  of  starvation  is  not  due  to  the 
stores  of  food  and  fuel  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  thought  of  provid- 
ing. Then' there  remains  another  pro- 
vision which  the  Government  are  said  to 
have  made.  They  have  made  arrange- 
ments under  which  applications  have 
been  received  for  loans  amounting  to 
£284,000.  But  how  many  of  those  ap- 
plications have  been  complied  with  ? 
How  much  money  has  been  granted  ? 
The  Circular  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
states  that  two  instalments  of  the  loan 
must  be  asked  for  and  received  before 
July  30.  Well,  then,  how  many  of 
those  instalments  have  been  paid,  and 
how  much  money  has  been  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  people  who  have 
asked  for  the  loans  ?  It  will  be  correct 
to  say  that  not  more  than  £10,000, 
—  probably  not  more  than  £1,000 — 
has  been  expended  up  to  the  present 
time  in  relief  works,  so  that  the  magni- 
ficent exertions  of  the  Government 
amount  to  this — they  have  caused  to  be 
expended  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
in  Ireland  less  than  the  tenth  of  the 
sum  which  has  been  expended  in  private 
charity  through  the  various  charitable 
funds.  Then,  again,  what  is  the  charge 
made  against  the  Government?  It  is 
not  that  they  are  charged  with  allowing 
deaths  by  actual  starvation  up  to  the 
present  time  ;  they  are  charged  with  not 
taking  steps  to  prevent  the  deaths  which 
would  have  taken  place  but  for  private 
charity ;  they  are  charged  with  having 
allowed  a  number  of  the  Irish  people  to 
be  so  reduced  by  starvation  that  if  an 
epidemic  were  now  to  occur  the  people 
would  be  swept  away  by  tens  of  thou- 
sands. To  this  charge  no  adequate 
reply  has  been  made.  But  then,  it  is 
asked,  what  more  ought  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  done  than  tlioy  have  done  ? 
Well,  they  should  have  done  what  they 
have  done  earlier  than  they  have  done 
it.  They  knew  that,  under  the  system 
of  loans  for  improvements  which  thoy 
adopted,  no  considerable  work  of  this 
kind  could  be  carried  out  in  less  than 
six  months,  and  yet  they  allowed  six 
months  to  elapse  without  steps  to  relieve 
the  people  after  they  had  received  warn- 
ing of  what  wascomiug  on  the  country. 
Then  they  have  not  taken  the  right 
means  to  relieve  the  distress.  What  is 
their  proposal  ?  In  order  to  relieve  the 
distress  of  the  tenants  they  make  grants 
to  the  landlords.    That  is  surely  a  great 


mistake.  Is  it  not  conceivable  that,  to 
put  an  extreme  case,  a  speculator  may 
take  advantage  of  the  proposal  to  lend 
money  at  1  per  cent,  may  obtain  posses- 
sion of  a  large  tract  of  land,  spend 
£10,000  or  £20,000  in  drainage,  and 
then  sell  it  four  or  five  years  afterwards 
for  a  profit  of  £100,000,  which  he  would 
have  taken  out  of  the  Church  Surplus  ? 
It  may  be  said  that  care  will  be  taken 
that  speculators  do  not  receive  these 
loans,  but  only  bond  fid^  landlords  ;  but 
how  are  you  to  prevent  bad  landlords 
raising  the  value  of  their  property,  and 
then  racking  their  tenants  again,  with 
the  produce  of  the  money  that  you  have 
lent  them  at  the  expense  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  or  of  the  Church  Fund  ? 
Such  a  course  would  only  be  justifiable 
if  the  necessity  were  so  extreme  that  the 
Government  were  obliged  to  take  all  the 
plans  that  occurred  and  work  them  all 
together.  But  that  is  not  the  case,  for 
the  Government  have  neither  accumu- 
lated stores  of  fuel  nor  relaxed  the  Poor 
Law.  In  fact,  the  Government  are 
utterly  inconsistent.  They  have  not 
done  what  they  ought  to  have  done, 
and  they  have  done  what  they  ought 
not  to  have  done.  Take  the  precedents 
of  the  Indian  Famine  and  the  Lanca- 
shire Cotton  Famine.  In  India  we  did 
not  grant  money  to  the  Zemindars  to 
improve  their  property,  but  granted 
money  for  public  works,  to  bo  carried 
out  under  public  supervision  for  the 
benefit  of  the  district  and  not  of  the 
landlords.  What  did  the  experienced 
men  who  administered  the  cotton  famine 
private  fund  do  for  the  relief  of  the 
district  ?  They  established  public  works, 
and  did  not  grant  a  penny  to  a  Lanca- 
shire manufacturer  to  improve  his  ma- 
chinery or  build  a  new  mill.  Had  they 
done  so,  the  flow  of  private  charity 
would  soon  have  stopped,  as  it  should 
have  done.  The  Government  might 
also  have  granted,  not  only  seed  pota- 
toes, but  seeds  of  all  kinds  to  re-stock 
the  land  for  the  benefit  of  the  people. 
That  was  found  the  most  beneficial  and 
the  least  pauperizing  way  of  relieving 
the  distress  of  the  French  peasants  after 
the  Franco-German  War  and  the  inun- 
dations. There  is  reason  to  fear  that  it 
may  now  be  too  late  to  do  this;  but, 
still,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  subject 
will  receive  the  serious  and  earnest  con- 
sideration of  the  Government.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
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has  expressed  an  opinion  that  it  is  un- 
desirable to  censure  the  GK)Ternment, 
but  that  the  House  should  rather  relieve 
them  from  the  responsibility  they  have 
incurred.  Well,  without  questioning 
the  wisdom  of  the  advice,  it  may  be 
offered  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as 
another  open  question  in  the  Liberal 
Party.  But  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  it  will  be  no  satisfaction  to  the 
people  who  are  perishing  from  starvation 
to  tell  them  that  if  they  perish  the 
House  of  Commons  will  hereafter  cen- 
sure the  Government.  It  seems  far 
bettor  the  House  should  impress  on  the 
Government  a  due  sense  of  the  gravity 
of  the  occasion  by  censuring  them  for 
what  they  have  neglected  in  the  past. 
They  have  not  done  enough,  and  what 
they  have  done  they  have  done  badly. 
They  have  shown  a  disposition  to  tide 
over  the  question  with  temporary  ex- 
pedients, and  to  ignore  the  real  root  of 
the  mischief  which  lies  in  the  system 
under  which  the  Irish  cultivator  is  de- 
prived of  any  incentive  to  thrift,  and  of 
any  real  interest  in  the  profit  of  the  land. 
I  shall  give  my  vote  in  support  of  the 
Amendment. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT,  re- 
ferring to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down,  said,  they 
would  have  more  than  enough  to  occupy 
them  for  many  nights  if  they  were  to 
go  into  that  vast,  most  difficult,  most 
unfortunate  question  —  the  Irish  Land 
Question.  When  the  hon.  Member  rose 
he  expected  to  hear  from  him  a  speech 
on  the  subject  of  the  distress,  and  not 
one  about  the  extraneous  matters  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  referred  to.  He 
could  agree  with  the  hon.  Member,  when 
he  said  that  the  Government  would  not 
be  open  to  blame  if  it  could  be  shown 
that  no  deaths  had,  up  to  this  moment, 
arisen  from  actual  starvation  ;  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  no  deaths  from  starvation 
had  up  to  that  time  occurred.  As  to  the 
speech  delivsred  yesterday  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  it  must  have  com- 
mended itself  to  all  who  had  heard  it ; 
and  he  believed  that  the  views  of  the 
noble  Ijord  with  regard  to  the  distress 
would  be  felt  to  be  true  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  had  risen  to  express  his 
conviction  that  everyone  who  sat  in  that 
House  took  as  much  interest  as  could  be 
felt  by  any  man  in  the  welfare  and  well- 
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being  of  Ireland.    He  had  been  present 
in  Ireland  during  the  famine-time  be- 
tween 1845  and  1847,  and  he  could  tes- 
tify to  the  horror  and  dismay  which  it 
occasioned.     The  scenes  which  he  then 
beheld  were  of  such  a  nature  as  to  cause 
him  to  feel  the  deepest  sympathy  with 
Ireland  on  the  present  occasion.     They 
must  all   approach  the  question  with 
every  desire  to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  and 
to  aUeviate  the  distress  which  was  now 
raging  in  certain  parts  of  Ireland.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  had  said  that  the 
Government  should  at  once  have  taken 
in    hand    the    construction    of    public 
works  in  that  country.    Now  he  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  thought  that  the 
Gt)vernment  would  have  acted  precipi- 
tately if  they  had  gone  into  these  works 
without  considering  whether  they  would 
have  been  of  advantage  to  the  country ; 
because  he  had  seen  with  his  own  eyes 
how  money  had  been  absolutely  wasted 
during  the  Famine  of  1846  and  1847, 
when,  in  all  directions,  absolutely  no- 
thing was  done  by  the  men  who  were 
employed,   and  paid   by  the  day,  the 
works  not  being  done  by  contract.  These 
men  simply  did  as   little  as  possible. 
One    particular    case    he    remembered 
where  men  would  neither  work  nor  go 
into    the    Union    workhouse,    but  de- 
manded out-door  relief.    Their  applica- 
tion   having  been    refused,   a  violent 
attack  had  been  made  on  the  authori- 
ties of  a  Union  workhouse;   and    he, 
among   others,    had   been  engaged  in 
quelling  the  disturbance.      Was  that, 
he  woiUd  ask,  a  state  of  things  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  like  to 
see  recur  ?    He  was,  of  course,  perfectly 
well  aware  that  great  distress  existed  in 
certain  portions  of  Ireland  ;  but  it  could 
not  be  denied  that  since  1849  the  pros- 
perity of    the  country    generally    had 
greatly  increased,  and  that  there  were 
portions  of  it  in  a  better  condition  than 
a  large  part   of   the  agricultural   dis- 
tricts in  this  country.    In  Mayo  there 
was  an  estate  of  something  like  8,000 
acres,  with  250  tenants,  who  each  paid 
not  more  than  £2    lOs,  a-year  in  the 
shape  of  rent,  and  he  should  like  to 
know  how  they  were  to  live  ?    Was  it 
matter  for  wonder  that  properties  of  that 
kind    were    subjected    to    intermittent 
famine  ?    His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  must  know  jper- 
fecUjr  well  that  whatever  amount  of  re- 
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lief  was  given  to  people  so  situated  dis- 
tress must  again  oome  upon  them  unless 
something  were  done  to  raise  them  to  a 
dififerent  position.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, and  also  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  that  the  sole  responsi- 
bility in  this  question  rested  witn  the 
Government;  and  he  maintained  that 
their  action  had  been  throughout  judi- 
cious and  prudent.  He  should,  he  might 
add,  like  to  know  whether  everything  that 
was  possible  had  been  done  in  Ireland 
itself  to  alleviate  the  distress ;  because 
private  charity  ought,  he  thought,  to 
step  in  before  the  public  funds  were  ex- 
pended for  the  purpose.  He  was  well 
aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  done  his  duty 
in  that  direction  well  and  nobly;  but 
every  landlord  was  not  in  the  same  posi- 
tion, and  he  must  know  that  those  wnom 
he  relieved  had  been  for  generations  in  a 
state  of  chronic  misery.  As  to  the  Go- 
vernment, he  was  of  opinion  that,  while 
taking  care  not  to  go  too  fast,  they  ought 
even  to  strain  a  point  in  order  to  place 
themselves  in  a  position  to  meet  every 
emergency  as  it  arose.  Their  duty  was 
to  prevent  the  people  from  beinc^  starved, 
wlule  taking  care  that  the  public  money 
was  not  lavishly  and  recklessly  expended. 
M&.  LAW  said,  that  no  one  could 
doubt  that  the  Government  had  a  sin- 
cere desire  to  prevent  the  more  serious 
consequences  of  famine ;  but,  still,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  Irish  Members 
might  be  pardoned  if  they  felt  a  little 
more  anxious  upon  the  subject  than 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
Irish  Local  Government  Board  had,  in 
their  Keports,  informed  the  Govern- 
ment, as  early  as  the  end  of  October, 
that  the  yield  of  the  potato  crop  in 
Ireland  would  not  be  more  than  one- 
half,  although  they  stated  that  the  crop 
of  oats  was  likely  to  be  abundant.  To 
the  -poor  tenants,  however,  the  former 
crop  was  everything;  and  now  it  ap- 
peared from  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  last  year's  potato 
crop  was  only  about  one-third  of  the 
average,  which  really  meant  that  in  the 
less  favoured  parts  of  the  country — as,  for 
example,  the  Westom  seaboard — the  crop 
had  almost  ontiroly  failed.  The  result, 
then,  being  an  almost  complete  failure 
of  the  crop,  particularly  in  the  West  of 


Ireland,  the  question  was  not  so  much 
one  for  the  niture  as  for  the  present, 
and  no  time  must  be  lost  in  dealing 
with  the  impending  starvation.  More 
effective  measures  were  necessary,  and 
something  more  was  required  than  cor- 
respondence. If  the  Government  had 
given  directions  that  the  harsh  and  cruel 
provisions  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law,  prac- 
tically forbidding  all  out-door  relief  to 
the  able-bodied,  might  be  relaxed,  the 
alarm  which  was  felt  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  country  would  have  been  very 
much  relieved.  The  Qt)vornment,  in- 
deed, seemed,  notwithstanding  all  the 
warnings  they  had  received,  to  have  de- 
termined, even  as  lately  as  the  middle 
of  November,  that  there  should  be  no 
such  out-door  relief ;  thus  showing  how 
little  they  had  realized  the  probable  in- 
tensity of  the  distress.  But  if,  when 
they  had  at  last  made  up  their  minds 
that  they  would  take  prompt  measures 
of  relief,  they  had  announced  that  out- 
door relief  might  be  given  to  the  suffer- 
ing farmers,  it  would  have  given  much 
satisfaction.  Now,  it  was  with  reference 
to  this  matter  that  he  chiefly  rose;  be- 
cause he  did  not  believe  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  at  all  aware  of  the  very 
great  difference  that  existed  in  the  Poor 
Law  systems  of  England  and  Ireland. 
In  England  the  Guardians  had  what  he 
might  call  absolute  discretion ;  they 
mifl^ht  give  out-door  relief  or  in-door  re- 
lief just  as  they  liked,  with  this  restric- 
tion— ^that  as  regarded  able-bodied  per- 
sons half  the  relief  should  be  in  food,  and 
they  must  employ  the  labour  test.  But 
even  that  they  might  dispense  with  for 
a  certain  time  if  they  so  reported  to  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  so  that  in 
England  they  had  complete  means  of 
deeding  with  the  necessities  of  the  people 
according  as  distress  arose.  But  how 
was  it  in  Ireland?  In  consequence 
of  certain  hard  cast-iron  rules,  neither 
the  Guardians  nor  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  practically  any  power 
to  order  out-door  relief  to  able-bodied 
men.  The  Guardians  in  Ireland 
might  give  such  relief  to  persons  per- 
manently disabled,  or  suffering  from 
severe  disease — it  was  curious  that  in- 
tensive adjectives  were  so  frequently  ap- 
plied in  Lish  matters — or  to  a  widow 
with  two  or  more  children.  But  they 
were  unable  to  give  one  atom  of  relief 
to  any  able-bodied  person  unless  the 
workhouse  was  full,  or  oontained  within 
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its  walls  such  infectioiis  disease  as  would 
render  it  dangerous  to  send  any  person 
into  it.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
state  of  the  law  which  was  wholly  un- 
suited  to  times  like  the  present ;  indeed, 
he  would  venture  to  say,  unsuited  to  any 
times.  Why,  he  would  ask,  should  there 
be  such  a  striking  difference  between 
the  Poor  Law  system  of  Ireland  and  that 
of  England,  on  which  it  was  supposed 
to  be  modelled  ?  Why  might  out-door 
relief  be  given  to  a  widow  during  the 
first  six  months  of  her  widowhood  in 
England  but  not  in  Ireland  ?  Why  to 
a  widow  with  one  child  in  England,  but 
only  to  a  widow  with  two  or  more 
children  in  Ireland  ?  Why  to  the  wives 
and  families  of  absent  soldiers  and 
sailors,  or  marines,  if  they  wore  fortu- 
nate enough  to  be  English,  but  not  if 
they  were  Irish  ?  And,  finally,  why 
shoidd  English  Guardians  be  free  to 
give  out- door  relief  to  all  persons,  able- 
bodied  as  well  as  others,  at  their  discre- 
tion ;  whilst  such  relief  was  restricted  in 
Ireland  within  narrow  statutory  limits  ? 
According  to  the  latest  Betums,  of  the 
whole  population  of  wealthy  England, 
about  3  per  cent  were  a  charge  on 
the  land ;  whilst  in  Ireland,  steeped  as 
part  of  it  was  in  comparative  poverty, 
and  with  perpetual  risk  of  recurring 
famine,  the  Poor  Law  relief  represented 
only  IJ  per  cent  of  the  population. 
In  England  the  in-door  relief  was,  in 
round  numbers,  170,000,  and  the  out- 
door relief  670,000  ;  whilst  in  Ire- 
land the  in-door  relief  was  50,000,  and 
the  out-door  relief  only  36,000.  Ee- 
ferring  to  the  question  of  agriculture, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  class  who  would  here 
be  known  as  agricultural  labourers  were 
in  Ireland  really  the  small  tenants,  and, 
therefore,  on  that  class  it  was  parti- 
cularly harsh  only  to  grant  them  in-door 
relief ;  the  more  especially  as  even  that 
was  not  open  to  them  unless  they  gave 
up  their  farms.  The  workhouse  was,  no 
doubt,  a  good  test  for  distinguishing  the 
honest  pauper  from  the  scheming  tramp ; 
but  it  could  not  be  applied  with  justice 
to  the  poorer  Irish  peasantry  he  had  re- 
ferred to  as  belonging  to  the  class  of  small 
farmers.  Under  such  circumstances  as 
unhappily  now  existed  in  Ireland,  he 
thought  the  Gt>vemment  should  re- 
oonaider  the  question.  Why  not,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  intrust  the  Local 
Gtovemment  Board  widi  power  to  relax 
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those  harsh  roles,  and  thus  relieve  the 
Guardians  of  the  odium  which  they  in- 
curred by  seeming  to  refuse  out-door 
relief  in  cases  where  it  would  be  g^ven 
in  England  as  a  matter  of  course  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plimket)  had  referred  to  the  example  of 
an  Irish  landlord  who  was  loved  and 
esteemed  by  his  tenantry.  That,  how- 
ever, was,  he  feared,  an  exceptional  in- 
stance. He  would  ask  how  many  land- 
lords holding  property  in  Mayo  went 
with  open  hand  and  kindly  speech 
among  their  admiring  and  grateful  ten- 
ants? But  there  was  one  other  point 
of  difference  between  the  Poor  Law 
systems  of  Ireland  and  England  which 
he  (Mr.  Law)  desired  to  notice.  In  Eng- 
land clergymen  were  admitted  on  Boards 
of  Guardians;  but  the  Irish  law  was 
different,  all  ministers  of  religion  were 
alike  ineligible,  and  thus  a  class  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  the  wants  of  the 
people  were  excluded  from  giving  their 
experience  and  advice  to  the  o£&cial  dis- 
tributors of  State  assistance.  Yet  under 
the  Belief  Act  of  1847,  and  now  again  in 
the  distribution  of  the  charitable  funds 
collected  by  her  Grace  the  Duchess  of 
Marlborough,  and  by  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin,  it  had  been  found  necessary 
and  desirable  to  seek  the  aid  of  the 
clergy  for  this  purpose.  Their  original 
exclusion  was  avowedly  only  for  a  time, 
and  he  (Mr.  Law)  saw  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  now  be  done  away  with.  A 
great  deal  had  been  said  about  the  re- 
volutionary principles  which  had  been 
broached  in  this  debate;  but  the  only 
things  that  seemed  to  be  regarded  in  that 
way  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
that  the  Irish  Members  asked  for  the  ex- 
periment of  a  peasant  proprietary  and  for 
the  extension  of  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
custom  to  the  rest  of  Ireland.  These  might 
be  revolutionary  principles ;  but,  if  so, 
the  revolution  was  of  a  very  mild  type. 
The  propriety  of  the  first  had  been 
affirmed  oy  unanimous  resolution  of  the 
House  last  Session ;  and  the  only  ob- 
jection to  the  second  seemed  to  him  to 
be  the  difficulty  of  effecting  it.  K  there 
had  been  any  unnecessary  warmth  or 
strength  of  expression  on  the  part  of  any 
hon.  Members,  he  (Mr.  Law)  must  say 
it  had  been  first  imported  into  the  discus- 
sion by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  As  to  the  agitation  in  certain 
pi^  of  Ireland  last  autumn,  the  strong 
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consure  which  had  been  passed  upon  its 
authors  was,  no  doubt,  well  deserved.  But, 
so  far  as  the  peasantry  themselves  were 
concerned,  it  should  be  recollected  that 
popular  commotions  generally  arose,  not 
so  much  from  any  desire  of  mischief  on 
the  part  of  the  people,  as  because  their 
difficulties  and  sufferings  were  often 
hard  to  bear.  A  starving  people  might 
readily  listen  to  proposals  that  were 
impracticable,  or,  perhaps,  in  the  direct 
line  to  disorder  or  even  crime ;  and  yet, 
after  all,  how  little  had  the  Irish  ten- 
antry yielded  to  the  temptations  which 
had  been  presented  to  them.  For  this 
he  (Mr.  Law)  thought  they  deserved  great 
credit,  as  had,  indeed,  been  observed  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position. It  was,  at  all  events,  a  little 
too  much  to  say,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  done,  that  this  land  agitation  had 
been  the  cause  of  the  impending  famine. 
He  greatly  feared  that  the  Government 
had  not  been  as  much  alive  to  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  case  as  they  ought  to 
have  been.  No  doubt  they  had  accepted 
full  responsibility  for  what  they  had 
done,  and  also  for  what  they  had  omitted 
to  do ;  and  a  very  sharp  account  would 
be  demanded  of  them  if,  in  the  end,  their 
measures  proved  inadequate. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  said,  that  notwith- 
standing all  the  statements  they  had 
heard,  and  even  the  appeal  made  to  them 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Governmeirt 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  he  was 
obliged  to  express  his  strongest  and 
most  cordial  concurrence  with  the  Vote 
of  Censure,  which  was  not  implied  in 
the  Resolution,  but  was  actually  and  in- 
tentionally expressed.  It  was  with  sin- 
cere regret  that  he  had  to  speak  in  that 
way  on  that  occasion,  for  it  was  an  occa- 
sion far  too  melancholy  to  be  devoted 
to  a  mere  Party  quarrel.  He  should 
have  been  glad  if  the  measures  that 
had  been  taken  were  such  that  each  of 
the  Irish  Members,  on  whichever  side  of 
the  House  they  might  be,  could  have 
united  cordially  in  approving  of  them. 
The  Press,  when  they  complained  as 
they  had  done,  and  accusea  them  of 
faction  in  moving  the  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  lost  sight  of  the  really  impor- 
tant gist  of  the  question,  and  that  was 
the  very  exceptional  and  grave  charac- 
ter of  the  troubles  impending  in  Ire- 
land.    Unless  they   succeeded  by  the 


painful  process  of  three  or  four  nights' 
debate  in  opening  the  eyes  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  was  afraid  that  the  conse- 
quences would  be  of  a  very  serious 
nature  indeed.  The  Irish  Members  had 
been  greatly  disappointed  at  the  meagre 
references  in  the  Queen's  Speech  to  Ire- 
land, and  that  disappointment  had 
spread  to  Ireland,  where  it  was  pro- 
ducing much  discouragement.  When  the 
distress  first  appeared  the  Government 
was  duly  warned  by  the  Irish  Members; 
but  their  recommendations  wore  received 
with,  to  say  the  least,  incredulity,  and  the 
Government  had  not  succeeded  in  check- 
ing in  any  way  the  progress  of  the  dis- 
tress. When,  however,  it  became  so  no- 
torious as  to  excite  sympathy  and  lead  to 
private  charity  on  a  large  and  generous 
scale  all  over  the  world,  they  naturally 
thought  that  the  eyes  of  the  Government 
would  be  opened,  and  that  probably  the 
Government  were  reserving  themselves 
for  the  graceful  occasion  of  the  Royal 
Speech  to  announce  measures  worthy  of 
the  question  with  which  they  had  to  deal. 
But  they  found  the  Irish  Question  dis- 
missed in  a  few  brief  words.  Nor  were 
the  Irish  Members  the  only  people  who 
complained.  He  was  reading  the  other 
day  in  a  leading  weekly  London  paper, 
which  was  certainly  not  chargeable  with 
undue  Irish  proclivities,  a  strong  comment 
on  so  much  of  the  Royal  Speech  being 
devoted  to  a  long  explanation  of  matters 
which  everyone  knew  all  about,  while 
the  important  matter  of  Irish  distress 
had  been  disposed  of  in  a  few  words. 
Under  these  circumstances,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
was  not  only  justified  but  absolutely 
called  upon  to  take  the  course  ho 
had  adopted,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  fully  admitted  the  jus- 
tice of  that  course.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  the  ques- 
tion was  so  important  as  to  justify  the 
very  unusual  course  of  moving  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address,  surely  he 
might  have  a  little  more  considered  its 
importance  when  the  Queen's  Speech 
was  being  drawn  up,  and  might  have 
treated  it  as  a  question  of  nrst-class 
Imperial  magnitude.  It  might  be 
said  that  this  was  merely  a  matter  of 
form,  but  a  matter  of  form  was  not 
without  its  importance ;  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  it  would  have 
been  a  great  matter  of  encouragement 
to  the  unfortunate  people  of  IrelEtnd  to 
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think  that  their  Hiilers  were  fully  con- 
scious of  the  gravity  of  the  case,  and 
had  shown  their  consciousness  by  giving 
to  it  adequate  importance  in  the  Koyal 
Speech,  and  by  mentioning  that  measures 
had  been  taken  calculated  to  meet  the 
emergency.  Of  course,  the  real  ques- 
tion was,  after  all,  what  remedial  mea- 
sures had  been  adopted  ?  Irish  Members 
were  accused  of  merely  complaining  of 
the  past;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Government  were  not  prepared 
to  admit  what  Irish  Members  considered 
to  be  their  great  responsibility  in  regard 
to  the  past.  He  complained  that  in  the 
measures  taken  by  the  Government  what 
should  have  been  merely  supplementary 
stood  by  itself.  With  regard  to  the 
scheduling  of  districts,  the  distress,  of 
course,  varied  in  different  districts.  In 
some  districts  there  was  comparatively 
little  distress,  while  in  other  districts  the 
distress  was  extreme,  and  it  became  im- 
portant that  the  facilities  for  scheduling 
should  be  ample.  He  was  afraid  that 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  gravity  of 
the  crisis  nad  been  shown  by  extreme 
rigidity  being  manifested  in  this  re- 
spect. Two  applications  were  made  by 
the  Longford  Union  to  be  scheduled, 
and  both  applications  were  refused — that 
was  to  say,  the  authority  of  the  Inspec- 
tor sent  down  was  placed  against  that  of 
the  local  people,  who^were  thoroughly 
conscious  of  the  state  of  the  country, 
and  anxious  that  relief  should  be  af- 
forded. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had 
made  some  sbrong  observations  with  re- 
gard to  some  of  the  Inspectors  sent 
down ;  and  certainly  the  case  of  Long- 
ford fully  justified  the  charges  made 
of  inexperience  and  unfitness  for  their 
duties.  He  would  strongly  urge  on  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  wise  and  ex- 
pedient to  relax  the  extreme  severity 
of  the  conditions  under  which  relief  was 
given,  and  especially  to  consider  favour- 
ably the  repeated  applications  of  the 
Longford  Union?  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  given  the  key  to 
the  severity  when  he  said  that  private 
charity  was  a  very  different  thing  from 
public  charity,  and  that  the  shortcom- 
ings, if  any,  of  the  Gt>vemment  were 
not  due  to  any  want  of  sympathy,  but 
the  Government  had  a  very  great  re- 
•ponsibility  not  to  pauperize  the  people, 
and  that  the  action   of  the    Qovern- 
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ment  should  be  asoribed,  not  to  hard- 
heartedness,  but  to  hardheadednees. 
He  agreed  that  the  Gt)vemm6nt  must 
be  careful  not  to  pauperize  the  people ; 
but  he  would  ask  if  that  was  the 
only  responsibility  which  rested  on  the 
Government  ?  Was  it  prudent  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  lay  so 
much  stress  on  that  responsibili^,  and 
by  so  doing  to  incur,  perhaps,  tne  far 
greater  responsibility  for  severe  distress 
and  possibly  for  loss  of  life  ?  He  should 
also  like  to  ask  what  security  there  was 
when  districts  were  scheduled  as  dis- 
tressed that  the  amount  of  money  ap- 
plied for  or  granted  in  any  one  bore  any 
sort  of  proportion  to  the  distress  to  be 
relieved  ?  In  one  Union  there  might  be 
a  great  deal  of  distress,  and  very  few 
landlords  willing  or  able  to  apply, 
while  in  other  districts  less  distressed 
there  might  be  many  landlords  willing 
and  able  to  do  so ;  so  that  even 
when  the  districts  were  registered  as 
distressed  the  remedy  was  one  that 
worked  very  much  by  chance.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  he 
thought,  the  other  day,  that  about 
£330,000  had  been  applied  for,  and  on 
the  previous  night  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  said  that  the  sum  applied  for 
had  risen  to  £400,000. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  £330,000  was  the  sum  ap- 
plied  for  by  landlords,  and  the  rest  is  a 
sum  applied  for  as  sanitary  advances. 

Mr.  EEEINGTON  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  know  whether  every  Union 
scheduled  as  distressed  had  made  some 
application,  and  what  proportion  the 
amount  applied  for  bore  to  the  distress 
and  to  the  population  of  the  Union  ? 
He  had  moved  for  a  Eetum  to  show  the 
manner  in  which  the  system  of  relief 
had  worked,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
should  have  that  Eetum  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  absence  of  such  informa- 
tion showed  that  the  Government  had 
not  appreciated  the  gravity  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  for  he  should  have  supposed 
that,  as  a  matter  of  course,  they  would 
have  been  presented  with  fortnightly 
Eetums,  showing  the  progress  of  the 
distress,  the  amount  of  loans,  and  the 
amount  of  money  devoted  to  charitable 

Eurposes.  The  progress  of  the  distress 
ad  actually  been  more  rapid  than  the 
Irish  Members  themselves  had  expected, 
and  nobody  could  tell  what  would  be 
the  cost  of  meeting  it  for  the  next  few 
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months.  They  were  told  last  night  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that 
the  Government  accepted  the  entire  re- 
sponsibility of  the  situation;  but  that 
did  not  relieve  Irish  Members  of 
their  responsibility.  He  did  not  think 
that  they  realized  the  full  pressure 
of  the  calamity;  and,  theren)re,  he 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Irish 
Members  to  continue  to  press  on 
the  Government  the  fears  which  they 
entertained.  The  scheme  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  open  to  much  objection. 
They  had  acted  with  great  stringency 
for  fear  of  pauperizing  the  people,  and 
now  they  might  be  obliged  to  adopt  a 
system  infinitely  more  pauperizing  to 
keep  the  people  alive.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  been  told  that  if 
famine  were  impending  they  might  take 
certain  further  measures  for  giving 
relief;  but  the  famine  was  not  *' im- 
pending," it  was  actually  existing.  It 
was  quite  true  that  so  far  no  coroner's 
jury  had  returned  a  verdict  of  "man- 
slaughter against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment," as  was  done  in  several  instances 
in  1847  ;  but  was  that  what  the  Qt)vern- 
ment  were  waiting  for  before  they  re- 
cognized the  existence  of  famine  and 
took  measures  to  save  the  people  ?  He 
did  not  say  that  any  deaths  had  occurred 
absolutely  from  starvation,  and  with 
such  suddenness  as  to  call  for  an  in- 
quest ;  but  there  was  ample  evidence  to 
prove  that  several  deaths  had  occurred 
which  were  directly  traceable  to  the 
effects  of  starvation.  Some  of  the  Eng- 
lish newspapers,  when  it  was  known  in 
England  that  a  serious  calamity  threat- 
ened Ireland,  sent  over  to  Ireland  men 
of  cultivation  and  ability,  who  went 
about  the  country  and  made  a  most 
interesting  investigation,  the  good 
effects  of  which  would  not  soon  be 
forgotten  in  Ireland.  In  the  printed 
letter  of  one  of  these  correspondents  he 
found  a  story  of  a  woman  who,  with 
three  children,  walked  40  miles  to  a 
workhouse,  one  of  the  children  dying 
shortly  after  admission.  Everything  led 
to  the  conclusion  that  things  would 
be  very  much  worse,  and  he  could  not 
help  being  reminded  directly  by  the 
coarse  of  events  of  a  painful  history 
which  they  all  remembered ;  but  he 
hoped  the  resemblance  might  not  i^^o 
further  than  it  had  already  gone.  lie 
alluded  to  the  last  Famine  in  India. 
33I6J  all  remembered  that  the  crops  had 


failed,  and  that  there  was  great  appre- 
hension of  famine.  They  were  then  in- 
formed that  the  Government  were  con- 
fident of  being  able  to  grapple  with  the 
distress ;  but  it  soon  became  known  that 
the  distress  was  worse  than  the  Govern- 
ment had  ever  admitted.  The  Govern- 
ment next  said  that  no  deaths  had  oc- 
curred ;  but  they  all  knew  that  soon  after 
there  came  a  climax  to  the  distress,  and 
the  direct  loss  to  the  nation  in  lives 
was  reckoned  by  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands, while  the  indirect  loss  from  con- 
sequent exhaustion  and  disease  must 
have  reached  a  much  higher  point.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that  the  parallel  might 
not  go  any  further  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land. So  far  the  past  was  exceedingly 
ominous,  and  the  outlook  most  gloomy. 
At  all  events,  Irish  Members  had  no 
choice  except  to  press  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  extent  and  urgency  of  the  dis- 
tress ;  and  if,  forewarned  as  they  were, 
they  neglected  to  adopt  measures  suffi- 
cient to  cope  with  the  danger,  he  did 
not  know  what  language  would  be  too 
strong  to  condemn  their  conduct. 

Mb.  SHELL  remarked  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  upon  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  the  Irish  Members  could 
not  have  two  opinions  upon  the  subject. 
It  was  an  eloquent  speech,  a  good  speech, 
and  a  courageous  speech.  As  to  the  rest 
of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet,  they  were  interesting,  but  not 
very  much  to  the  point.  He  referred  to 
the  Famine  of  1846-7,  and  the  distress  at 
present  existing  in  Mayo  ;  but  as  to  how 
the  distress  should  be  met  he  omitted  to 
say  one  word.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Law) 
also  indulged  in  a  discursive  and  elo- 
quent speech  in  reference  to  Boards  of 
Guardians,  the  land  system,  and  other 
matters ;  but  he  did  not  quite  tell  the 
House  how  he  intended  to  vote.  He 
wished  he  could  say  the  same  thing 
about  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster). 
He  had  told  the  House  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  vote  against  the  Government. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  such  action  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
rather  remarkable,  and  decidedly  to  be 
reg^tted,  because  it  was  evident  that  he 
was  not  thoroughly  pasted  in  the  subject 
under  discussioDi  and  that  he  had  niade 
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up  his  mind  before  actually  the  debate  vennnent,  and  that  the  remaining  ques- 
had  been  concluded.  The  right  hon.  tion  as  to  land  should  be  raised  sepa- 
Gentleman  imagined  that  in  various  rately  and  in  another  form.  At  any 
parts  of  Ireland  there  were  accumulated  rate,  the  main  question  before  the  House 
largo  supplies  of  food  and  fuel ;  but  he  was  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  GK)- 
was  corrected  by  .the  right  hon.  Gentle-  vemment  in  regard  to  what  they  had 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  done  in  the  past,  or  rather  what  they 
whose  statement  was  not  that  there  were  had  omitted  to  do.  When  the  right  hon. 
large  supplies  of  food  and  fuel  collected,  Member  for  Bradford  said  the  charge 
but  that  the  communications  had  been  had  not  been  proved  it  might  be  that 
so  perfected  that  these  suppHes  could  be  he  was  right,  because  all  sorts  of  extra- 
promptly  obtained  if  necessary.  The  neous  subjects  had  been  introduced  into 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  imagined  the  debate.  It  seemed  to  him,  however, 
that  the  Guardians  had  power  to  relax  that  if  the  debate  had  been  long  and 
the  restrictions  on  out-door  relief ;  but  tedious,  the  chief  blame  ought  to  fall 
there  again  he  was  corrected.  It  was  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
rather  strange  that  the  right  hon.  Gen-  It  was  quite  in  his  power  to  have  made 
tleman,  labouring,  as  ho  undoubtedly  the  statement  which  he  made  on  the 
was,  under  these  delusions,  and  having  second  night  of  the  debate  upon  the  first 
formed  his  opinion  under  an  entirely  night;  and  no  good  reason  had  been 
wrong  impression,  should  then  turn  given  why  Papers  which  were  now  in 
round  and  say  to  the  Irish  Members  their  possession  had  not  been  circu- 
before  the  debate  had  concluded — "  As  lated  earlier.  The  hon.  Member  for 
you  have  not  proved  your  charge,  I  can-  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  said 
not  vote  for  you."  The  First  Lord  of  the  actual  gist  of  the  Amendment 
the  Admiralty  had  objected  entirely  to  was  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  Her  Ma- 
a  system  of  public  works,  seemingly  jesty's  Government,  and  so  he  (Mr. 
ignoring  the  fact  that  the  relief  works  Shell)  ventured  to  say  it  was.  Ab  to 
might  be  useful  ones.  That  was  a  very  how  it  would  end,  that  they  knew.  But 
important  point  to  bear  in  mind  ;  because  what  they  had  to  do  was  to  prove  the 
he  quite  agreed  that  relief,  if  purely  re-  charge,  and  he  would  endeavour  to  show 
lief  and  having  no  use,  might  demoralize,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  not 
and  do  no  good.  The  First  Lord  of  the  in  the  past  acted  up  to  a  full  sense  of 
Admiralty  argued  as  against  railways  their  responsibility ;  but,  on  the  con- 
that  when  he  was  in  Dublin  he  heard  of  trary,  had  been  neglectful  of  what  they 
the  contract  of  a  work  undertaken  by  ought  to  have  done.  The  fig^es  of  the 
the  Corporation  being  given  to  a  Scotch-  Registrar  General  showed  the  state  of 
man,  that  if  railways  were  undertaken  Ireland  during  the  year  1879,  and  the 
contracts  must  be  made,  and  that  as-  Government  must  have  been  aware  of 
sumed  that  Irishmen  would  not  be  em-  it.  That  official  said — 
ployed.  He  could  tell  the  right  hon.  ••  The  extent  of  land  under  crops  is  less  this 
Gentleman  that  although  the  contract  in  year  than  in  any  of  the  preceding  10  years. 
Dublin  had  been  given  to  a  Scotchman  f^^  estimated  agricultural  produce  returns  were 

the  men  who  would  execute  the  work  '--  *^"e  t?ti°vall^^FrJSfoiSl'^rBlS 

would    be  Dubhn  workmen,   and  so  it  Ireland    may   be    taken    at    £22,743,000  as 

would  be  in  Mayo  and  Connemara,  no  against  £32,758,000   in  the   preceding   year, 

matter  who  the  contractor  was.     The  showing  a  diminution  during  the  last  year  of 

noble   Lord  who  led  a  portion  of  the  ^10»000,000  steriing.     The  average  estimated 

r\  'i.*       u    J       i.  X  1 J  At  1-  produce  of  potatoes  during  the  last  10  years  was 

Opposition  had  nott^ld  them  very  much  g,066,200  c^..  whereas  the  yield  in  1879  was 

as  to  his  views  on  the  question  before  only  22,273,000  cwt.,  showing  the  vast  dimina- 

the  House.     He  was  more   concerned  tion  of  over  38,000,000  cwt.  during  the  past 

about    clearing    himself   of   any    con-  yew-" 

nection    with    the    defeated    candidate  From  these  facts,  the  Gt>vemment  must 

for  Liverpool.     He  (Mr.  Shell)  agreed  have  known  in  what  a  bad  state  the 

with    the    Attorney    General    that    it  country  was,   and  the  charge  against 

would  have  been  better  if  the  Amend-  them  was  that  they  had  neglected  to  do 

ment  had  been  shorter  and  more  to  the  their  duty.     Under  the  circumstances, 

point — that  was  to  say,  if  the  Amend-  the  Government  could  not  plead  that 

ment  had  merely  consisted  of  a  Vote  of  they  had  not  been  fully  warned  of  the 

Censure,  pure  and  simple,  upon  the  Go-  terrible  state  of  the  country,  for  they 

Mr.  Sheil 
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had  been  informed  of  it  by  their  own 
officials,  by  the  Homan  Catholic  Bishops, 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  Corporations,  and 
the  lar&^e  majority  of  the  Irish  Members 
of  Parhament.  After  some  correspond- 
ence, which  went  on  till  November  14, 
the  Oovernment  saw  the  danger  of  fur- 
ther delay,  and  began  to  take  active 
measures.  Then  came  their  conduct 
with  reference  to  the  granting  of  loans, 
of  which,  bv  the  way,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  omitted  to  state  in 
his  speech  the  actual  amoimt  granted. 
They  drew  up,  to  use  their  own  expres- 
sion, a  very  carefully-worded  Circular, 
and  offered  facilities  for  loans  on  easy 
terms — facilities,  however,  which  to  the 
majority  of  landowners  would  be  entirely 
useless.  At  last  it  dawned  upon  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  that  that  was  the  case, 
and  on  January  17  further  facilities  were 
offered  when  it  was  too  late.  That 
was  the  gist  of  his  charge  against  the 
Gk>yemment,  that  their  action  was  too  late. 
It  might  be  true,  perhaps,  that  as  yet  no 
deaths  from  famine  had  occurred;  but 
there  could  be  no  moral  doubt  that  be- 
fore long  either  starvation  itself,  or  some 
diseases  resulting  from  it,  would  tell 
their  own  tale.  Those  were  grave 
charges  to  make  against  a  Government ; 
but  he  thought  that  they  had  been  made 
tolerably  clear.  The  responsibility  lay 
mainly  with  the  Viceroy  and  the  Chief 
Secretiekry  for  Ireland.  That  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  a  seat  in  the  House,  and 
should  have  made  a  further  statement 
than  that  of  Friday  night ;  nor  need  he 
have  apolog^'zed  for  detaining  them, 
even  at  a  late  hour,  for  a  few  minutes ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
many  other  cares  pressing  upon  him  as 
the  representative  of  the  Jockey  Club  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  thought  that 
English  Members  mi^ht  express  their 
opinions  on  the  affairs  of  Ireland  as 
freely  as  on  those  of  Zululand  or  Af- 

Shamstan,  especially  as  the  House  had 
10  advantage  of  the  presence  of  many 
Gentlemen  who  were  ready  to  give  their 
personal  experiences  of  the  country,  and 
as  very  full  sources  of  information  were 
open  to  everyone.  They  had  constantly 
b>een  told  that  Irish  tenants  were  over- 
rented, and  had  no  security  for  improve- 
ments'—that, in  fact,  they  could  not  and 
did  not  improve  their  holdings.  It  did 
not  aproar  on  inquiry  that  there  was, 
after  afli  so  complete  an  absence  of  con- 


fidence between  landlords  and  tenants. 
He  had  been  reading  in  The  Times  a 
series  of  letters  on  Irish  farming,  and 
gathered  from  them  that  in  many  dis- 
tricts the  rents  were  very  moderate,  and 
the  tenants  habitually  improved  their 
land.  In  one  case,  in  the  coimty  of  Bos- 
common,  the  tenant  lived  prosperously 
on  six  narrow  fields,  which  had  been  re- 
claimed, and  were  chiefly  under  spade 
husbandry.  Suitable  buildings  had  been 
put  up,  and  there  was  also  a  capital  fruit 
garden.  The  extent  of  the  holding  was 
nine  acres,  and  the  rent,  which  had  not 
been  changed  for  the  last  20  years,  was 
nearly  three  guineas.  In  another  in- 
stance, the  occupier — a  tenant  of  the 
hon.  Member  iot  Eoscommon — held 
5^  acres,  which  he  had  reclaimed, 
at  the  annual  rent  of  £1 ;  another 
paid  £8  for  11^  acres,  of  which 
ei^ht  were  reclaimed  land.  Numerous 
other  cases  could  be  adduced.  One  great 
cure  for  the  present  unfortunate  state  of 
things  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  was  con- 
fidence between  landlord  and  tenant;  but 
that  confidence  was  impossible  as  long  as 
discontent  was  excited  by  the  efforts  of 
agitators.  Confidence  on  the  part  of 
tenants  would  produce  justice  on  tne  part 
of  landlords,  as  it  did  in  England,  and 
also  in  Ireland  amon^the  tenants  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Koscommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don).  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  asked 
the  other  evening  why  the  Government 
did  not  relieve  tenants  by  advancing 
money  to  them,  in  order  to  enable  them 
to  improve  their  farms.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  paused  for  a 
moment,  he  would  have  seen  that  he  was 
mixing  up  the  idea  of  charity  with  that 
of  business.  The  proposal  to  advance 
money  to  the  landlords  to  be  spent  in 

germanent  improvement  came  under  the 
ead  of  matters  of  business,  and  this 
was  a  just  and  good  way  of  helping 
those  who  had  credit,  but  who  had  not 
the  ready  money  available  for  the  pur- 

Eosos  required.  The  State  could  always 
orrow  money  more  cheaply  than  in- 
dividuals; and  it  often  did  borrow  money 
and  lend  it  to  individuals  or  corporations 

Eossossing  good  security.  Money  had 
een  lent  to  landlords  in  England  and 
Scotland  for  draining,  repairs  of  roads, 
&c.,  and  in  a  sinmar  way  had  been 
largely  lent  to  corporate  bodies  for 
necessary  improvements.  In  all  these 
cases  there  was  sufficient  security ;  but 
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this  could  not  be  said  of  the  Irish  tenants, 
to  whom  it  was  impossible  that  the  State 
could  lend  money  without  security.    If  a 
tenant  took  the  money  before  he  made 
the  improvements,  what  was  to  hinder 
him  from  bolting  with  it  ?    On  the  other 
hand,  the  tenant  could  not  effect  the  im- 
provements unless  he  was  provided  with 
money  in  the  first  instance.     He  could 
not  help  thinking,  therefore,  that  the 
plan  of  lending  money  to  the  tenants 
must  be  a  delusion  and  a  snare.  He  had 
been  puzzled  to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham,  who  opened  the  ad- 
journed debate,  deprecate  lending  money 
to  landlords,  his  reason  being  that  the 
landlords  themselves  made  money  out  of 
the  loans,  while  he  had  pointed  out  that 
during  the  cotton  famine  in  Lancashire 
the  Gfovemment  had  not  lent  money  to 
the  manufacturers  in  order  that  they 
might  keep  their  mills  going ;  but  had 
the  Government  lent  money  to  the  mill- 
owners  the  only  result  would  have  been 
that  the  mills  would  have  been  kept  open 
for  a  little  while  longer,  and  then  there 
would  have  been  an  end  of  the  matter. 
The  case  was  different  with  regard  to 
land.    If  money  were  lent  to  the  land- 
owners to  make  roads  and  drain  the 
land,  not  only  would  the  peasantry  be 
paid  fair  wages  for  the  work  they  did, 
and  thus  be  enabled  to  tide  over  the  ex- 
isting difficulty,  but  permanent  improve- 
ments would  thereby  be  effected,  which 
would  be  calculated  to  aid  the  future 
prosperity  of  the  country.     Therefore, 
there  was  a  great  difference  between 
lending  money  to  landowners  and  lend- 
ing it  to  owners  of  mills,  and  this  diffi- 
culty the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)   had  entirely  over- 
looked.     He  wished  the  House  to  prac- 
tically consider  the  position  in  which  it 
was  at  the  present  placed.    An  Amend- 
ment had  been  moved  to  the  Address  in 
reply  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne; 
and  if  the  Amendment  were  not  with- 
drawn, which,  in  his  opinion,  was  the 
most  sensible  course  that  could  be  pur- 
sued, and  it  shoiild  be  lost,  as  it,  no 
doubt,  would  be  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  it  would  be  made  to  appear  to 
the  world  that  that  large  majority  was 
opposed  to  the  claims  set  up  by  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Amendment  on  behalf  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.    This  would  be 
putting  the  House  in  a  false  position. 
fiut,   supposing  the  Amendment  were 
earned,  tne  result  would  simply  be  that 

Mr.  AUheUm 


no  Business  could  go  on  in  the  House 
for  the  next  six  or  seven  weeks,  and  the 
valuable  measures  about  to  be  proposed 
by  the  Government  and  by  private  Mem- 
bers would  have  to  be  dropped  and  put 
off;  and  by  whom  would  they  be  put 
off?  Why,  by  that  section  of  Gentle- 
men who  sat  opposite,  and  who  called 
themselves  the  mends  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  D.  O'CONOE,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  it  conveyed  ex- 
actly the  feeling  which  was  entertained 
by  a  great  many  Members  in  regard  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Gt)vemment.  He  re- 
gretted to  find  from  the  course  taken 
that  a  great  many  hon.  Gentlemen,  as 
well  as  the  Government,  had  not  tho- 
roughly realized  the  extent  and  severity 
of  the  distress  in  Ireland ;  and  he  hoped 
that  before  the  debate  had  been  finally 
closed  a  considerable  amount  of  know- 
ledge would  have  been  spread  on  the 
subject.  He  complained  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  distress  had  been  alluded 
to  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  which  stated 
that— 

*^  Serious  deficiency  in  the  usual  crops  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland  has  rendered  necessary  special 
precautions  on  the  part  of  my  (Government  to 
^ard  against  the  comities  with  which  those 
districts  wore  threatened." 

This  was  most  inadequate,  merely  con- 
veying an  idea  that  only  in  some  por- 
tion of  Ireland  that  deficiency  had  taKcn 
Elace,  whereas  the  ''  serious  deficiency  " 
ad  been  all  over  Ireland,  but  had  not 
been  felt  with  so  much  severity  in  cer- 
tain places  where  there  was  wealth. 
Then  the  Queen's  Speech  went  on  to  re- 
fer to  the  calamities  with  which  these 
districts  were  threatened,  thereby  sug- 
gesting that  the  difficulties  were  over, 
and  that  measures  had  been  taken  to 
meet  these  calamities.  This  was  a  most 
inadequate  description  of  the  state  of 
Ireland.  They  had  to  meet  a  state  of 
things  which  would  require  every  exer- 
tion of  the  Government  in  order  ade- 
quately to  cope  with  the  distress,  and  in 
a  few  months  it  would  be  found  very 
much  worse  than  it  had  been.  He  had 
looked  carefully  through  the  Papers 
which  had  been  delivered  to  them  to 
show  what  the  Government  had  done, 
but  could  not  find  that  anything  else 
had  been  done  but  to  provide  accom- 
modation within  the  workhouses.  Every- 
one knew  the  antipathy  the  Irish  people 
had  against  the  workhouse — that  they 
would  rather  starve  than  enter  the  work- 
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house-'Certainly,  that  they  would  only 
resort  to  that  alternative  when  they  had 
arrived  at  the  point  of  starvation.  The 
difficulty  was  under  the  existing  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland  to  give  adequate  relief 
outside  the  workhouse  without  infring- 
ing the  Poor  Law  regulations,  and  the 
Government  said  that  they  had  g^ven 
instructions  to  Boards  of  Ghiardians  to 
relax  these  rules.  That  was  a  good 
step  to  take ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
these  instructions  were  unknown  to  any 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Jre- 
land.  He  would  give  an  instance 
which  occurred  in  the  county  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  some  weeks 
before  the  granting  of  those  facilities  had 
been  pubhcly  announced  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  a  speech  he 
made  at  Stroud.  A  Guardian  of  the 
Sligo  Union  stated  to  the  Board  that 
several  families  on  the  coast  who  lived 
by  fishing  were  in  a  state  of  great  desti- 
tution, and  that  there  was  an  urgent 
necessity  for  their  receiving  relief.  The 
Board  directed  the  relieving  officer  to 
use  his  discretion  in  the  granting  of 
out-door  relief;  but  on  learning  now 
matters  stood  the  Local  Gt)vemment 
Board  in  London  informed  the  Sligo 
Board  of  Guardians  that  in  no  cir- 
cumstances could  relief  be  given  in 
the  manner  they  proposed.  The  Chair- 
man of  the  Boara  proceeded  to  Dublin, 
and  laid  the  facts  before  the  authorities 
there ;  but  he  was  obliged  on  his  return 
to  inform  the  Board  of  Guardians  that 
there  were  no  means  of  affording  relief 
to  the  poor  people  in  question  unless 
they  g^ve  up  their  plots  of  lands  and  be- 
came inmates  of  the  poorhouse.  The 
consequence  was  that  they  had  since 
been  supported  and  saved  from  pauper- 
ism by  cnaritable  funds  raised  by  the 
Guardians  and  throughout  the  county. 
No  thanks,  certainly,  were  due  to  the 
Oovemment  that  deaths  from  starvation 
had  not  occurred  in  that  community. 
With  regard  to  the  system  of  granting 
loans  to  landlords  for  the  purpose  of 
executing  works  on  their  estates,  and 
thereby  improving  them,  he  had  no 
objection  to  that;  but  the  facilities 
o£fered  for  borrowing  money,  under 
the  first  Circular  issued  by  the  Go- 
Temment,  were  totallv  inadequate  to 
meet  the  exiffencies  of  the  case.  The 
terms  first  offered  were  not  such  as 
to  invite  applications,  and  to  be  really 
eflbotoal  me  employment  ought  to  have 


been  afforded  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment ;  for,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  said,  half-starved 
men  coiild  not  travel  long  distances  to 
work,  and  if  they  could,  would  not  be 
employed  by  contractors.  He  did  not 
know  that  in  a  single  case  the  men 
were,  up  to  this,  actually  engaged  in 
the  works  for  which  the  money  was 
borrowed  by  the  landlords.  Mean- 
time the  people  were  idle,  and  were 
being  ^adually  reduced  to  a  state  of 
starvation .  So  much  for  the  first  portion 
of  the  Amendment,  which  condemned 
the  Government  for  not  having  taken 
the  necessary  steps  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tressed. The  next  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment referred  to  the  permanent  con- 
dition of  Ireland.  Now,  he  might 
state  that  he  had  taken  no  part  in 
the  agitation  in  the  autumn  and  winter 
in  the  Western  districts  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  expressing  his 
opinion  that  it  would  be  best  for  the 
interest  of  the  country  if  the  theory  pro- 
pounded throughout  the  West  of  Ire- 
land were  adopted — :  namely,  that  he 
who  tilled  the  soil  should  also  be  the 
owner  of  it.  He  could  not  conscien- 
tiously attend  the  meetings  which  had 
lately  been  held,  because,  instead  of 
sowing  dissension  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  the  exigencies  of  the  time  re- 
quired that  they  should  be  drawn  close 
together  in  order  to  fight  their  common 
enemy — famine. 

Mr.  marten  said,  there  was  one 
among  the  number  of  Irish  Members 
who  must  be  in  the  mind  of  Members  of 
the  House  when  they  reflected  on  the 
Irish  Question.  He  meant  the  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  who,  though 
he  could  enlighten  the  House  on  tne 
subject  of  Irish  distress,  was  absent, 
apparently,  without  any  adequate  reason. 
Another  face  he  had  expected  to  see, 
knowing  his  interest  on  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion, was  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright).  Now  they  knew  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  made  speeches 
on  the  Irish  Question,  and  particularly 
had  made  nn  elaborate  speech  on  the 
question  of  Irish  land  tenure,  and  a  pro- 
posal for  a  transference  of  the  rights  of 
landlords  to  some  Commission  which 
should  act  as  g^g^ntic  land-jobbers.  He 
confessed  he  was,  therefore,  somewhat 
astonished  theHouse  had  nothadtheplea- 
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sure  of  seeing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
during  the  present  debate,  in  order  that 
he  might  enlighten  them  on  the  proposal 
he  had  made.    Another  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  absent — namely,  the  Prime 
Minister  of  the  preyious  Administration, 
and  one    who  was  always    prominent 
before  the  country  by  his  ability  and 
experience.  Probably  domestic  affliction 
had  detained  him  from  the  House.     If 
so,  he  (Mr.  Marten)  could  only  regret 
such  a  reason  for  his  absence  from  the 
House.    But  if  no  cause  of  that  kind 
detained    him    from    the    debate,    he 
thought  it  was  to  be  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present 
in  order  that  they  might  hear  his  views 
on  the  subject.    They  all  knew  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  formerly  described  the  Con- 
servative Party  as  being  pre-eminently 
a  stupid  Party.    Now  they  saw  that 
accusation  wholly  changed,  and  every 
matter  of  policy  which  the  Conservative 
Party  adopted  was  at  once  held  up  as 
astute  and  Machiavelian.     During  this 
debate  they  saw  a  remarkable  instance 
of  that  change  of  feeling.     The  Conser- 
vative   Party  had  been  charged  with 
originating  the  Home  Bule  movement. 
This  absurd  accusation  had  been  abun- 
dantly refuted,  and  he   should  not  fur- 
ther discuss  it ;  but  should  proceed  to 
consider  the  complaint  made  against  the 
Government  in  connection  with  the  exist- 
ing distress.     The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  accused 
the  Government  of  having  done  nothing 
to  prevent  deaths  which  would  have  oc- 
curred but  for  private  charity.    It  was 
no  part  of  the  duty  of  Government  to 
supersede  private  charity;  and  if  that 
was  sufficient  to  meet  the  case  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  to  blame  for  not 
stepping    in.      Did    the  hon.  Member 
mean  to  charge  the  Government  with 
a  wilful  neglect    of   that   which    they 
ought  to  have  done  ?    That  was  a  very 
serious  charge,  and  one  which,  if  made, 
ought  to  be  sustained  by  the  most  cogent 
evidence.    Now,  in  the  case  of  a  sudden 
emergency  arising  in  particular  districts 
through  the  failure  of  the  harvest,  the 
Government,  guided  by  the  desire,  at  all 
events,  to  avert  starvation,  might  provide 
adequate  supplies  of  food  for  that  pur- 

Eose ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  should 
0  on  their  guard  against  doing  any- 
thing which  would  have  the  effect  of 
demoralizing   tho   poor,    and   of  per- 


manently  producing  that  state  of  semi- 
starvation  among  them  which  had  first 
originated  in  a  particular  crisis.  Having 
regard  to  those  principles,  he  maintained 
that  the  Government,  so  far  from  being 
open  to  the  charge  made  against  them 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
were  very  early  on  the  alert  making  in- 
quiries into  the  condition  of  the  various 
districts  and  as  to  what  provision  was  re- 
quisite to  save  the  people  from  perish- 
ing. The  Local  Gt)vemment  Board 
issued  its  first  Circular  on  the  5th  of 
September,  requesting  the  Inspectors 
to  obtain  information  as  to  the  state  of 
things  in  the  different  districts,  and  that 
information  was  communicated  to  the 
Irish  GK)vemment  on  the  28th  of  Octo- 
ber. The  Beports  thus  furnished  to  them 
showed  that  the  failure  of  the  crops  was 
partial,  the  crops  in  some  places  being 
found  to  be  fair.  So  far  from  the  distress 
being  universal  throufi^hout  Ireland,  it 
existed  only  in  eertam  parts  of  the 
country ;  and  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment itself  virtually  admitted  that  it  was 
not  universal.  OnUie  14th  of  November 
the  Irish  Government  applied  to  the 
Treasury,  which,  on  the  same  day,  re- 
plied as  to  the  measures  of  relief  to  be 
adopted.  The  active  measures  taken 
might  be  thought  inadequate  by  some 
and  excessive  by  others ;  but  a  certain 
discretion  must  bo  left  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  exercised  to  the  best  of  their 
judgment  and  ability.  Complaint  had 
been  made  that  the  Government  had 
kept  people  in  ignorance  of  what  they 
had  done ;  but  if  they  had  made  it  known 
before  they  would  have  excited  hopes 
throughout  Ireland  which  would  have 
led  to  exaggerated  claims  for  relief,  and 
perhaps  tne  money  g^ven  would  have 
gone  into  the  wrong  channel  or  been 
wasted.  The  Government  ought,  above 
all  things,  to  retain  within  their  own 
control  the  means  they  intended  to 
employ,  and  only  display  and  make 
use  of  those  means  as  the  actual  exi- 
gency might  require.  The  relief  mea- 
sures they  had  taken  had  received  the 
approval  of  the  hon.  Member  for  tho 
county  of  Longford  (Mr.  EiTington) 
and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  qualified  to 
express  an  opinion,  and  it  was  acknow- 
ledged that  they  had  been  most  beneficial. 
He  did  not  understand  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  found  fault  with  because 
they  were  not  forward  to  act  outside  tho 
law.     It  was  a  serious  responsibility 
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even  for  a  Government  to  go  beyond  the 
limits  isehicli  had  been  fixed  by  law ;  and 
they  -would  been   doing  wrong  if  they 
had  taken  measures,  as  had  been  sug- 
gested by  hon.  Members,  at  so  early  a 
period  as  August  or  September.    In  his 
opinion,  nothing  could  have  been  more 
unwise  than  for  the  Government  to  go 
into  the  market  and  buy  up  food  and 
fuel.      What    would    have    been    the 
effect?     The  effect    would  have    been 
to  produce  a  great,  immediate  rise  in 
prices,   which  would    have    redounded 
more  to  the  advantage  of  the  sellers  than 
to  that  of  any  other  class.     He  denied 
that  the  Government  proposals  were  in- 
adequate.   The  fact  that  not  a  life  had 
been  lost  was  sufficient  proof  of  that. 
Moreover,  Ireland  was  not  a  veiy  large 
country ;  every  part  was  accessible  from 
every  other  part,  and  if  distress  prevailed 
in  one  district  there  could  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  immediately  sending  supplies 
from  the  more  favoured  parts  of  the 
country.    It  had  been  put  forward  as 
an  argument  against  the  proposals  of 
the    Government    that   some  capitalist 
might  take  advantage  of  them  and  buy 
up  thousands  of  acres  at  a  cheap  rate 
and  turn  the  wilderness  or  the  bog  into 
a  fruitful  field,  and  then  sell  it  at  a  great 
profit  to  himself.     He  did  not  see  the 
force    of   that    reasoning,    as    Ireland 
would  largely  benefit  frt)m  the  influx  of 
Scotch  or  Enelish  capital,  and  that  was 
what  was  really  needed  in  the  country. 
With  regard  to  the  rules  regulating  out- 
door relief,  he  thought  the  House  ought 
to  bear  in  mind  that  they  were  not  an- 
cient   Conservative    laws;     they    were 
Whiff  laws,  and  they  were  modem  laws 
which  had  been  considered  and  re-con- 
ndered   by  the  Legislature   in  recent 
times ;    and  to   set  them    aside  with- 
out the  sanction   of   the    Legislature, 
except  in  a  case  of  the  most  absolute  ne- 
cessity, would  be  a  matter  of  a  very  se- 
rious character.     The  Amendment  which 
had  been  proposed  to  the  Address  indi- 
cated the  variations  of  opinion  which 
they  were  from  time  to  time  told  existed 
among  the  Home    Bule   Party.     The 
Amendment  consisted  of  13  lines,  con- 
taining four  propositions,  each  of  which 
seemea  to  have  been  contributed  by  a 
different  section  of  the  Party.     The  first 

S reposition,  from  its  comparatively  mo- 
erate  tone,  appeared  to  oe  due  to  the 
counsels  of  the  nominal  Leader  of  the 
Party.    But  the  second  proposition  im- 
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ported  into  the  controversy  much  stronger 
language,  and  proceeded,  he  might  sup- 
pose, from  the  advanced  wing.  With  re- 
gard to  the  third  proposition  contained 
in  it,  insisting  on  the  necessity  for  im- 
mediate legislation,  he  was  desirous  of 
pointing  out  the  fact  that,  though  four 
nights  had  now  been  spent  in  discussion, 
the  Government  had  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  obtaining  permission  to  legis- 
late. The  Government  Bill  had  already 
been  opposed,  and  its  progress  would 
probably  not  be  very  smooth  in  the  fu- 
ture. The  hon.  Members  who  contended 
that  there  should  be  immediate  legisla- 
tion in  connection  with  the  question 
under  consideration  were  the  very  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  standing  in  the  way 
of  legislation.  They  were,  therefore, 
acting  in  a  most  inconsistent  way.  The 
fourm  clause  of  the  Amendment  had,  he 
confessed,  astonished  him  not  a  little; 
for  the  tenure  of  land,  to  which  it  re- 
ferred, had  now  for  many  years  occupied 
the  attention  of  Parliament.  Were  they 
to  imderstand  from  the  Amendment  that 
the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  reallv  to 
blame  for  the  starvation  now  existme  ? 
He  could  not  think  that  it  was  the  de- 
liberate opinion  of  the  Irish  Members 
that  that  Act,  which  when  it  was  passed 
was  supposed  to  be  a  great  measure, 
was  based  upon  mistaken  notions  and 

Productive  or  distress.  The  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
who  was  the  Jidus  Achates  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  so  far  as  the  Land  Question 
was  concerned,  had  come  forward  in 
long  letters  addressed  to  7^  Times  as 
an  interpreter  of  the  oracle,  who  had 
proposed  measures  of  a  totally  impracti- 
cable character.  Now,  what  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  Beading  to 
advocate  was  that  the  tenant,  not  paying 
more  than  the  existing  rate  of  rent, 
should  at  the  end  of  35  years  become  the 
owner  of  his  holding ;  but  that  proposal, 
if  it  meant  anything,  would  simply  have 
the  effect  of  making  the  landlords  an- 
nuitants at  that  rate  for  the  period  men- 
tioned, which  would  amount  to  nothing 
less  than  confiscation.  An  annuity,  pay- 
able year  by  vear  for  35  years,  was  a 
very  different  tning  from  purchase  money 
paid  down  at  35  years'  purchase.  It  was 
also  suggested  that  a  body  of  Government 
Commissioners  should  be  created,  who 
should  ffo  about  the  country  purchasing 
land,  which  they  were  to  split  up  into 

P  IFourth  Ni^ht.'] 


419 


Address  in 


(COMMONS! 


Answer  to  H§r 


420 


small  holdings.  The  result  would  be 
that  the  Commissioners  would  be  made 
a  sort  of  buffer  between  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant;  that  when  they  came 
into  the  market  the  price  of  land  would 
be  raised ;  and  that  the  tenant,  instead 
of  being  able  to  buy  directly,  would 
never  be  able  to  do  so  except  through 
their  instrumentality.  Besides,  the 
Commissioners  being,  as  it  were,  an  im- 
palpable body,  resident  nowhere  and 
with  no  bowels  of  compassion  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty,  the  tenant,  so 
far  from  being  benefited  by  having  to 
deal  with  them,  would,  in  reality,  be  de- 
prived of  the  resource  which  was  now 
open  to  him  in  times  of  emergency.  In 
making  these  observations,  it  must  not 
be  supposed  that  he  was  not  as  ready  as 
anyone  to  facilitate  the  transfer  of  l£^d  ; 
but  that  was  entirely  different  from  ad- 
vocating the  artificial  creation  of  a  large 
number  of  peasant  proprietors.  He 
might  add  that  the  purchase  of  land  was 
prooably  the  worst  investment  which  a 
man  possessed  of  only  a  few  hundred 
pounds  could  make,  inasmuch  as  he 
could  get  a  much  higher  rate  of  interest 
for  his  money  by  disposing  of  it  in  some 
other  way.  But  be  that  as  it  might, 
the  creation  of  a  number  of  peasant  pro- 
prietors could  not  be  regarded  as  a  re- 
medy for  the  existing  distress  in  Ireland  ; 
and  he  therefore  hoped  that  the  confused 
Amendment  before  the  House  would  be 
rejected  by  an  overwhelming  majority. 
Mr.  COLLINS  said,  they  were  told 
that  the  Irish  Members  who  sat  in  con- 
clave last  week  might  have  done  this  or 
that ;  but  the  responsibility  rested  on  the 
Qovemment  alone  of  preventing  the 
great  calamity  which  was  now  coming 
on  the  counfapy.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Clitheroe  (Mr.  Assheton)  had  asked  why 
Irish  tenants  had  not  confidence  in 
their  landlords  like  English  tenants? 
That  was  begging  the  whole  ques- 
tion. Irish  tenants  had  not  confidence 
in  their  landlords  because  thev  had 
been  treated  in  many  cases  with  harsh- 
ness —  ho  should  be  sorry  to  use 
the  word  injustice.  He  contended  that 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  relying  on 
the  operation  of  the  Poor  Law  as  a 
remedy  for  the  prevailing  distress  in 
Ireland  must  be  ignorant  of  the  way  in 
which  it  worked  in  that  country,  adding 
that  it  was  highly  undesirable  to  pos^ 
pone  measures  of  relief  until  some  deathfl 
vtom  absolute  starvation  had  oocuned. 

Mr.  Marten 


Without  referring  to  the  irritating  topics 
which  had  been  introduced  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  he  thought  he  would  best 
discharge  his  duty  as  an  Irish  Bepre- 
sentative  if  he  stated  his  views  with  re- 
ference to  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land. The  absorbing  question  with 
which  they  had  to  deal  was  how  best  the 
existing  distress  could  be  relieved — how 
best  a  greater  calamity  still  could  be 
avoided.  For  his  part,  he  believed  that 
the  desire  of  the  Irish  Members  was  to 
unite  all  parties  and  all  classes  in  the 
effort  to  alleviate  the  great  and  wide- 
spread distress  which  afOicted  their 
country.  For  his  part,  he  acquitted  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  the  accusation 
of  wilful  neglect  and  indifference  in  the 
matter  of  supplying  adequate  and  suffi- 
cient remedies  to  meet  the  distress.  He 
sincerely  believed  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  were  fully 
sensible  of  the  grave  responsibility 
which  rested  upon  them,  and  were  de- 
sirous of  doing  their  duty  as  fully  as 
they  were  able  in  order  to  alleviate  dis- 
tress and  prevent  famine.  While  he 
said  that,  however,  he  thought  that  the 
Government  had  laid  themselves  open 
to  a  certain,  probably  a  considerable, 
amount  of  blame  in  not  havine  at  the 
approach  of  the  calamity  boldly  taken 
measures  to  meet  the  emergency.  They 
had  thus  assumed  to  themselves  a  greater 
amount  of  responsibility  than  they  would 
have  incurred  had  they  adopted  a  vigor- 
ous course  with  a  view  to  the  prevention 
of  a  great  evil.  He  could  not  doubt 
that  had  they  done  so  and  thrown  them- 
selves upon  the  generosity  and  justice  of 
Parliament,  the  House  would  cheerfuUy 
have  indemnified  them  from  the  conse- 
quences of  acts  done  in  the  interest  of 
humanitv  and  good  government.  He 
regrettea  that  strong  language  had  been 
made  use  of  at  some  assemblies  in  Ire- 
land by  earnest  advocates  of  the  cause  of 
Ireland ;  but  they  were  probably  moved 
by  the  memories  of  the  great  disaster 
which  fell  upon  their  country  in  1846. 
He  himself  went  through  the  famine- 
smitten  districts  of  that  time,  and  never 
till  he  descended  into  the  grave  should 
he  forget  the  horrors  which  he  had  wit- 
nessed. The  debate  which  had  taken 
place  could  not  but  be  productive  of 
good,  by  the  attention  it  had  directed  to 
the  condition  of  Ireland ;  and  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
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(Mr.  Shaw)  had  done  good  service  by 
calling  attention  by  his  Amendment  to 
the  question  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland. 
The  existing  distress  and  the  remedies 
for  it  were  so  closely  identified  and  in- 
terwoven that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  separate  the  one  subject  from  the 
other.  One  very  important  matter  was 
tiie  want  of  communication  in  Ireland ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  had  given  some  interest- 
ing facts  bearing  on  the  relation  between 
vadue  of  produce  and  the  means  of  com- 
munication. In  the  famine  time  he  had 
himself  found  that  there  were  districts 
in  which  a  turbot  weighing  12  lbs. 
could  be  bought  for  lOd.,  a  fowl  for  3d,f 
a  dozen  eggs  for  1^^.,  and  a  cartload  of 
peat  for  Is.  6d,  It  seemed  very  strange 
that  in  periods  of  distress  there  should 
be  such  prices.  But  the  explanation 
was  that  the  people  lived  entirely  on 
Indian  meal — sold  everything  they  had 
to  buy  food  to  keep  body  and  soul  to- 
gether. If  there  had  been  railway  com- 
munication at  that  time  such  a  state  of 
things  could  not  have  existed.  He  re- 
commended the  development  of  the 
country  by  means  of  railways — not  rail- 
ways costing  £7,000  a-mile,  which  could 
never  pay  in  a  poor  country,  but  rail- 
ways of  3  feet  or  3^  feet  Range  costing 
about  £2,500  a-mile.  In  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts he  would  recommend  tne  forma- 
tion of  tramways ;  and  he  reg^tted 
that  two  Tramway  Bills,  which  ho  in- 
troduced last  Session,  were  thrown  out. 
Had  they  not  been  thrown  out  they 
would  have  taken  £500,000  where  work 
was  now  wanted  by  the  people.  He 
was  persuaded  that  the  present  system  of 
land  tenure  in  Ireland  was  chargeable 
with  many,  if  not  with  most,  of  the  evils 
of  the  country.  Security  of  tenure  in 
some  form  was  necessary  to  the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  Ireland.  He  thought 
the  statements  made  by  Members  of  the 
Oovemment,  which  were  to  the  effect 
that  the  Government  would  take  ade- 
quate steps  to  cope  with  the  trouble 
with  which  Ireland  was  threatened, 
would  have  a  good  and  calming  effect 
on  the  people  of  the  country.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said  the  other 
ni^t  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  fully 
admitted  their  responsibility,  and  that 
it  was  their  duty  to  prevent  a  famine. 
Wlule  everyone  in  Ireland  was  deeply 
indebted  to  the  noble  lady  who  had  de- 
voted her  time  and  her  sympathy  to  the 


work  of  relief,  and  while  they  all  thanked 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  for  what  he 
had  done,  it  was  still  the  clear  and  mani- 
fest duty  of  the  Government  to  prevent 
a  great  calamity  and  to  employ  the 
revenues  of  this  great  country  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  distress.  He  hoped 
the  Oovemment  would  administer  relief 
with  an  unsparing  hand. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  thought  that  hon. 
Members  ought  not  to  address  them- 
selves to  a  subject  of  this  kind  unless 
they  had  acquired  such  information  as 
enabled  them  to  understand  the  whole 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  He 
did  not  know  of  any  Member  of  the 
House  who  would  wisn  to  impute  to  the 
Oovemment  a  want  of  desire  to  save  the 
Irish  people  from  the  horrors  of  famine. 
He  was  sure  those  sitting  on  the  front 
Ministerial  Bench  were  guided  by  hu- 
manity, and  had  no  wish  that  any  woman 
or  child  in  Ireland  should  be  likely  to 
perish  from  himger,  or  from  suffering 
consequent  on  want.  The  real  danger, 
he  feared,  was  the  difElculty  of  making 
the  official  mind  comprehend  the  danger 
to  which  the  House  was  now  brought 
face  to  face.  He  had  not  derived  his 
information  on  this  subject  from  the 
newspapers,  or  from  the  reports  fur- 
nished to  tiiie  House,  because  if  he  had 
he  shoiild  have  felt  some  reluctance  in 
saying  what  he  was  now  about  to  state. 
As  a  director  of  a  bank  which  had  its 
branches  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland,  he  had  been 
for  several  months  in  receipt  of  commu- 
nications from  those  districts  ;  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  evidence  laid 
before  him  satisfied  him  that  the  per- 
sons employed  by  the  Government  nad 
not  fully  realized  the  present  state  of 
things  in  Ireland.  In  September  last 
those  who  were  well  acquainted  with 
the  state  of  the  country  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  a  famine  was  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland  inevitable.  It  was  very 
difficult  indeed  for  persons  in  that  House 
to  realize  that  such  a  calamity  was 
hanging  over  Ireland  at  that  time  ;  but 
every  S&y  since  the  character  of  the  in- 
formation furnished  from  the  South  and 
West  grew  more  and  more  threatening 
and  dark.  He  had  seen  letters  from 
men  who  were  not  agitators,  who  were 
not  politicians,  but  men  who  were  calm 
men  of  business,  resident  in  the  locality, 
and  dealing  only  with  the  people  in  tho 
capacity  of  bank  managers  and  respon- 
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Bible  men  of  business.  Some  of  their 
letters  were  of  a  most  alarming  charac- 
ter. In  a  letter  which  he  received  only 
yesterday,  the  writer  said — 

*'  The  general  distress  among  the  mass  of  the 
people  anticipated  by  my  letter  of  the  18th  of 
November  last  is  being  now  abundantly  verified. 
It  is  to  be  hoped  the  action  of  the  Government 
will  be  brought  to  provide  for  the  distress  daily 
increasing.  This  year  the  distress  is  nearly  as 
bad  as  in  the  j-ear  1848." 


All    those    gloomy    predictions,   which 
began  in  September  last,  had  daily  been 
realized.    It  had  been  said  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  that  nobody  had  yet 
died  of  starvation,  and  that  there  was 
no  proof  of  such  an  occurrence.     Surely 
that  was  no  answer  to  the  complaints 
which  had  been  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment ?    Death  from  actual  famine  was 
not  the    worst    thing  to   be    dreaded. 
What  had  been  said  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
last  night?      Why,    that    there    were 
thousands  of  families  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  who   had  to   be    content  with 
one  meal  a- day  of  Indian  com !    Who 
in  that  House  would  have  the  audacity 
to  say  there  had  been  no  deaths  from 
famine  ?    He  (Mr.  Mundella)  saw  abun- 
dant evidence  of  the  fact.    The  people 
were  becoming  more  and  more  enfeebled 
and  unfit  for  work,  and  obliged  to  rest 
the  greater  part  of  the  day  for  fear  of 
exciting  the  pangs  of  hunger.    At  night 
these  persons  were  known  to  go  clamour- 
ing round  the  houses  of  the  priests.  He 
was  now  speaking  of  what  took  place  in 
Connemara  and  other  parts  of  the  West 
of  Ireland.    They  were  there  early  in 
the  morning,  clamouring  for  a  handful 
of  meal  to  stave  o£P  hunger.   The  people 
were  becoming  emaciated,  and  the  vital 
power  becoming  lowered.    They  knew 
that  in  1847  the  famine  fever  was  the 
great  cause  of  the  mortality  amongst  the 
people  of  Ireland.     The  people  were 
dying  of  actual  starvation  there  again. 
Among  the  people  there  was  now  the 
same  miserable,  low  feeling,  and  condi- 
tion of  vitality  which  preceded  that  cala- 
milr  in  1847.    A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  the  accuracy  of  the  Keports 
furnished  bv  the  Government;  but  he 
TMr.  Mundella)  had  learnt  these  things 
m)m  calm  men  of  business.    The  first 
thing  which  the  (Government  Inspector 
did  when  he  went  to  these  distressed 
places  was  to  call  upon  the  managers  of 
the  local  banks ;  but  he  was  told  it  was 
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very  hard  to  convince  the  Inspectors  of 
the  real  state  of  the  people  in  the 
neighbourhood.  That  was  just  the  veiy 
thing  that  always  occurred  in  the  his- 
tory of  those  calamities,  whether  they 
went  back  to  the  Famine  of  1847,  or  to 
what  occurred  during  the  Crimean  War. 
The  mischief  was  always  done  before 
the  danger  was  actually  gauged.  That 
was  what  he  believed  was  likely  to  occur 
at  the  present  time.  The  people  were 
in  a  wretched  emaciated  conoition  in 
large  numbers.  He  read  the  other  day 
of  hundreds  of  people  waiting  for  meal. 
They  stood  waiting  for  it  nearly  all  the 
night,  and  th^  were  there  again  before 
daybreak.     What  could  they  expect  of 

Eeople  in  that  condition  ?     Would  it  not 
e  better  for  the  Government  to  find 
these  poor  people  employment,  or  give 
them  some  money  to  earn  on  works,  and 
not  allow  them  to  be  demoralized  by 
this  system  of  relief?    It  was  far  better 
that  the   Government  should  have  re- 
course to  the  most  lavish   and  open- 
handed  relief,  than  that  it  should  be 
said  the  English  people  and  Parliament 
allowed  any  number,  however  small,  to 
perish  of  famine.    He  thought  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  absolve  its 
conscience  of  any  neglect  or  trifling  with 
this  matter.    It  wo^d  be  unworuiy  of 
the  people  of  this  country   that  this 
should  happen.    It  was  bad  enough  to 
see   the   begging-box  go    around  the 
world ;  but,  in  Heaven's  name,  let  it  not 
be  said  that  the  Government  was  want- 
ing in  couraee  and  promptitude  to  re- 
lieve such  distress  as  that  which  now 
existed  in  Ireland !    In  Killamey  from 
3,000  to  4,000  able-bodied  persons  were 
in  receipt  of  relief,  being  entirely  unem- 
ployed.   He  was  afraid,  if  he  were  to 
suggest  remedies,  his  remedies  would 
hardly  be  of  an  orthodox  character,  or 
in  accordance  with  the  views  of  political 
economists.    He  did  not  believe  that 
Ireland  could  be  governed  in  full  ac- 
cord  with    those    economical    theories 
which  worked  satisfactorily  in  Ihigland. 
In  England  everything  was  left  to  in- 
dividual enterprize,  for  they  had  capital 
and  a  population  well-fed ;  but  in  Ire- 
land he  did  not  believe  they  could  con- 
duct the  government  on  that  principle. 
He  knew  he  was  sinning  against  wnat 
was  called  ''  political  economy"  in  what 
he  was  about  to  say ;  but  he  would  ap- 
peal to  the  House  to  remember  what 
Happened  in  the  British  Colonies.     If 
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Ireland  was  a  British  Colony,  would  she 
be  as  she  was?     Take  the  Australian 
Colony,  for  example.     There  the  State 
made  the  railways,  the  piers,  and  har- 
bours, and  took  the  lead  in  developing 
the  Colonies.      It  was  said  it  would  not 
pay  to  make  railways  in  Ireland.     He 
rejoiced  to  think  that  the  vote  which  he 
gave  in  that  House  was  to  buy  up  the 
Irish  railways.     Some  day  that  would 
be  done.     He  did  not  know  any  more 
ill-managed  railways  in  the  world  than 
the  Irish  railways.     Take  the  case  of 
Clifden,  which  was  50  miles  from  Done- 
gal.    What  means  had  the  people  of 
that  place  of  taking  their  fisn  or  agri- 
culture to  market  r     It   was  50  miles 
drive  from  Galway,  with  hardly   any 
means  of  conveyance  ;    and  when  you 
went  to  Galway,  it  took  as  long  to  go 
from  Galway  to  Dublin  as  from  London 
to  Edinburgh.     Ireland  wanted  better 
and  cheaper  means  of   transport.     In 
that  venr  large  district  there  were  thou- 
sands of  men  on  the  very  verge  of  star- 
vation.     In  a  few  more  weeks   they 
would  be  too  much  enfeebled  to  perform 
manual  labour.    To  make  a  cheap  rail- 
way from    Clifton  to   Galway  was  far 
better  than  pauperizing  the  people,  for 
it  would  be  of  practical  service  to  the 
country.     It  was  not  thought  so  strange 
for  New  Zealand  to  make  her  own  rail- 
ways, nor  the  whole  of  the  Australian 
Colonies   to  make    their  railways,  and 
develop  the   back  part  of  the  Colony. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  anything 
more  wanted  for  Ireland  than  that  these 
places  should  bo  provided  with  facilities 
such  as  he  had  described,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  removing  her  produce  to  the 
markets.    In  the  West  of  Ireland  the 
people  were  shut  in,  and  had  no  idea 
of  moving,  and  what  he  wanted  was  to 
open    up  the  country.     If  the  monoy 
wasted  during  the  last  four  or  five  years 
in  wars  in  South  Africa  and  Afghanistan 
had  been  spent  on  Ireland,  that  country 
would  be  much  more  prosperous  to-day, 
and  the  House  would  not  at  that  mo- 
ment be  dwelling  on  the  painful  condi- 
tion of  her  people.    He  thought,  from 
the  evidence  which  had  been  adduced, 
that   the   Government   had    not    made 
ample  and  adequate  provision  for  the 
dangers  which  were  before  thorn.    From 
the  evidence  before  him  (Mr.  Mundella), 
there  were  thousands,  and  perhaps  tens 
of  thousands,  of  our  Irish  fellow-subjects 
who  were  enduring  the  pangs  of  slow 


starvation.  That  must  have  its  result 
in  disease  and  death.  In  a  few  weeks 
or  months  hence  they  would  be  face  to 
face  with  a  terrible  calamity,  for  which 
no  adequate  provision  had  been  made. 
Admitting  that  the  Amendment  was  not 
perfect,  he  must  say  it  was  moderate. 
It  said  that — 

"Her  Majesty's  Grovemment,  although  in 
possession  of  timely  warning  and  information, 
nave  not  taken  adequate  steps  to  meet  promptly 
and  efficaciously  the  severe  distress  now  existing 
and  increasing  in  Ireland." 

He  believed  they  had  not.    He  could 
not  find  a  single  county  in  Ireland  in 
which  any  number  of  men  had  been  em- 
ployed either  in  public  works  or  through 
the  grants  to  the  landlords,  or  that  me 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  acted    in    a 
spirited  manner.    Why,  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  were  themselves   in  a  very 
bad  condition,  and  hardly  likely  to  load 
themselves  with  liabilities  which   they 
could  hardly  possibly  meet.    The  occu- 
pier was,   in  many  instances,   on    the 
verge  of  the  workhouse.    He  had  heard 
of  an  Irish  landlord  giving  out  doles, 
in   order   that  the    tenant   might   not 
abandon  his  little  plot  and  go  into  the 
workhouse.      Where  that  was  the  case 
it  could  hardly  be  expected    that  the 
Guardians    would     undertake    heavier 
rates.       He    hoped     the     Government 
would  therefore  act  promptly  and  with 
generosity.     He   was    quite    sure    the 
House  would  not  be  slow  in  voting  the 
Gt)vernment  what  was  required  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  case.     The  hon. 
and    gcdlant   Baronet   (Sir  Walter   B. 
Barttelot)  had  said  that  he  saw  many 
public  works  in  1847  ;  that  there  were 
idle  fellows  upon  them  who  were  clamor- 
ous   when    tney  were   not  paid.     But 
what  happened  in  Lancashire  ?    In  the 
Beport  of  Mr.  Kawlinson,  it  was  stated 
that  when  once  the  Lancashire  weavers 
were  set  to  work  by  proper  engineers 
their  willingness  was  marvellous.  When 
the  men  were  treated  like  men,  and  not 
like  paupers,  they  acted  like  men.  Were 
not  Irishmen  always  found  doing  the 
hard  and  rough  work  of  England  and 
every  country  to  which  they  went ;  and 
would  they  not  do  the  same  in    their 
own  country  if  only  the  thing  were  pro- 

gerly  managed  and  arranged  ?  It  was 
umiliating,  after  the  long  connection 
between  the  two  countries,  to  find  Ire- 
land in  the  miserable  condition  she  was 
in  to-day.    That  was  no  new  thing ;  it 
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"was  only  an  episode  in  the  history  of 
Ireland ;  and  if  it  was  to  be  brought  to 
an  end  we  must  deal  with  Ireland  in  a 
difTerent  manner  from  what  we  had 
done  hitherto.  The  Amendment  pro- 
posed that  something  should  be  done 
with  regard  to  the  land.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  declaimed  against  persons 
who  proposed  any  change  in  the  tenure 
of  land  in  Ireland.  No  one  who  knew 
anything  of  the  financial  condition  of 
Ireland,  especiaUy  of  the  farmers  of  that 
country  to-day  and  10  years  ago,  could 
deny  that  the  Land  Act  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  done  great  things  for  the  people  of 
Ireland.  He  coiild  say  that  from  his  own 
experience.  But  much  still  remained  to 
be  done.  Fixity  of  tenure  was  spoken 
of  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Camoridge  (Mr.  Marten)  as  confiscation. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  Mundella)  had  the  au- 
thority of  a  noble  Lord  (Lord  Monck) 
who  was  a  Member  of  the  Upper  House 
and  a  distinguished  servant  of  the 
Crown,  being  the  Chairman  of  the 
Church  Commissioners,  and  who  was, 
moreover,  an  Irish  landlord,  to  state, 
with  reference  to  the  work  of  the  Church 
Commissioners,  that  the  arrests  were  a 
mere  bagatelle,  and  that  the  tenants 
denied  themselves  in  order  to  meet  their 
liability.  Lord  Monck  further  said  that 
for  12  years  past  ho  had  been  an  advo- 
cate of  fixity  of  tenure,  which  he  be- 
lieved was  the  only  real  settlement  of 
the  Land  Question.  Now,  Lord  Monck 
was  not  a  revolutionist  or  an  agitator,  and 
there  was  no  man  who  had  a  better 
knowledge  of  what  he  talked  about. 
England  had  not  done  its  duty  to  Ire- 
land. There  must  be  a  new  state  of 
things  in  our  dealing  with  public  works, 
the  Land  Question,  political  equality, 
and  with  self- government.  He  would, 
therefore,  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  it  would  be  an 
unfortunate  impression  to  go  abroad 
that  there  had  not  been  much  interest 
shown  by  English  Members  in  the  views 
and  objects  of  Members  for  Ireland; 
and  admitting  that  Irish  Members 
were  entitled  to  the  first  place  in  the 
debate,  and  having  listened  to  them 
with  great  attention,  he  should  be  sorry 
if  it  were  supposed  that  in  a  matter  con- 
cerning an  important  part  of  the  British 
Empire  English  Memoors  were  not  pre- 
pared to  take  their  part.  He  fully  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  Member  for  13ir- 
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mingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  who  was 
the  first  English  Member  to  speak  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  except  on 
one  point.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  he  had  never  voted  for  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  Home  Bule,  and 
he  did  not  intend  to  do  so ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Bylands)  differed  from  his  hon.  Fnend 
here,  and  should  vote  for  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry.  He  had  done  this  conscien- 
tiously; he  repudiated  the  statement 
that  certain  English  Members  intended 
to  vote  for  the  inquiry  in  order  to  throw 
dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  supporters  of 
Home  Eule.  He  should  vote  for  the 
Committee  in  the  hope  that  the  House 
might  thus  ascertain  what  was  really 
proposed  for  the  better  government  of 
Ireland ;  and  if  it  could  be  shown  that 
there  were  means  of  leading  to  such  a 
result,  he,  for  one,  would  cheerfully  accept 
the  conclusions  of  the  Committee.  He 
was  aware  of  the  imputations  to  which 
he  might  expose  himself  by  these  re- 
marks. They  had  been  told  on  high 
authority  that  to  be  in  favour  of  Home 
Eule  was  to  be  disloyal  to  the  Throne. 
He  was  not  sure  whether  to  vote  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  would  equally  be 
an  act  of  disloyalty.  Lord  Eamsay  was 
charged  with  having  trafficked  with  the 
Home  Eule  vote.  He  (Mr.  Eylands) 
had  the  honour  of  a  conversation  with 
Lord  Eamsay  before  any  communication 
was  made  to  him  by  the  Home  Eulers, 
and  Lord  Eamsay  entirely  agreed  with 
him  that  any  proposal  of  the  Irish 
people  for  inquiry,  with  a  view  to  secure 
better  government  for  their  country, 
ought  to  be  granted.  It  was  usual, 
when  a  section  of  the  House  demanded 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  to  grant  it  as 
a  matter  of  courtesy ;  the  demands, 
therefore,  of  the  great  body  of  tiie  Irish 
people  certainly  deserved  to  be  treated 
with  respect.  Surely  they  were  not  to 
be  stigpnatized  contemptuously  as  Home 
Eulers,  even  though  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  since  the  days  of  Tadpole  and 
Taper  had  been  the  great  manufacturer 
of  Party  cries,  and  who,  a  generation 
ago,  suggested  the  cry  of  **  Our  young 
Queen  and  our  old  Constitution,"  now 
raised  the  cry  of  the  **  integrity  of  the 
British  Empire."  Were  they  to  be  told 
that,  in  supporting  inquiry,  they  were  in 
favour  of  the  disintegration  of  the  Empire 
and  false  to  the  Queen  ?  [Admiral  Sir 
William  Edmokstone  :  Hear,  hear  11 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  cheered 
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that  statement ;  and  it  wta  neoeasar;  to 
remind  him  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
there  waB  Home  Bide  in  Canada.  Waa 
Canada  within  the  Britieh  Empire  ?  In 
the  Australian  Colonies  also  there  waa 
Home  BuIb.  But  perhaps  the  hon.  and 
Itallant  Admiral  thought  those  cases  were 
different,  because  they  were  eo  far  off,  or 
because  thej  were  Colonies.  Well,  there 
was  Home  Bule  in  the  Isle  of  Man. 
Waa  it  disintegration  of  the  British 
Empire  to  have  a  certain  amount  of 
Home  Bule  in  the  Isle  of  Mau  ?  There 
were  Manx  patriots  who  managed  their 
own  affaire  and  passed  laws  on  their 
own  Tynwald,  and  who  would  resent 
any  attempt  to  deprive  them  of  their 
privileges.  The  fact  was  that  all  the 
talk  about  disintegration  was  a  mere 
hypocritical  pretext,  intended  to  disguise 
the  real  objection  to  Home  Bule,  which 
was,  not  that  it  would  lead  to  the  disin- 
tegration of  the  Empire— for  nobody 
proposed  that — but  because  it  would  give 
the  Irish  people  some  control  over  their 
own  affairs.  He  did  not  understand  the 
Home  Bule  Party  to  desire  the  disinte- 
gration of  the  Empire.  The  fact  was 
Uiat  the  Government  remembered  that 
in  Ireland  there  wore  bitter  memories 
of  confiscation ,  oppression,  and  injustice, 
and  knowing  that  there  was  still  much 
of  which  the  Irish  people  might  com- 
plain, they  objected  to  giving  them 
greater  control  over  their  own  affairs ; 
but  why  did  they  not  say  bo  ?  To  say 
that  the  Home  Bulers  contemplated  the 
disintegration  of  the  Empire  was  to  use  a 
misleading  expression,  and  one  not  justi- 
fied by  the  facts  of  the  case.  He  did 
not  wish  to  see  an  extreme  measure  of 
Home  Bule,  but  desired  merely  to  see 
what  its  advocates  would  allege  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House.  Now,  with 
reference  to  the  debate,  he  would  re- 
mark that  those  English  Members  who 
had  not  opposed  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
Temmont  had  damned  it  with  very  faint 
praise  indeed;  while  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fors- 
ter),  in  justifying  the  Ministerial  policy, 
had  had  to  rely  on  impressions  that  had 
proved  absolutely  talae,  and  of  which 
most  had  proceeded  from  the  presump- 
tion  that    the   Government    had    done 
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the  Government  generally  produced  a 
presumption  that  they  were  wrong ;  and 
certainly,  in  the  present  case,  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  support  the  Amendment, 
because  in  its  own  words — 

"  Although  they  worn  in  poBsossion  of  timoly 
vaming,  they  had  not  takon  ndoqtinto  stops  to 
meet  promptly  acd  eBiatciously  tho  Bevoro  dia. 
Iroasnon  oiistln^  and  mcn»smg  in  Irolaod." 

He  would  tell  them  why  he  believed 
this  charge  true.  Last  May,  on  the 
Motion  for  adjournment  over  Whitsun- 
tide, the  hoQ.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  .O'Donnell)  moved  to  limit  the 
period  of  adjournment  to  allow  the 
House  the  opportunity  of  considering 
the  subject  of  agricultural  distress.  Tho 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  {Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy)  seconded  the  Amendment, 
and,  in  doing  so,  said — 

"  He  wasporfectly  certain  llmtthe  dietrcw  ia 
Ireliuid  bad  become  so  groat  as  to  rondor  an 
attempt  by  Parliament  to  deal  with  tho  question 
impcratiro  and  unavoidablo.  Tho^  hoard  from 
farmers,  priests,  and  ponaants  ahko,  that  the 
crisis  was  imminent,  urgent,  and  oven  periloos."  ' 

And  he  appealed  to   the  Government 

to— 

e  assurance  to  the  Irish  peasantry 


When  the  attention  of  the  Govommont 
was  thus  called  to  tho  approaching  dis- 
tress, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  so  far  from  giving 
the  Irish  peasantry  a  gleam  of  hope, 
treated  tho  matter  with  indifference, 
stating  that  he  was  glad  to  think  the 
depression  was  neither  eo  prevalent  nor 
acute  as  the  depression  in  other  parts 
of  tho  Kingdom.  But  even  supposing 
that  there  were  districts  in  England  in 
which  the  distress  was  as  great  as  in 
Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
know  that  the  moans  of  meeting  it  were 
very  different ;  and  that  in  Ireland  agri- 
cultural depression  brought  with  it  evils 
which  were  not  likely  to  affect  any  other 
part  of  the  Kingdom.  But  what  had 
occurred  since  had  proved  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  entirely  wrong ; 
and  yet  so  recently  as  June  last,  when 
his  attention  was  directed  to  the  repre- 
sentations OS  to  the  prevalence  of  agri- 
right.  Even  when  the  contrary  was  I  cultural  distress  made  by  Boards  of 
■luwn  to  be  the  oase,  the  right  hon.  I  Guardians  and  by  Boman  Catholic 
Qmitleman's  magnanimity  had  still  made  |  Bishops  and  clergy,  ho  treated  the 
him  inclined  to  support  them.  For  him-  I  matter  not  only  with  levity,  but  with 
mat,   bia  (Mr.  Bylands']  experience  of    what  he  might  almost  call  insoleooe. 
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["  Oh,  oh ! "]  He  did  not  wish  to  say  a 
word  that  was  personally  offensive  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  his  an- 
swers on  the  question  had  been  of  a 
character  which  naturally  excited  a  good 
deal  of  irritation.  It  seemed  as  if  the 
Government  were  not  only  indisposed 
to  listen  to  the  representation  of  Irish 
Members,  but  were  determined  to  put 
them  aside  with  language  which  was 
certainly  calculated  to  annoy.  From 
the  circumstances,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Government  had  in- 
formation which  might  reasonably  have 
led  them  to  take  measures  to  prepare  for 
the  extreme  distress  and  danger  which 
now  existed.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
oppose  any  suggestion  which  the  Go- 
vernment might  make  for  the  removal  of 
Irish  distress  ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  proposal  to  grant  money  to  land- 
owners for  effecting  improvements  on 
their  estates  was  open  to  very  serious 
objections.  The  relief  measures  of  the 
Government  were  correctly  described  by 
The  Times  in  the  words  "the  Irish 
Church  Fund  pays  for  all ; "  and  the 
same  article  also  said  that — 

•*  Mr.  Disraeli  opposed  the  Irish  Church  Bill, 
on  the  ground  that  the  spoliation  of  churches 
had  always  ended  in  the  enrichment  of  land- 
lords." 

It  seemed  that  even  yet  the  Irish  land- 
lords might  have  a  further  portion  of 
the  spoil.  If  the  landlords  were  merely 
unwilling  to  make  improvements  they 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  do  so ;  for,  in 
his  opinion,  property  ought  to  bear  the 
charges  necessary  to  prevent  distress  in 
the  country.  K,  however,  the  land- 
owners were  unable  to  make  improve- 
ments, this  was  very  strong  evidence 
that  they  could  not  fulfil  the  trust  on 
which  alone  landed  property  should  be 
held  in  such  large  quantities.  A  very 
high  authority.  Judge  Longfield,  had 
laid  down  the  dictum  that  landed  pro- 
perty was  unlike  other  property,  because 
it  was  held  as  a  trust,  and  that  the 
tenure  of  land  should  bo  modified  from 
time  to  time  in  accordance  with  the  ge- 
neral interests  of  the  community.  There- 
fore he  thought  they  had  a  right  to  deal 
boldly  and  freely  with  the  question  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
Temment  would  adopt  some  means  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  these  desolat- 
ing famines  in  Ireland.  It  was  of  the 
grefttest  importance  that  some  of  the 
suggestions  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
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for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  should  be 
carried  out,  that  peasant  proprietors 
should  be  called  into  existence,  and  that 
concurrently  with  that  some  means 
should  be  devised  by  which  the  occupier 
might  be  preserved  from  the  unjust  ex- 
actions of  the  owner,  and  should  be  in- 
spired with  such  confidence  in  his  posi- 
tion as  would  induce  him  to  make  the 
best  efforts  for  the  improvement  of  the 
soil.  The  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
J.  P.  Corry),  in  secondincr  the  Address 
in  reply  to  the  Speech,  referred  to  emi- 
gration as  the  great  panacea  for  the  re- 
moval of  all  the  evils  of  Ireland;  but 
his  (Mr.  Eylands')  belief  was  that  Ire- 
land, with  proper  cultivation  and  more 
equal  distribution,  would  support  a 
much  larger  population  than  she  had  at 
present.  In  proof  of  that,  he  need  only 
refer  to  the  case  of  the  Channel  Islands, 
where  there  was  a  greater  distribution 
of  landed  proprietors,  a  very  much  larger 
number  of  families  in  proportion  to  the 
acreage  was  supportea  by  ag^culture. 
If  the  occupiers  of  the  soil  in  Ireland 
had  confidence  that  the  fruits  of  their 
labour  and  industry  would  not  be  taken 
from  them  in  increased  rents,  the  land 
would    be    better    cultivated   and    the 

Eeople  would  be  much  more  prosperous, 
f  tney  wanted  to  get  rid  of  the  demand 
for  Home  Rule,  they  must  govern  Ire- 
land in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  people ; 
they  must  seek  by  just  laws  to  develop 
the  industry  of  the  country,  and  to  make 
it  a  happy  and  prosperous  portion  of  the 
British  Dominions. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, in  communicating  with  the 
Treasury  on  the  14th  November,  had 
laid  down  a  vei^  important  proposition^ 
which  they  had  since  been  oMiged  to 
abandon — namely,  that  the  gratuitous 
distribution  of  the  necessaries  of  life 
would  be  productive  of  very  serious  evils. 
They  had  since  then  been  compelled  to 
suggest  to  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
that  there  should  actually  be  a  gratuitous 
distribution  of  necessaries.  The  first 
position  taken  up  was  that  employment 
might  be  given  through  the  landowners; 
and  in  the  advice  the  Treasury  had  given 
to  the  Irish  Government  on,  he  believed, 
the  same  date,  there  was  evidence  that 
they  foresaw  the  gravity  of  the  occasion. 
One,  however,  of  the  three  Inspectors 
selected  by  the  Irish  Gt)vemment,  at  a 
salary  of  £600  a-year,  was  a  young  gon« 
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tleman  wlio  had  no  experience ;  he  was 
appointed  in  the  county  of  Mayo,  where 
the  greatest  distress  prevailed,  and  this 
fact  was  regarded  in  Ireland  as  quite 
unworthy  of  a  wise  Government.  It 
was  evident  that  the  latter  had  misoal- 
ciilated  the  resources  upon  which  they 
could  rely  for  the  sustenance  of  the 
people.  The  proposal  now  was  that  out- 
door relief  should  be  given ;  but  he  con- 
tended such  a  course  would  not  have 
been  necessary  if  the  Government  had 
carefully  deliberated  on  some  plan  of 
public  works.  The  necessity  of  out-door 
relief  to  the  large  extent  which  was  now 
imperative  was  altogether  the  result  of 
the  miscalculations  of  the  Government, 
and  the  question  now  was — Who  was  to 
bear  the  burden  of  the  out-door  relief, 
and  how  was  it  to  be  procured  ?  It  had 
been  suggested  that  it  should  be  given 
by  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  But  should 
they  give  it  ?  Was  there  the  means  of 
giving  it  within  their  reach  ?  The  land- 
lords were  admittedly  impoverished,  and 
so  were  the  tenants ;  and  the  result  of 
out-door  relief  being  largely  given  from 
the  rates  would  result  in  the  generation 
of  a  new  kind  of  pauper  and  a  fresh 
kind  of  distress.  If  the  Government 
did  not  want  to  render  the  famine  per- 
manent, but  to  reduce  it  to  a  temporary 
duration,  the  relief  must  be  provided 
from  some  other  than  those  rates.  Con- 
sidering that  it  was  owing  to  the  mistake 
of  the  Government  that  the  present 
dilemma  arose,  he  thought  it  was  not  at 
all  unfair  or  unconscionable  that  the  Im- 
perial Treasury  should  be  called  upon  to 
bear  the  burden  of  the  proposed  out-door 
relief.  The  people  of  Ireland  were  quite 
ready  to  bear  their  average,  and  more 
than  their  average.  Poor  Law  expendi- 
ture ;  but  they  were  not  willing  to  bear 
the  burden  of  a  large  out-door  relief, 
which  had  become  necessary  by  the  mis- 
calculation of  the  Gt)vemment.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  the  opinion  of  the  people 
of  England  would  join  with  them  in 
calling  upon  the  Government  to  pursue 
a  course  of  such  obvious  policy.  If, 
however,  the  rates  were  to  be  burdened 
with  any  portion  of  the  out-door  relief 
which  was  occasioned  by  the  famine,  he 
had  a  word  to  say  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  rates  were  to  be  levied.  It 
would  be  unfair,  he  contended,  to  charge 
them  upon  the  electoral  districts,  and  it 
would  be  equally  unjust  to  charge  them 
upon  the  Unions^  because  it  was  well 


known  that  the  famine  was  confined  to 
isolated  places.  If  they  threw  on  the 
rate  a  uniform  charge  on  out-door  relief 
they  did  a  great  deal  of  harm.  The 
view  he  took  of  the  distress  was  that  it 
was  a  national  calamity  affecting  all  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland,  and  whatever  charges 
arose  in  consequence  they  ought  to  be 
raised  by  a  national  rate.  The  matter 
of  the  out-door  relief  being  owing  to  the 
Government,  it  ought  to  be  borne  by  an 
Imperial  Parliament.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  at  all  necessary  for  the  Seconder 
of  the  Address  (Mr.  J.  P.  Corry)  to  have 
introduced  into  his  speech  the  subject  of 
Home  Bule,  and  it  might  very  well  have 
been  omitted.  He  said  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  Irish  Members  thought  it 
meant  the  repeal  of  the  Union ;  but  this 
was  not  the  case.  It  was  also  said  that 
they  were  seeking  the  disseverance  of 
the  Empire;  but  they  were  doing  nothing 
of  the  kind.  They  only  wanted  to  con- 
trol their  own  affairs.  As  for  the  charge 
of  being  false  to  their  Sovereign  and 
country,  it  was  not  the  Home  Hulers,  but 
the  Government,  who  would  be  false  to 
the  highest  interests  of  the  country  if, 
in  a  district  within  24  hours'  journey  of 
the  Metropolis,  the  present  distress  was 
allowed  to  ripen  into  famine. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  admitted  that 
the  debate  had  been  a  long  one,  and  he 
believed  there  was  a  general  desire  that 
it  should  come  to  a  conclusion  that  night. 
['"Hear,  hear!"]  That  being  so,  ho 
would  occupy  only  a  very  few  minutes 
of  the  attention  of  the  House.  He  had 
listened  very  carefully  to  the  greater  part 
of  the  debate,  in  the  earnest  desire  to 
learn  what  the  real  condition  of  Ireland 
was,  and  in  order  that  he  might  j  udge  whe- 
ther the  efforts  of  the  Government  were 
commensurate  with  the  circumstances. 
Well,  he  had  been  forced  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  state  of  Ireland  was 
serious,  and  also  that  the  efforts  of  the 
Government  had  not  met  the  difficulties 
by  which  they  were  faced.  He  was  not 
going  to  make  many  quotations.  It  waa 
too  late  to  do  that ;  but  he  would  refer 
for  a  moment  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin,  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray),  because  if  any  Member  of  the 
Government  intended  to  replv  to  any- 
thing that  had  been  advanced,  he  wished 
he  would  give  some  answer  to  the  state- 
ments to  which  he  referred.  The  right 
hon.  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  said  that 
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his  Committee  had  given  him  abundant 
testimony  from  persons  representing  all 
religious  and  political  creeds  that  there 
was  not  only  danger  of  the  people  dying 
from  starvation,  out  that  they  were  so 
dying;  that  they  were  living  on  one 
meal  of  Indian  corn  a-day,  and  that 
they  could  no  longer  get  credit  for  that. 
If  that  statement  were  true,  it  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  that  that  alone 
would  compel  them  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  unfortunate  and  had 
not  met  the  diflB.culties  of  the  case.  They 
who  sat  there  might  think  it  a  slight 
thing  to  have  one  meal  a- day,  and  that 
of  Indian  com ;  but  their  common  sense 
would  tell  them  what  the  result  would 
be.  If  they  wanted  any  scientific  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was 
competent  to  give  it ;  in  fact,  he  gave  it 
in  lus  speech  last  night.  He  said  that 
such  diet  would  lead  to  disease,  to  fever, 
probably  to  pestilence,  it  might  be 
slow  death.  If  the  Members  of  that 
House  were  for  the  next  few  weeks  or 
months  fed  on  that  diet;  if  they  had 
only  one  unvarying  meal  of  Indian  com 
per  day,  he  TMr.  Jacob  Bright)  ventured 
to  say  that  the  attendance  of  the  House 
would  gradually  grow  thinner,  and  in  a 
little  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair  would  disappear,  because  there 
would  be  no  one  over  whom  to  preside. 
He  supposed  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  to  which 
he  had  referred,  was  true ;  he  supposed 
that  to-day  and  to-morrow  a  large  num- 
ber of  people  would  be  trying  to  live  on 
this  meal  of  Indian  corn.  If  that  were 
the  case,  was  he  not  justified  in  voting 
for  the  Amendment  which  said  that  the 
efforts  of  the  Government  had  been-  in- 
adequate to  the  case?  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  deprecated  any 
attempt  to  speak  on  the  Land  Question — 
or,  in  other  words,  to  discuss  the  causes  of 
the  catastrophe.  He  undertook  to  say  that 
there  was  no  countiy  in  Europe  having 
anything  like  the  chmate  of  Ireland  that 
oould  avoid  famine,  if  it  had  the  same 
Land  Laws.  Suggestions  had  been  made 
to  the  Qt)vemment  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Beading  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  and  others  with  respect 
to  dianges  in  the  Land  Laws.  So  far, 
however,  as  he  understood  the  position 
of  the  (Government,  it  was  that  they 
looked  with  disdain  on  every  one  of  those 
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suggestions,  and  refused  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  them.   Still,  he  believed 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tne  Exchequer,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  and 
every  capable  man  on  the  Government 
Benches  would  admit  that  those  laws 
could  not  remain  as  they  were.     But 
it  might  be  urged  that  the  Gt)vemment 
had  announced  its  intention  of  reform- 
ing the  Land  Laws.   Yes,  from  the  re- 
ference  made   to   the   subject    in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  he  gathered  that  they 
intended  to  tinker  that  great  question,  as 
they  had  done  that  of  the  English  tenant 
right  by  the  inoperative  Agricultural 
Holdings  Bill.     That  would  not  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  case.    If  the  Go- 
vernment rejected  plans  proposed  by  the 
Opposition,  it  should  certainly  have  some 
scheme  of  its  own,  and  one  equal  to  the 
occasion.    A  good  deal  had  oeen  said 
about  Home  Kule.    It  seemed  that  a 
Home  Kuler  in  Ireland  was  a  very  ob- 
jectionable person,   but  that  a  Home 
Kuler  in  England  was  guilty  almost  of  a 
crime.     He  had  thought  that  it  was  our 
boast  in  this  country  that  discussion  and 
opinion  were  free;  that  we  were  entitled 
to  criticize  any  one  of  our  institutions, 
and  to  condemn  it,  or  approve,  accord- 
ing to  the  reason  of  the  case.     He  did 
not,  therefore,  understand  why  men  were 
to  be  ostracized  because  they  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  some  of  our  institu- 
tions were  not  good,  or  were  capable  of 
amendment.     He  believed  that  if  Eng- 
land was  in  the  same  position  as  Ireland ; 
if  she  were  governed  by  a  powerful 
overshadowing  neighbour ;  if  she  were  a 
purely  agricultural  country,  with  a  great 
land  monopoly ;  if  the  owners  of  the  land 
were  many  of  them  absentees,  doing  no- 
thing for  the  land ;  if  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  were  tenants-at-will,  with  no  se- 
curity that  the  results  of  their  toil  would 
be  their  own,  and  with  no  possibility  of 
leading  independent  lives ;  if  these  were 
the  circumstances  in  which    we    were 
placed,    he   believed    Englishmen    and 
Scotchmen  would  be  Home  Eulers,  and 
would  not  rest  until  they  had  obtained 
their  own  Parliament,  or  secured  such  a 
measure  of  justice  as  would  satisfy  the 
people.    It  had  been  said  that  to  vote 
for  an  inqui^  into  the  grounds  of  the 
demand  for  Home  Bule  was  a  perilous 
thing,   because  it  would  inspire  false 
hopes  in  the  Irish  people.     He  did  not 
see  the  force  of  that  objection.    The 
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Irish  were  not  children.  They  had  a 
free  Press ;  thoy  had  a  most  active  body 
of  Representatives;  for  nearly  half-a- 
century  they  had  had  a  National  School 
system.  The  country  could  not  be  so 
ignorant  as  this  objection  implied.  He 
had  voted  for  the  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
and  should  vote  for  it  again.  There 
were  5,000  men  in  Manchester  of  Irish 
nationality  who  had  an  earnest  desire 
for  this  inquiry ;  and  if  any  other  5,000 
men  had  a  strong  and  abiding  desire  for 
inquiry  into  some  important  subject  he 
would  vote  as  they  wished.  He  was  not 
anxious  for  the  inquiry  ;  but  he  believed 
it  would  do  more  good  than  harm — it 
would  help  to  convince  the  Irish  people  of 
the  impractibility,  if  not  of  the  impossi- 
bility, of  restoring  the  Irish  Parliament. 
It  would  do  a  great  deal  to  convince 
England  and  the  Party  opposite,  which 
was  always  so  slow  to  learn,  that  before 
they  could  stifle  the  cry  for  Home  Rule 
they  would  have  to  give  a  fuller  measure 
of  justice  than  they  were  yet  prepared  to 
grant.  He  must  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
he  wished  the  Government  would  act 
with  liberality  and  decision  in  the  relief 
of  Irish  distress.  It  would  not  look  well 
if  it  came  to  be  known  in  foreign  coun- 
tries that  the  Irish  people  were  allowed 
by  England  to  live  upon  famine  wages. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  there  was  no 
hope  of  the  present  Government  legis- 
lating with  a  view  to  remove  the  causes  of 
Irish  distress ;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted 
they  would  soon  give  place  to  another 
Government  who  would  undertake  the 
radical  reform  of  the  Irish  Land  Laws. 

Mr.FINIGAN  said,  that  in  November 
last  he  waited  upon  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  with  regard  to  certain  public 
works  required  in  the  county  of  Clare, 
and  he  also  waited  upon  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  with  regard  to  Clare 
Castle  Harbour.  That  harbour  had 
been  allowed  by  the  Government  to  get 
out  of  repair,  and  when  the  Irish  Famine 
arose  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  was  ap- 
pealed to.  In  November  last  the  Go- 
vernment promised  £2,000  at  5  per 
cent ;  but  up  to  this  time  the  Government 
had  not  expended  one  penny.  That 
was  but  one  specimen  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Government  treated  those 
matters.  He  had  little  faith  in  either 
Liberals  or  Conservatives ;  but  ho  could 
say  that  until  Irish  affairs  were  talked 
of  with  some  regard  to  justice,  the 
HooBo  was  wasting  its  time  in  trying  to 


govern  Ireland.  It  could  misrule  Ire- 
land as  it  always  had  done.  The  Go- 
vernment had  no  honest  aim  or  intention 
of  relieving  the  people  of  Ireland.  Men- 
tion had  been  made  of  Home  Rulers. 
Well,  he  did  not  regret  the  result  of  the 
Liverpool  election ;  but  there  were  50 
constituencies  in  England  where  the 
Home  Rulers  would  do  as  they  had  done 
at  Liverpool.  Irishmen  were  deter- 
mined to  agitate  this  question  until  jus- 
tice was  done  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  My  first 
word  is  an  expression  of  the  deepest 
sympathy  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  people 
suffering  from  this  distress.  In  speak- 
ing this  way  for  myself,  I  but  echo  the 
feeling  of  every  individual  Member  of 
the  Cabinet.  I  can  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  there  is  no  subject  which  has 
received  a  more  tender  consideration  from 
us  than  this  evil  which  afflicts  so  many 

?arts  of  Ireland.  Having  said  so  much, 
think  I  am  justified  in  claiming  some 
sympathy — after  all  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made — on  behalf  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  because  if  we  had 
never  thought  of  the  subject  at  all,  if 
the  matter  had  come  upon  us  absolutely 
by  surprise,  if  we  had  taken  no  steps  to 
avoid  the  calamity,  then  the  strone 
words  which  have  been  used  —  and 
stronger  language  could  not  have  been 
made  use  of  than  has  been  used — would 
not  have  been  made  use  of  in  vain.  I 
think  the  passage  in  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech  relating  to  Ireland 
adequately  describes  the  situation ;  but 
of  the  Amendment  that  has  been  moved 
I  make  no  complaint.  I  would  recall  to 
the  memory  of  the  House  the  most  able 
and  temperate  speech  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  supported 
the  Amendment.  On  a  question  of  this 
kind  I  feel  it  natural  that  Irish  Members 
coming  from  their  constituencies,  deeply 
feeling  the  distress  existing  in  a  con- 
siderable part  of  Ireland,  wish  to  inform 
the  House  of  Commons  on  their  first 
appearance  here  of  what  they  know  is 
happening  in  that  country,  and  to  pre- 
sent a  picture  of  the  condition  of  the 
people  there.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  began  by  saying  that  the  last 
harvest  was  exceptionally  bad,  the  crops 
did  not  ripen,  and  fuel  as  well  as  food 
failed,  entailing  serious  distress  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  on  the  small  farmers, 
and  considerable  distress  on  lar^ 
farmers.      That  is    true,  to  a  certain 
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extont.  He  said  that  the  Memorials 
which  ho  mentioned  as  having  been 
presented  at  different  times  asked  that 
relief  should  not  be  given  in  alms,  that 
nothing  should  be  done  to  pauperize 
the  people,  but  that  money  should  be 
given  in  some  way  for  useful  relief 
works,  and  that  the  Guardians  should 
have  power  to  grant  out-door  relief. 
Therefore,  taking  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  with  the  facts 
brought  forward  by  him,  I  can  find  no 
cause  of  complaint  regarding  it,  or  as  to 
the  remedies  he  has  suggested.  Further, 
he  has  stated,  in  almost  as  accurate  lan- 
guage as  I  could  state  myself,  the  con- 
clusion Her  Majesty's  Q-ovemment  came 
to  on  the  information  presented  to  them, 
and  pointed  out  the  remedies  we  had 
thought  proper  to  take,  and  which,  prac- 
tically, have  been  taken.  The  hon. 
Member,  together  with  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, alluded  to  the  Papers  laid  before 
the  House.  One  hon.  Member  argued  as 
if  the  Papers  before  the  House  were  the 
only  communications  which  had  passed 
between  the  Irish  and  English  Govern- 
ments ;  and  that  because  a  letter  had 
been  written  from  the  Irish  Office  to  the 
Treasury  on  a  Sunday,  either  the  letter 
was  not  considered  by  the  Treasury  at 
all,  or  that  there  had  been  such  haste 
that  they  had  not  had  time  to  consider 
the  question.  The  real  fact  was  that 
from  the  time  the  matter  was  first 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment here  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  up  to 
the  present  it  had  never  ceased  to  en- 
gage the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  the  letters  which  had  been  read 
were  the  result  of  communications  that 
had  been  constantly  made  by  the  autho- 
rities in  Ireland  to  the  authorities  at 
home,  and  simply  stated  the  conclusion 
to  which  they  practically  led.  Hon. 
Members,  again,  seemed  to  have  jumped 
at  the  conclusion  that  measures  which 
it  had  been  thought  necessary  to  take 
now  were  the  same  measures  which 
ought  to  have  been  taken  three  or  four 
months  ago.  I  beg  leave  to  dispute 
that  absolutely,  and  I  beg  to  say  that 
although  it  may  be  quite  true  that  cer- 
tain measures  are  necessary  now,  and 
that  measures  ought  to  and  will  be 
taken  by  the  Government,  if  we  had 
taken  those  measures  in  October  or  No- 
vember we  should  have  done  infinite 
harm  to  the  people  of  Ireland — [''No, 
no  I  "] — we  should  have  done  infinite 
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harm  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  we  should 
have  caused  great  disturbance,  and  we 
should  have  done  an  injury  not  only  to 
Ireland,  but  to  the  country  at  large.  But 
do  not  think  it  is  not  in  our  contempla- 
tion to  take  those  measures  now.  What 
happened  was  this — that  the  moment 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  laid  his  informa- 
tion before  us,  from  time  to  time  we 
discussed  the  whole  question  well,  and 
we  came  to  the  conclu^on  as  to  what 
steps  ought  to  be  taken  according  to  the 
circumstances  as  they  arose  ;  and  the 
steps  we  have  taken  lately  and  are  now 
prepared  to  take,  and  shall  be  prepared 
to  take  in  the  future,  are  not  steps 
which  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
to  adopt  now  for  the  first  time,  but  they 
are  the  result  of  long  and  continued 
deliberation  some  time  back,  only  that 
we  determined  to  take  them  when  we 
thought  the  occasion  called  upon  us  to 
do  so,  and  we  considered  that  we  should 
not  do  so  before.  That  is  the  very  truth 
of  the  case,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  we  had  taken  those  steps  before  we 
should  not  have  been  worthy  of  the 
trust  placed  in  us.  I  think  if  we  had 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  some  hon. 
Members,  that  we  should  have  come 
forward  with  large-heartedness,  and  dis- 
tributed relief,  either  in  kind  or  in 
money,  at  that  time  we  should  have 
done  great  evil  to  the  Irish  people. 
What  we  did  was  this.  We  thought, 
and  I  believe  rightly,  that  on  the  first 
approach  of  the  signs  of  distress  in  a 
case  of  this  kind,  the  proper  course  to 
adopt,  the  first  step  to  take,  before  the 
distress  became  general,  was  undoubtedly 
to  fall  back  upon  the  institution  which, 
after  the  experience  of  the  Famine  of 
1846-7,  was  re-modelled — I  mean  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  Board — and  to  call  the 
attention  of  all  those  who  were  locally 
engaged  in  the  administration  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  to  the  state  of  the  case, 
«md  instruct  them  to  do  their  duty  in 
preparing  for  the  emergency.  Primarily, 
undoubtedly,  the  Guardians  were  respon- 
sible for  the  administration  of  relief; 
but  if  we  had  not  done  that  which  I 
have  stated,  and  had  taken  what  are 
called  **  large-hearted  measures ''  at  that 
time,  I  believe  we  should  have  pursued 
a  wrong  course.  Our  first  duty  was  to 
warn  the  Guardians  of  the  distress 
which  was  likely  to  arise  during  the 
coming  winter,  and  to  warn  them  of  the 
information  which  we  had  received  as  to 
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the   defidenoy   in   the   crops,  and  we 
should  have  been  proceeding  on  wrong 
lines  if  we  had  not  done  so.     One  hon. 
Member  stated  that  the  only  relief  we  held 
out  was  that  the  workhouses  were  to  be 
whitewashed  and  furnished.    I  may  say 
that,  unless  we  had  pointed  out  to  the 
Guardicms  that  for  a  long  time  the  work- 
houses had  not  been  put  in  order,  we 
should  have  been  guilty  of  a  dereliction 
of  duty.    We  had  been  made  to  ascer- 
tain what  had  happened ;    and  having 
got  that  information,  the  first  step  we 
were  bound  to  take  was  to  see  that  the 
machinery  which  the  law  had  provided 
to  meet  such  an  emergency  should  be 
put  into  complete  order  for  operation. 
Kow,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  has  spoken  in  the  course  of 
this  evening,  cmd  who  has  occupied  the 
responsible  position  of  Attorney  General 
for  Irelcmd  (Mr.  Law)  spoke  of  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  as  "a  brutal  law."    I  will 
not  say  I  think  it  deserving  of   that 
epithet,  neither  am  I  going  to  say  that 
that  law  does  not  deserve  amendment ; 
but  I  must  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  it  was  passed 
after    due    consideration    immeaiately 
after  the  Famine  of    1846-7,   and  re- 
modelled.   I  think  it  was  in   1863 — 
and  I  must  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  that  measure 
was  not    passed    by   us,    but    by  the 
Liberal  Government  of  that  day.    As 
to  the  question  of  out-door   relief,   I 
am  bound  to   say  that,  from  the  best 
advice  I  have  received,  he  is  mistaken 
in  the  notion  that  out-door  relief  cannot 
be  granted  to  a  person  in  possession  of 
a  quarter  of  an  acre  of  land.     He  can, 
I  believe,  in  the  first  place,  receive  that 
relief  instead  of   g^mg  to  the  work- 
house;   and  it  is  quite    certain    that, 
whether  he  can  receive  it  or  not,  it  can 
be  administered  to  his  wife  and  children. 
I  speak  with  great  deference  to  a  person 
of  the  high  authoritv  of  the  late  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland ;  but  I  believe 
I    am   correct.     Well,   a  Circular  was 
issued  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  to 
the  effect  which  I  have  stated.    But  we 
did   not    let  matters    rest  there.    We 
thought  that,  considering  the  scattered 
nature  of  the  population  of  Ireland,  the 
Ghiardians    should  be  warned  that    it 
might  be  necessary  to  have   a   much 
larger  staff  to  take  the  relief  that  was 
given  from  door  to  door.    We  therefore 
called  upon  them  to  add  considerably  to 


their  staffs,  so  that  there  should  be  no 
doubt  that  when  the  relief  was  given 
there  should  be  people  to  carry  it,  and 
find    out    who    it    was   that  required 
relief.    We  also  took  care  that  the  staff 
of  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  be  considerably  increased, 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  information 
as  early  as  possible  as  to  any  change 
that  might   take  place.    Therefore,   I 
think    Her  Majesty's  Government   did 
not  neglect  anything  that  they  ought  to 
have  done  to  secure  that  the  machinery 
should,  in  the  inception  of  the  distress, 
be  made  available  for  immediate  use, 
and  as  efficient  as  the  foresight  of  the 
Government  could  secure.    H  is  said — 
'^But  you  ought  to  have  done  more 
than  that.    You  should  have  gone  fur- 
ther, and  taken  other  steps. '^    I  may 
state  that  our  information  was  not  that 
there  was  a  certainty  of  failure  in  the 
crops,  but  that  they  would  be  reduced  to 
about  a  quarter  of  a  crop,  and,  in  some 
cases,    even   less    than    a   quarter   of 
the  average ;  but  it  came  to  this — that 
the  crop  would  last  for  a  certain  number 
of  months,  and  probably  up  to  a  certain 
time,  and  that  it  was  not  before  that 
particular  time  that  the  people  would  be 
tikelv  to    feel  the  pinch  and  pressure 
which  no  doubt  would  come.    I  think  it 
must  be  quite  clear  that,  although,  as  I 
have  said,  it  is  perfectly  true  we  had 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  the  steps  which 
ought  to  be  taken  when  that  pmch  and 
pressure  came,  it  would  have  been  very 
wrong  if  we  had  made  more  provision 
to  meet  it  at  an  earlier  time,  because 
then  we  should  have  been  doing  harm 
instead  of  eood.    Then  as  to  the  defi- 
ciencies of  uie  Poor  Law,  no  doubt  there 
were  two  points  on  which  it  was  thought 
that  it  would  be  insufficient.     One  was 
that  the  Guardians  could  not  give  out- 
door relief  to  able-bodied  paupers  so 
long  as  the  workhouses  were  not  full, 
and  the  next  point  referred    to  those 
people  who  were  holders  of  a  quarter  of 
an  acre  of  land.     But  we  strongly  re- 
commended at  the  end  of  October  or  the 
beginning  of  November  that  there  should 
be  a  relaxation  of  the  rule  in  those  cases ; 
and  we  gave   permission  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  Ireland  that  when- 
ever they  thought  it  necessary  to  relax 
the  provisions    of    the    law  they  had 
ample  power  to  do  so,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  smallest  risk  of  famine.arismg. 
The  result  was  that  the  Local  Govern- 
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ment  Board,  although  they  issued  no 
Circular  on  the  subjeot,  constantly  had 
Beports  from  their  Inspectors ;  and  they 
were  prepared,  at  any  moment,  if  it  had 
been  proved  to  them  that  there  was  a 
necessity,  to  relax  the  Poor  Law  in 
either  of  those  oases.  They  were  pre- 
pared at  that  time — I  think  it  was  about 
N'oYember  14 — at  any  moment  to  relax 
the  ordinary  rules.  That  is  the  one 
point  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  referred,  and  which  we  were 
bound  to  give  our  attention  to,  and  I 
say  that  that  was  the  first  thing  to  which 
we  did  give  our  attention.  It  would 
have  been  wrong  to  send  that  Circular 
to  the  Boards  of  Guardians  before  the 
necessity  arose.  As  it  is,  some  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
in  cases  where  there  could  be  no  reason 
for  anything  of  the  kind,  did  make  ap- 
plication to  give  out-door  relief ;  so  it  is 
quite  clear  that  if  the  power  had  been 
given  to  all  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
at  once,  numberless  applications  would 
have  been  made.  It  was,  therefore, 
thought  best  to  leave  it  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board  to 
act  as  they  might  think  fit.  Can 
it  be  thought  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  or  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
would  have  hesitated  for  one  single 
moment  in  case  of  necessity  to  act  upon 
the  permission  given  them?  I  hold, 
therefore,  that  although  it  was  right  at 
the  time  to  grant  the  relaxation,  there 
was  nothing  to  justify  its  being  granted 
broadcast.  It  was  only  wise  at  the  time 
that  precautions  should  be  taken  with 
respect  to  the  relaxation  of  the  Poor 
Law  provisions,  because  then  the  crops 
had  not  been  used  up ;  whereas,  had 
these  precautions  not  been  taken,  the 
people  would  have  been  induced  to  eat 
up  their  seed  potatoes,  and  the  distress 
would  have  been  hurried  on.  Now, 
however,  the  time  has  arrived  when  it 
should  be  made  generally  known  to  the 
Guardians  that  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
Government  that  they  should  have  cer- 
tain powers  of  affording  out-door  relief 
to  able-bodied  persons  holding  a  quar- 
ter of  an  acre  of  land.  Do  not,  there- 
fore, accuse  the  Government  of  negli- 
§ence  in  this  case,  because  they  not  only 
lought  it  right  to  give  the  Local  Go- 
vemment  Board  those  powers,  but  took 
upon  them  that  responsibility,  knowing 
it  to  be  against  the  law,  and  that  they 
would  have  to  come  to  tlie  House  for  a 
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Bill  of  Indemnity.  I  do  not  know  what 
other  steps  the  Government  oould  have 
taken,  and  I  am  convinced  that  the  steps 
they  have  taken  are  wise,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  are  producing  good  fruit. 
In  connection  witn  the  riue  that  out- 
door relief  must  be  withheld  j&om  the 
able-bodied  poor  unless  when  the  work- 
houses are  full,  I  wii^  to  repeat  a  fact 
which  has  already  been  mentioned  — 
namely,  that  not  a  single  workhouse, 
as  far  as  I  am  informed,  has  yet  been 
full  in  any  part  of  Ireland.  I  admit  as 
freely  as  anyone  that  the  Irish  people 
dislike  going  into  the  workhouse ;  it  is 
a  most  honourable  feeling,  one  that  is 
shared  by  the  people  of  England,  and  I 
am  glad  that  the  Guardians  have  now 
the  power  of  granting  out-door  relief 
without  imposing  upon  them  that  neces- 
sity. Another  point  now  arises.  Any- 
one who  considers  the  question,  as  the 
Government  had  to  do  when  it  came  be- 
fore them,  will  see  that  the  Guardians 
would  be  unwilling  to  overburden  the 
rates  more  than  could  be  avoided — and 
the  more  distressed  a  district  might  be 
the  more  necessary  it  would  be  not  to 
do  so.  Well,  to  meet  that  difficulty  we 
acted  against  the  law,  and  earlv  in 
January  gave  authority  to  the  Local  GK>- 
vemmont  Board  to  make  loans  of  money 
for  certain  purposes  on  easier  terms  than 
usual  in  order  to  find  employment  for 
the  people  and  afford  them  an  opportunity 
of  earning  money  for  their  support. 
Further  than  that,  when  the  time  of 
pressure  became  greater,  and  the  rate  at 
which  the  money  was  offered  was  not 
such  as  to  induce  either  the  local  land- 
lords or  the  authorities  to  borrow  money, 
the  Government  again,  without  going  to 
Parliament,  authorized  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  entertain  applications, 
not  at  the  old,  but  at  much  lower  rates. 
Well,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  to  the 
effect  that  the  Government  ought  to 
have  set  up  large  public  works,  such  as 
railways  aud  harbours,  in  the  first  in- 
stance. From  that  opinion  I  entirely 
differ,  and  I  hold  that  everyone  who 
reads  the  accounts  of  the  Famine  in  1846 
and  1847  will  come  to  the  same  conclu- 
sion. I  hold  that  it  is  far  bettor  to  find 
employment  in  natural  channels,  far 
better  that  the  landlords  in  the  distressed 
districts  should  find  work  for  persons 
living  on  the  spot.  In  consequence  of 
tho  great  facihties  placed  in  the  way  of 
landTords  and  local  authoritiesi  a  sum 
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approaohing  £500,000  has  already  been 
applied  for,  and  the  works  undertaken 
with  this  money  will  go  on.  A  gentle- 
man who  knows,  perhaps,  more  of  the 
agricultural  districts  of  Ireland  than  any- 
one else,  has  told  me  that  the  amount  of 
drainage  and  improvement  that  is  going 
on  this  year  owing  to  the  facilities  that 
have  been  given  wiU  be  greater  than  for 
many  years  past.  No  one  can  foresee 
all  the  benefits  that  will  accrue  to  the 
labourers  and  the  land.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
who  has  spoken  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  has  thought  proper  to  stigma- 
tize the  mode  of  giving  relief  which  has 
been  adopted ;  but  the  Government  have 
deemed  it  to  be  the  best  course  to  take 
to  relieve  the  poor  in  the  districts  in 
which  they  live.  If  a  large  sum  of 
money  were  given  for  the  construction 
of  great  public  works,  such  as  railways, 
piers,  and  harbours,  labour  for  the  pur- 
pose would  undoubtedly  be  procured  ; 
out  labourers  from  England  and  Scot- 
land might  be  employed,  and  in  that 
way  the  Government  would  not  be 
assisting  on  the  spot  those  whom  they 
sought  to  aid.  And  when  the  Govern- 
ment are  charged  with  neglect  in  dealing 
with  the  distress  in  Ireland,  I  must  tell 
the  House  that  which  is  the  real  truth — 
that  the  subject  has  been  under  their 
consideration  for  a  long  time.  They 
have  before  them,  for  instance,  the 
question  of  giving  seed.  I  had  a  long 
conversation  with  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  only  this 
very  day,  and  the  question  was  under 
our  notice,  even  as  to  what  could  be 
done  with  regard  to  supplying  seed  next 
year.  But  if  in  the  month  of  Sep- 
tember the  Government  had  said  that 
they  were  prepared  to  give  seed  next 
year,  the  result  might  have  been  that 
the  stock  of  potatoes  would  have  been 
much  more  rapidly  consumed,  and  that 
would  have  produced  harm  instead  of 
good;  whereas,  by  keeping  back  the 
question,  the  Government  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  determine  when  it  is  necessary 
that  seed  should  be  found.  I  am,  I 
think,  therefore,  justified  in  saying  that 
the  matter  has  not  been  overlooked, 
while  I  am  perfectly  williue  to  accept 
the  second  reading  of  the  Biu  which  has 
been  brought  in  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Major  Nolim).  As 
to  out-door  relief,  it  is  well  that  it  should 
be  borno  in  mind  that  the  Guardians 


themselves  are  in  a  very  poor  condition, 
and  power  is  given  to  borrow  money  for 
that  purpose,  as  well  as  for  public  works. 

Major  O'GOBMAN  asked  whether 
the  money  would  be  advanced  on  the 
security  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  The  hon. 
and  eallant  Member  must  not  ask  for 
detaus  at  present.  The  House  will 
accept  the  principle  as  showing  the  sym- 
pathy of  the  Government,  and  that  we 
are  determined  to  afford  what  relief  we 
can  to  the  distressed.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  has  made 
some  extraordinary  observations,  and 
has  quoted  the  expressions  of  a  noble 
Lord,  whom  everyone  holds  in  the  high- 
est respect,  with  regard  to  railways.  I 
should  like  to  know  how  the  provisions 
he  recommends  would  work,  for  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  there  were 
these  branch  railways  constructed  to 
bring  produce  to  the  market.  I  would 
be  very  glad  to  see  them  constructed — by 
other  means,  however,  than  those  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  forSheffiela. 
So  far  as  the  action  of  the  Government 
goes,  I  may  mention  that  I  have  before 
me  a  letter  from  Lord  Monck,  in  which 
he  says  that  what  he  objects  to  is  the 
proposal  for  the  construction  of  public 
works  out  of  funds  to  be  provided  for  by 
baronial  sessions. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  had  only 
quoted  Lord  Monck  as  being  in  favour 
of  fixity  of  tenure. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS :  I  am 
aware  of  that ;  but  all  I  mean  to  sug- 

fest  is,  that  against  the  one  opinion 
am  entitled  to  put  the  other.  Now,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  desirable  to 
continue  the  debate.  I  believe  it  is  the 
wish  of  every  person  in  the  House  that 
it  should  be  closed.  I  believe  I  have 
shown  to  the  House,  the  Irish  Members, 
the  country,  and  especially  the  people  of 
Ireland,  that  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
have  not  been  indifferent  to  the  condi- 
tion of  that  country.  I  quite  concur  that 
any  Executive  Government  must,  in  such 
circumstances  as  the  present,  have  a 
very  difficult  task  to  discharge.  Their 
hearts  may  lead  them  one  way  ;  their 
duty  might  say  that  they  should  take 
another  direction.  The  wish  and  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
throughout  has  been  to  relieve  the  ex- 
isting distress.  We  believe  we  have 
taken  the  wisest  course  to  effect  that 
object,  but  we  have  taken  it  as  the  ooca- 
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sion  arose ;  and  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  not  think  that,  because  legislative 
action  has  not  been  resorted  to  until 
now,  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  have 
not  long  since  determined  upon  the 
course  they  should  recommend  to  Par- 
liament with  a  view  to  meet  the  present 
emergency.  From  the  first  the  Govern- 
ment were  determined  that,  in  these 
unfortunate  circumstances,  no  calamity 
should  fall  upon  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :■ 
216:  Majority  150. 


•Ayes  66 ;  Noes 


AYES. 


Allen,  W.  S. 
BeU,  I.  L. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  T. 

Bleimerhassett,  R.  P. 
Brady,  J. 
Brigg8,  W.  E. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Brooks,  M. 
Browne,  G.  E. 
Cameron,  C. 
Chamberlain,  J. 
Collins,  E. 
Colthurst,  Colonel 
Cowen,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Digby,  K.  T. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Earp,  T. 
Emngton,  G. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Finigan,  J.  L. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Havelock,  Sir  H. 
Henry,  M. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  E. 
Lawson,  SirW. 
Lea,  T. 

MacCarthv,  J.  G. 
M'Carthy*  J. 
MacdomUd,  A. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
Martin,  P. 


Meldon,  C.  H. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Morley,  S. 
Mundella,  A.  J. 
Murphy,  N.  D. 
O'Beime,  Major  F. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
Caery,  K. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
G'DonneU,  F.  H. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
0'Gk)rman,  P. 
O' Gorman  Msihon,  Col. 

The 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
O'SuUivan,  W.  H. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
Shaw,  W. 
SheU,  E. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Smith,  E. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
SulliTan,  A.  M. 
Swanston,  A. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Ward,  M.  F. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  D. 
'Wliitworth,  B. 

TELLERS. 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 
Power,  R. 


NOES. 


Agnew,  R.  V. 
Alexander,  Colonel  C. 
AUcroft,  J.  D. 
Allsopp.  U. 
Anstruther,  Sir  W. 
Archdale,  \V.  H. 
Arkwright,  A.  P. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Assheton,  R. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Baittelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  E. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,rt.hon.  SirM.H. 


Benett-Stanford,  V.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  hon.  R. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Carington,  hon.  Col.  W. 
Cartwright,  F. 
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Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.G. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.  C.E. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cobbold,  T,  C. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cordee,  T. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  B. 
Courtanld,  G. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  R.  A. 
Cuninghame,  Sir  W. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Davies,  R. 
Denison,  W.  E. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,   Admiral 

SirW. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Elphinstone,SirJ.D.H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewin^,  A.  O. 
Fitzwilliam,  hn.  W.  J. 
Fletcher,  W. 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F, 
Gathome-Hardy,hn.A. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hn.S. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Giles,  A. 

Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  W. 
Gk)rst,  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Goulding,  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grantham,  W. 
Grcenall,  Sir  G. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Halsev,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

G. 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hamilton,  hon.  R.  B. 
Hamond,  C.  F. 
Hankev,  T. 
Harcourt,  Sir  W.  V. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon,  E. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Heygate,  W.  U. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 
HoUcer,  Sir  J. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Hohns,  W. 


Home,  Captain 
Howard,  £.  S. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Isaac,  S. 
Jenkms,  D.  J. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jolliffe,  hon.  S. 
Kennard,  CoL  E.  H. 
Kensington,  Lord 
Kingscote,  Colonel 
Enowles,  T. 
Lacon,  Sir  £.  H.  K. 
Laurie,  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Learmonth,  A. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
LeeUe,  Sir  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  Visoonnt 
Lindsay,  Colonel  R.  L« 
Lindsay,  Lord 
Lloyd,  S. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther  rt.  hn.  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M*  Arthur,  W. 
M*Garel.Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Manners,Tt.hon.LordJ. 
Majoribflunks,  Sir  D.  C. 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  0. 
Merewether,  C.  G. 
MUes,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  A. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Montgomeiie,  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G. 
Moray,  Col.  H.  D. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R, 
Mulholland,  J. 
Noel,  E. 

Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pemberton,  £.  L. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  P. 
Pim,  Captain  B. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  H.  C. 
Ralli,P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  E. 
Ridley,  Sir  M,  W. 
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Ripley,  H.  W. 
Ritchie,  0.  T. 
RothschUd,SirN.M.do 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
SackviUo,  S.  G.  8. 
Salt,  T. 

Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Sclater-Booth,  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seel5r,  C. 
Selwin  -  Ibbet^on,    Sir 

H.  J. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  "W.  H. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Lord  H.  R.  C. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanhope,  W.  T.  W.  S. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Stanton,  A.  J. 
Starkey,  L.  R. 


Steere,  L. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tavistock,  Marq.  of 
Taylor,  rt.  hn.  Col.  T.E. 
Thwaites,  D. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.F. 
Tremayne,  J. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Watney,  J. 
Watson,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Wheelhouse,  W.  S.  J. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Yarmouth,  Earl  of 
Yeaman,  J. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
Winn,  R. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed^  to  draw  up  an  Address 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  said 
Resolution: — Colonel  Drummond-Morat,  Mr. 
James  Corrt,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Mr.  Secretary 
Stanley,  Mr.  William  Henrt  Smith,  Sir 
Michael  Uicks-Beach,  Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Edward 
Stanhope,  Mr.  Bourse,  Viscount  Barrinoton, 
and  Mr.  Rowland  Winn,  or  any  Three  of 
them : — To  withdraw  immediately :  —  Queen's 
Speech  referred. 


SEED  POTATOES   (IRELAND)   BILL. 
{Mi^'or  Xoloftf  Mr,   Oeorge  Broumej  Mr,  P,  J, 

Smyth.) 

[bill  58.]      SECOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Major  Nolan.) 

The  CHANCELLOEop  the  EXCHE- 
QU£B:  The  principle  of  this  Bill  is  one  of 
which  the  Oovemment  entirely  approve. 
We  certainly  do  not  approve  of  some  of 
the  methods  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  proposes  to  adopt,  and  it  i^  a 
Bill  which,  in  many  respects,  will  require 
amendment.  The  matter,  however,  is 
one  to  which  we  attach  a  great  deal  of 
importance,  and  there  are  several  pro- 
posals which  we  should  desire  to  see  in- 
troduced into  the  measure.  In  the  first 
place,  we  do  not  think  there  ought  to  be 
any  time  wasted ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  are  also  of  opinion  that  the  time 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  pro- 

YOL.  CCL.        [tiiikd  series.] 


poses  for  re-payment  is  rather  short. 
There  are  other  points  also  to  which  I 
shall  desire  presently  to  call  his  atten- 
tion, and  upon  which  I  think  I  shall  be 
able  to  show  him  amendments  are  desir- 
able. The  course  which  I  propose  to 
adopt  is,  therefore,  to  agree  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  com- 
mit it  proforrndf  in  order  that  there  shall 
be  no  unnecessary  delay,  the  object  to 
be  attained  being  one  on  which  we  are 
all  entirely  agreed.  I,  for  one,  have  not 
the  least  desire  to  delay  the  second  read- 
in^of  theBiU. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  at  that  hour 
of  the  night,  after  the  long  debate  on 
Irish  affairs  which  had  just  ended,  he 
would  not  weanr  the  House  by  going  into 
the  details  of  tnis  question.  He  miffht 
say,  however,  that  he  had  been  looking 
over  the  records  of  the  House,  and  he 
found  that  there  had  never  been  any 
regular  Committee  on  the  important 
subject  of  the  potato  disease  at  any 
time.  There  were  some  Beports  on  the 
matter ;  but  there  had  never  been 
any  thorough  examination  of  the  sub- 
ject. He  believed  there  were  some 
parts  of  Ireland  where  the  cultivation 
of  the  potato  was  very  badly  conducted. 
That  was  a  point  of  the  greatest 
importance,  for  the  people  ought  to 
be  taught  the  most  scientific  method 
of  dealing  with  this  root.  It  was  a 
plant  which  was  not  propagated  in  the 
ordinary  way  like  other  plants  in  ag^- 
culture  from  the  seed,  but  was  a  tuber. 
It  was  remarkable  that  the  varieties 
of  potato  which  had  been  introduced 
witnin  the  last  15  or  20  years  were 
those  which  were  found  most  success- 
fully to  resist  the  disease.  He  would 
not  give  his  own  opinion  further  on  the 
matter  that  night,  especially  as  there 
were  many  points  which  demanded  a 
great  deal  of  inquiry,  and  as  to  which 
he  believed  an  abundance  of  evidence 
would  be  forthcoming.  It  was  certainly 
quite  clear  that  great  success  had  been 
occasionally  attained  in  the  cultivation 
of  this  root.  In  his  own  county  neither 
the  Champion  nor  the  Magnum  Bonum 
had  failed,  while  the  disease  had  at- 
tacked almost  every  other  sort.  For  his 
own  part,  ho  believed  if  they  had  a 
Committee  that  means  might  be  found, 
if  not  wholly  to  extirpate  the  disease, 
at  any  rate  to  stop  it  to  a  very  laree 
extent.  As  also  the  crop  of  potatoes  in 
Ireland  alone  was   worth  £10,000,000 
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a-year,  besides  many  millions  both  to 
England  and  Scotland,  it  would  be  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  collect  all  the 
scientific  evidence  on  the  subject.  He 
did  not  mean  this  Committee  to  go  into 
any  political  or  social  question,  but 
merely  to  ascertain  what  were  the  scien- 
tific facts  bearing  on  this  disease. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE:  As  a  Royal 
Commission  is,  at  the  present  time,  in- 
quiring into  the  agricultural  depression 
in  Ireland  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  we  might  question  the  ex- 
pediency, in  ordinary  times,  of  opening 
an  inquiry  into  this  special  branch  of 
the  subject  with  which  they  are  dealing. 
Under  the  peculiar  circumstances,  how- 
ever, I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  in  his  desire  for  a  Com- 
mittee, and  in  the  object  which  he  hopes 
to  attain.  At  any  rate,  that  Committee 
will  not  open  up  any  dangerous  form  of 
agitation. 

Major  0*G0RMAN  hoped  that  these 
experiments  would  not  be  entered  upon 
this  year.  They  had  quite  enough  to 
do  to  provide  the  people  with  proper 
seed,  without  undertaking  anything  else. 
They  need  not,  at  all  events,  enter  into 
scientific  experiments  with  regard  to 
the  propagation  of  the  potato.  That 
might  be  deferred  till  more  prosperous 
times. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrofff. 


MOTIONS. 


POTATO  CROP. 


Select  Committee  appointed^  **  to  inauire  into 
the  best  means  of  diminiBhing  the  neqaency 
and  extent  of  failures  in  the  Potato  Crop." — 
(Mfijor  Nolan.) 


ACROBATIO   PERFORMANCES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edward  Jenxins,  Bill  to 
prevent  the  exhibition,  in  places  of  amusement, 
of  Acrobatic  Performances  dangerous  to  life 
and  limb,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ed- 
Tf  AKD  Jenkins,  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Ritcuib,  Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy,  and  Mr.  Edge. 

IMilpreaeftUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 


PRINTIKO. 

Select  Committee  appointed.  *'to  aarist  Mr. 
Speaker  in  all  matters  which  relate  to  the 
IVinting  executed  by  Order  of  thii  Houm,  and 
for  the  puipooe  of  selecting  and  anaDging  for 


Major  NoUm 


Printing,  Hetums  and  Papers  presented  in  par- 
suance  of  Motions  made  by  Members  of  thia 
House :  * ' — Mr.  Spencbb  Walpolb,  The  O'Conor 
Don,  Mr.  Stansfbld,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr. 
DoDsoN,  Mr.  Mabsey,.  Mr.  Whitbrbad,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Hbnrt,  Mr.  M'Larbn,  Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Bowland  Winn,  and  Sir 
Henry  Sblwin-Ibbbtson  : — Three  to  be  the 
quorum. — {Sir  Menry  Selwin'IbUttonJ) 

MEDICAL   ACT    (1858)   AMENDHSNT 
(no.  3)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Gborob  Hamilton,  Bill 
to  amend  "  The  Medical  Act,  1868,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Lord  George  HAXiLTOif  and 
Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbbtson. 

BJUpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  67.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wedneeday,  Wth  Fehrmry,  1880. 


MINUTES.]  — Public  ^UAA—Ordered-^JPiret 
Reading— t^xm  Licence  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment *  [69]  ;  Inhabited  House  Duty  and  In- 
come Tax  ♦  [701. 

Second  Reading — ^Medical  Act  (1868)  Amend- 
ment •  [10]. 

Committee — Report — Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  * 
[48-68]. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
QUJSSTIOir. 

INLAND  REVENUE— CUSTOMS  RE- 
ORGANIZATION AT  LIVERPOOL. 

Mb.  TOLLEMAGHE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  re- 
organization of  the  Clerical  Branch  of 
the  Customs  at  Liverpool  is  yet  com- 
pleted by  the  Treasury ;  if  so,  whether 
it  is  on  the  same  basis  as  that  recently 
granted  to  the  London  Customs  clerks ; 
and  also,  will  it,  like  London,  take  effect 
from  April  1879,  in  accordance  with  the 
promise  of  the  Financial  Secretary  stated 
m  the  House  on  19th  June  1879? 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Treasury,  in 
September  last,  sent  to  the  Board  of 
OustomB  a  complete  scheme  affecting  the 
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out-door  Customs  service  at  Liverpool ; 
but  several  objections  were  taken  to  it, 
and  those  objectious  were  now  being 
considered.  It  would  not  be  "on  the 
same  basis  as  that  recently  granted  to 
the  London  Customs  clerks;"  but  he 
could  say  that,  whatever  the  completed 
scheme  might  be,  it  would,  as  in  London, 
take  efifeot  from  April  1879,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  promise  made  on  behalf  of 
the  Treasury  in  June  of  last  year. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


THE  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  THE 
QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Beport  of  Address  broitght  up,  and  read 
a  first  and  second  time. 

AFGHANISTAN— EXPENSES  OF  THE 

WAR. 

Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  rising  to  move  as 
an  Amendment,  at  end  of  paragraph  8, 
to  insert  the  words — 

"But  hmnbly  desire  to  express  our  rog^t 
thai,  in  view  of  the  declarations  that  have  been 
made  by  Your  Majesty's  Ministers  that  the  war 
in  Afghanistan  was  undertaken  for  Imperial 
purposes,  no  assurance  has  been  given  that  the 
cost  incurred  in  consequence  of  the  renewal  of 
hostilities  in  that  Country  will  not  bo  wholly 
defrayed  out  of  the  revenues  of  India ; " 

said,  he  could  assure  the  House  that  he 
regretted  having  to  interpose  with  this 
Amendment  upon  the  Beport  of  the  Ad- 
dress ;  but  he  thought  he  should  be  able 
to  show  that  the  responsibility  as  to  the 
oonrse  he  had  taken  did  not  lie  with 
him,  but  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Upon  the  first  night  of  the 
Session  he  asked  the  Government  to 

£*ve  the  House  information  as  to  the 
fjghan  War,  as  he  wanted  to  know  who 
was  to  bear  the  expenses  of  it.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, in  the  absence  of  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  promised  to  produce  Papers 
on  the  subject,  and  said  that  they 
would  be  pnnted  and  laid  on  the  Table 
on  the  morrow,  and  would  be  found 
to  explain  the  whole  affair.  That 
Beemed  to  him  (Mr.  Fawcett)  to  be  a 
suggestion  of  an  extraordinary  charac- 
ter ;  but  he  waited  for  the  Papers,  and 
when  he  read  them  he  found  that  they 
had  as  much  to  do  with  the  question  of 
the  apportioiiment  of  the  cost  of  the  war 


as  the  Criminal  Code  Bill  or  the  Noxious 
Gases  Bill.  In  fact,  he  might  as  well 
have  been  told  to  wait  for  those  Bills. 
Consequently,  he  felt  bound  to  put  an- 
other Question  on  the  subject,  and  in 
reply  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  make 
any  statement  at  present  upon  the  sub- 
ject. For  that  reason,  he  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
was  compelled  to  move  his  Amendment. 
If  the  House  did  not  receive  any  state- 
ment now,  they  ought  to  have  an  assur- 
ance that  one  would  be  made  before 
long,  for  it  would  be  most  inconvenient 
if  some  statement  of  the  views  of  the 
Government  was  not  made  before  the 
House  was  asked  to  consider  the  Budget. 
It  was  quite  obvious  that  in  speaking  of 
Afghanistan  and  the  war  there  were 
many  questions  which  would  have  to  en- 
gage the  attention  of  the  House.  They 
would  have  to  consider  the  past  eventis 
which  led  to  the  war ;  next,  the  future 
policy  of  the  Government  when  the  war 
was  completed;  thirdly,  the  important 
questions  connected  with  the  conduct  of 
the  war  in  regard  to  the  people  of 
Afghanistan;  and,  fourthly,  the  most 
important  question,  as  far  as  he  was  able 
to  judge,  of  who  was  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  the  war.  He  would  on  this 
occasion  carefullv  abstain  from  saying 
anything  on  the  nrst  three  matters,  as  he 
was  anxious  not  to  introduce  any  ques- 
tion of  a  controversial  character  into  the 
debate,  and  the  few  remarks  which  he 
should  make  might  be  made  by  the 
staunchest  supporter  of  the  Government 
and  their  Afghan  policy.  It  seemed  to 
him  to  be  clear  that  the  expenses  of  the 
war  should  not  be  borne  by  India ;  and 
he  wished  to  explain  that,  so  far  as 
India  was  concerned,  this  was  not  to  be 
regarded  as  a  matter  of  generosity,  but 
of  justice  and  legality.  If  it  could  be 
proved  that  India  was  bound  to  pay 
these  expenses,  he  would  be  the  last  man 
to  ask  for  any  contribution  from  Eng- 
land, if  it  were  asked  for  as  a  mere  piece 
of  generosity — in  fact,  as  an  eleemosy- 
nary gift,  as  was  suggested.  Nay,  if  a 
contribution  were  offered  in  the  spirit  of 
charity  he  could  not  accept  it,  but  would 
be  the  very  first  person  to  come  forward 
with  a  protest,  because  he  knew  perfectly 
well  that  if  India  were  to  receive 
£2,000,000  or  £8,000,000  in  the  form  of 
a  gift,  directly  they  introduced  a  system 
of  subvention  or  grants  in  aid  of  India, 
every  guarantee  for  economy  would  be 
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swept  away ;  and  that  gift  would  be  a 
damnosa  hereditasy  which  would,  in  the 
end,  cost  India  more  than  the  amount 
of  the  gift  she  received.     The  matter 
must  be  decided  On  grounds  of  strict  jus- 
tice and  legality,  and  in  regard  to  it  he 
wished  to    endorse  the  principle   laid 
down  last  Session  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  when  he  said  that  India 
must  stand  upon  her  own  bottom.     If 
she  could  not  do  so,  it  would  be  better 
at  once  to  proclaim  her  insolvency.  This 
was  not  the  first  time  that  he  had  come 
forward  to  maintain  and  assert  the  finan- 
cial independence  of  India.     Upon  a  far 
more  critical  occasion,  when  India  was 
seriously  oppressed  by  a  terrible  famine, 
and  when  there  was  a  praiseworthy  and 
generous  feeling  in  tnis  country  that 
they  should  come  forward  and  assist 
India  with  Imperial    funds — although 
he  knew  it  was  an  unpopular  thing  to 
do,  he  opposed  the  suggestion,  and  took 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  saying  rather 
than  that  India  should  receive  this  Im- 
perial aid  it  was  better  that  additional 
taxation  should  be  imposed  upon  her, 
although  he  well  knew  what  trouble  and 
sorrow  that  would  cost  her.     Therefore, 
he  thought  he  might  fairly  claim  that 
he  was  not  putting  forward  this  plea 
simply  for  the  first  time.      What  he 
wished  to  point  out,  and  what  he  did 
object  to,  was  that  it  seemed  impossible 
to  extract  from  the  Government  any  de- 
claration of  principle  upon  the  subject. 
Last  year  the  Government  adopted  the 
most  novel  of  propositions — one  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  me  City  of  London  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Hubbard)  as  being  a  financial  monster 
—that  was  to  say,  £2,000,000  sterling 
were  lent  to  India,  free    of   interest, 
towards    assisting    her    in    defraying 
the    expenses    of    the    Afghan    War. 
Now  that  £2,000,000  advanced  by  Eng- 
land, free  of  interest,  for  seven  years, 
when  it  would  have  to  be  repaid,  would 
cost  England  about  £320,000,  and  at  that 
time  it  was  estimated  that  the  cost  of 
the  Afghan  War,  which  was  supposed 
to    bo    concluded    by    the    Gundamak 
Treaty,  would  be  £2,600,000.    But  he 
never  could  extract  from  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  intended  to  advance 
this  loan,  free  of  interest,  as  a  gift  to 
India,  or  whether  it  would  be  in  dis- 
oharge  of  a  legal  obligation.    If  it  were 
a  gift,  it  oujg^ht  never  to  have   been 
offered ;  and  u  it  were  the  diacharge  of 

Mr.Fawatt 


a  legal  obligation,  he  could  only  say  it 
was  a  contemptible  discharge,  when  it 
was  borne  in  mind  that  if  they  accepted 
the  joint  liability  of  the  two  oouniries, 
according  to  this  arrangement,  for  every 
£1  contributed  by  wealthy  England,  £7 
was  contributed  by  poor  Lidia.    He  no- 
ticed in  a  speech  recently  made  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  that 
he  dwelt  upon  the  considerable  improve- 
ment that  had  lately  taken  place  in  some 
of  the  branches  of  the  Indian  Revenue. 
In  saying  that,  he  did  not  wish  pre- 
maturely to  force  on  a  discussion  upon 
the  Indian  Budget.    He  could  only  say 
that  no  one  would  more  rejoice  than 
himself  if  it  turned  out  that  there  was 
real  improvement  in  the  prospects  of 
Indian  nuance.     One  thing  he  had  ven- 
tured to  say,  that  any  Government  that 
would  pursue  a  policy  of  strict  economy 
in  India  would  reap  a  rich  harvest  of 
results.    It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  little  more  than  eight 
months  had  elapsed  since  the  Govern- 
ment, awakening  to  the  true  financial 
situation  in  India,  resolved  to  change 
the  policy  which  had  been  pursued  by 
successive    Governments,    Liberal    and 
Conservative,    and     introduce    greater 
economv.    That  policy  had  only  been 
pursuea  for  eight  months ;   and  he  be- 
lieved that  when  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  introduced  his  Budget  he  would 
be  able  to  show  that,  short  as  was  the 
time  since  this  policy  was  commenced, 
it  had  already   Dome  fruit,    and  was 
likely  to  bear  more  fruit  in  abundance. 
Although  there  had  been  improvement 
in  some  brcmches  of  Indian  Bevenue 
durinff  the  current  financial  year,  yet  he 
thought  they  could  not  too    carefully 
bear  in  mind  the  wise  and  cautious  re- 
marks made  on  Saturday  last  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  rViscount 
Cranbrook)  when  he  receivea  one  of 
those  numerous  deputations  that  came 
to  the   India  Office    from    Lancashire 
about  the  cotton  duties,  and  when  it  was 
pressed  upon  his  Lordship's  notice  that 
ne  was  bound    to    repeal    the  import 
duties  on  cotton  foods.     On  that  occa- 
sion, he  most  wisdy  reminded  the  depu- 
tation that  although  there  was  this  im- 
provement in    some    branches    of   the 
Bevenue,  on  the  other  hand,  there  never 
was  a  time  when,  in  all  probability,  the 
demands  on  the  Indian  Bevenue  would 
be  80  large  as  they  would  be  durinp^  the 
present  year.    But  the  point  he  wished 
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to  bring  more  especially  under  the  no- 
tice of  the  House  was  to  be  determined 
solely  by  the  character  of  the  Afghan 
War,  and  not  by  the  financial  condition 
of  India.  If  it  could  be  proved  that  the 
war  was  purely  an  Indian  war,  then, 
whatever  was  the  financial  condition  of 
India,  he  would  cordially  join  with  the 
Government  in  saying  that  every  shilling 
of  the  expenditure  should  be  borne  by 
India ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  if  it  could 
be  shown,  as  he  believed  it  could  be 
beyond  all  possible  dispute,  that  the 
war  was  not  an  Indian  war,  that  it  was 
an  Imperial  war,  then  he  would  be  able 
to  show  that  we  were  bound  alike  by 
justice,  and  what  was  more  important, 
by  the  strict  interpretation  of  the  law, 
as  contained  in  the  Act  of  1858,  not  to 
demand  that  the  whole  cost  of  it  should 
be  borne  by  India.  On  the  contrary,  a 
considerable  portion  should  be  borne  by 
England.  On  this  point  there  was  no 
room  for  doubt  whatever.  If  India  had 
any  legal  standing  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
she  would  dispute  her  liability  to  pay 
the  whole  of  these  expenses.  He  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
55th  section  of  the  GK)vernment  of  India 
Act  (1858),  and  the  interpretation  put 
upon  that  section  when  it  was  introduced 
into  the  Act.  That  section  was  intro- 
duced by  the  late  Lord  Derby,  when 
Prime  Minister,  in  the  House  of  Jjoxds, 
His  Lordship  said  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  that  when  Indian  troops 
were  employed  beyond  the  Frontier  of 
India,  and  engaged  in  an  Imperial  war, 
the  expense  should  be  borne  by  Eng- 
land ;  if  in  an  Indian  war,  it  should  be 
borne  by  India.  He  also  said  the  cha- 
racter of  any  war  in  which  the  troops 
were  engaged  beyond  the  Frontier 
would  have  to  be  determined  in  Parlia- 
ment. Therefore,  the  House  would  see 
that  they  were  bound  to  take  this  fact 
into  their  consideration.  Now,  what 
liffht  could  be  thrown  upon  the  character 
of  this  war  ?  It  was  a  remarkable  thing 
that  every  speech  made  in  that  House  or 
out  of  it,  by  Ministers  or  their  sup- 
porters on  the  subject,  showed  that  the 
war  was  a  great  Imperial  enterprize; 
thoeewho^opposed  the  war  having  always 
been  taunted  as  being  ''parochial" 
politicians,  who  could  not  appreciate  the 
magnitude  and  importance  of  great  Im- 
perial enterprizes.  The  only  exception 
to  tiiis  was  last  year,  when  the  House, 
OODftidering  the  question  of  who  should 


bear  the  cost,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer attempted  to  whittle  it  down  in 
its  proportions,  and  called  it  an  Indian 
Frontier  war.  But  he  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
maintained  they  could  not  run  with  the 
hare  and  hunt  with  the  hounds,  or 
blow  hot  and  cold  with  the  same  breath. 
He  would  refer  to  the  speeches  of  the 
Viceroy  of  India,  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  upon  the  subject.  The  Viceroy 
of  India  said,  in  a  remarkable  state- 
ment, after  frequent  communications 
with  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  who 
was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
that  he  went  to  India  instructed  to  treat 
the  Indian  Frontier  question  as  an  indi- 
visible part  of  a  great  Imperial  ques- 
tion, mainly  dependent  for  its  solution 
upon  the  general  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government.  There  was  something 
stronger,  however,  from  the  Prime 
Minister.  In  December,  1878,  the  noble 
Earl  warned  the  Peers  that  they  must 
extend  their  range  of  vision,  and  told 
them  that  they  were  not  to  suppose  that 
this  was  a  war  which  simply  concerned 
some  small  cantonments  at  Dakka  and 
Jelallabad,  but  one  undertaken  to  main- 
tain the  influence  and  character,  not  of 
India,  but  of  England  in  Europe.  Now, 
were  they  going  to  make  India  pay  the 
entire  bill  for  maintaining  the  influence 
and  character  of  England  in  Europe? 
A  still  later  declaration,  made  by  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  was  during  the 
Becess  at  Manchester,  and  the  interpre- 
tation put  upon  it  by  every  journal  that 
supported  the  Ministry  was  that  his 
Lordship  treated  the  war  as  indissolu- 
bly  connected  with  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion. Therefore  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  that  it  was  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  the  Government,  unless  they 
were  prepared  to  cast  to  the  winds  their 
declarations,  to  come  down  to  the  House 
and  regard  the  war  as  an  Indian  one. 
If  they  did,  they  would  be  bound  to 
repeal  the  55th  section  of  the  Act  of 
1858.  He  found  that  the  public  journals 
desired  not  to  treat  Indian  questions  as 
Party  questions;  and  they  said,  too, 
that  it  would  be  unjust  to  make  India 
pay  the  whole  expenses  of  the  war.  He 
thought  it,  moreover,  a  remarkable  fact 
that  all  those  journals  which  supported 
the  Government  had  appoaloa  to  it 
not  to  do  an  act  which  would  bring 
contempt  upon  their  policy.  It  was 
easy  to  see  why  there  should  be  a  de- 


459      AfghanMan^Expmes        [COMMONS) 


ofth$  War. 


460 


sire  on  the  part  of  Conservatives  not 
to  let  India  pay  the  whole  expenses  of 
the  war,  as  it  would  then  be  impossible 
to  maintain  that  the  character  of  the 
war  was  Imperial.  In  bringing  forward 
his  Amendment  he  had  no  desire  to 
force  the  Government  to  enter  into  de- 
tails ;  all  he  desired  from  them  was  a 
declaration  of  principle,  and  he  should 
be  perfectly  satisfied  if  someone  repre- 
senting the  Government  would  get  up 
and  say  that  they  had  always  considered 
this  war  as  an  Imperial  one,  for  the 
expenses  of  which  England  and  India 
were  jointly  liable  ;  or  he  should  be  con- 
tent if  it  were  even  announced  that  the 
decision  of  the  Gt)vemment  on  the  ques- 
tion would  be  made  public  before  the 
English  Budget  was  brought  forward. 
If  India  was  to  bear  the  entire  cost  of 
the  war,  the  sooner  that  fact  was  made 
known  the  better ;  and  if  England  was 
to  bear  her  share  of  it,  it  was  desirable 
that  Members  of  that  House  should  be 
aoquainted  with  the  determination  of  the 
Government  on  the  subject  before  they 
proceeded  to  discuss  the  Budget.  If 
either  of  these  courses  was  adopted  he 
should  at  once  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment; but  if  his  request  was  refused, 
then  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice, and  which  he  now  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  eighth  paragraph,  to  add 
the  words  "but  humhly  desire  to  express  our 
reg^t  that,  in  view  oi  the  declarations  that 
have  been  made  by  Your  Majesty* s  Ministers 
that  the  war  in  Afghanistan  was  undertaken  for 
Imperial  purposes,  no  assurance  has  been  given 
that  the  cost  incurred  in  consequence  oi  the 
renewal  of  hostilities  in  that  Country  will  not 
be  wholly  defrayed  out  of  the  revenues  of  India." 
-^Mr,  Faweett.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  adaed." 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  while  on 
many  Indian  questions  he  was  able  to 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney, he  was  unable,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, to  support  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment,  because  it  affirmed  that  the 
troops  which  were  now  being  used  in 
Cabul  were  not  being  employed  to  pro- 
tect India  but  for  Imperial  purposes. 
Desiring  to  keep  Indian  questions  free 
from  Purty  considerations,  he  felt  bound 
to  say  that  he  could  not  look  upon  the 
war  now  going  on  in  Afghanistan  as  ono 

Mr.  FawcM 


undertaken  altogether  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses. In  his  judgment,  that  war  was 
necessary  for  the  safety  of  our  Indian 
Empire,  whatever  secondary  effect  it 
might  have  had  on  European  politics. 
Whether  it  had  any  connection  with  any 
action  that  had  been  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  Europe  he  would  not  at 
present  say ;  but  he  did  affirm  that  the 
war  was  a  just  and  a  necessary  one,  and 
had  it  not  been  undertaken  the  whole  of 
the  British  Empire  in  India  would  have 
been  imperilled.  The  present  war  did  not 
stand  upon  the  same  footing  as  that  of 
1878,  which  had  been  brought  about  in 
consequence  of  certain  steps  taken  by 
Hussia.  The  troops  now  in  Oabul  were 
engaged,  not  in  an  Imperial  war,  but  in 
avenging  an  insult  to  our  arms,  which, 
if  left  unpunished,  would  have  created 
disaffection  in  India.  He  agreed  with 
Lord  Lytton  when  he  said  that  the 
Bevenue  raised  from  a  population  of 
200,000,000  of  people  was  sufficient  to 
bear  the  cost  of  a  war  for  the  protec- 
tion of  our  Indian  Empire.  It  would 
be  very  bad  policy  to  say  to  the  Indian 
people — **  You  may  do  as  you  please — 
you  may  involve  us  in  war,  and  then  we 
will  bear  the  whole  of  the  expense." 
The  first  duty  of  India  was  to  preserve 
her  Frontier.  He  thoroughly  endorsed 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  spend- 
ing, the  money  it  had  done  in  making 
railways  through  the  two  great  Passes. 
Such  undertakmgs,  though,  in  the  first 
instance,  they  had  been  constructed  for 
military  purposes,  would  eventually  be- 
come commercial  lines,  and  would  do 
far  more  for  India  than  would  any  pre- 
sent or  future  relief  of  famine,  for  they 
would  tap  and  bring  trade  from  the 
North- West  of  Afghanistan.  For  his 
own  party  he  thought  that  it  was  of  far 
greater  importance  to  complete  these 
nnes  of  railway,  and  to  spend  rather  on 
them  all  the  money  that  could  be  spared, 
than  that  large  sums  of  money  should  be 
spent  on  irrigation  works.  He  looked 
upon  these  two  railways  as  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  our  Indian  Empire,  which 
was  the  primary  consideration  of  our 
rule  in  the  East.  Whether  India  was  to 
pay  in  future  for  the  military  occupation 
of  Afghanistan  was,  however,  a  question 
for  serious  consideration.  Alluding  to 
the  present  position  of  our  troops  in  that 
country,  he  believed  that  some  time  would 
elapse  before  we  oould  leave  it  with 
honour.  As  regarded,  however,  the  more 
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immediate  question,  he  thought  it  was 
incumbent  upon  the  resources  of  India 
to  meet  the  expenses  that  had  been  in- 
curred for  the  punishment  of  those  who 
had  murdered,  or  had  been  implicated  in 
the  murder  of,  our  Envoy.  For  the  rea- 
sons he  had  given  he  was  unable  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 

General  Sib  aEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  had  hitherto  abstained  from 
publicly  discussing  the  questions  raised 
about  our  invasion  of  Afghanistan,  be- 
cause so  many  able  men  of  different 
shades  of  politics  treated  the  subject  as 
one  affeotmg  our  relations  with  Russia ; 
whereas,  in  his  judgment,  it  ought 
rather  to  have  been  looked  at  from  a 
financial  point  of  view.  Without  having 
a  good  state  of  finance,  it  was  contrary 
to  all  past  experience  to  carry  out  any 
policy  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  Be- 
lieving, then,  that  the  finances  of  India 
were  not  in  a  condition  to  bear  the  ex- 
penses of  a  great  war,  he  must  publicly 
avow  that  he  had  hitherto  been  opposed  to 
the  war  from  a  mere  pounds,  shillings,  and 
pence  view.  From  the  very  first  he  had 
told  his  friends  that  the  expense  of  the 
Afghan  War  would  be  far  greater  than 
was  anticipated,  and  the  views  he  had 
expressed  at  various  times  were  borne 
out  by  the  latest  accounts  of  expenditure. 
Moreover,  it  was  admitted  on  all  sides  that 
India  was  not  able  to  bear  the  whole  of 
the  charges  for  the  war.  He  was  sorry  to 
see,  by  the  last  telegraphic  despatch,  that 
the  war  expenditure  had  been  increased 
by  £1,000,000,  or  to  about  £19.255,000, 
being  £3,946,540  in  excess  of  the  mili- 
tary expenditure  of  India,  1875-6,  the 
last  year  in  which  that  charge  had  re- 
mained unaffected  by  our  preparations 
against  Russian  aggression.  This  large 
excess  of  charge,  of  course,  was  occasioned 
by  the  great  expense  of  the  troops  now 
employed  in  Afghanistan.  With  50,000 
men,  of  whom  20,000  were  Europeans, 
now  engaged  in  or  under  orders  for 
the  Afghanistan  War,  it  was  clear 
that  the  annual  cost  of  carrying  on 
that  war  could  not  be  less  than  from 
£6,000,000  to  £7,500,000  sterling. 
These  statements,  ho  admitted,  rested 
upon  his  own  responsibility ;  but  still  he 
had  a  good  knowledge  of  the  course  that 
expenditure  must  assume.  There  was 
no  analogy  between  the  present  and  the 
first  Afghan  War ;  for,  on  that  occasion. 
Native  troops  formed  the  gpreatest  por- 
tion of  the  Force.    No  one  oould  study 


the  figured  statements  of  the  military 
expenditure  of  India  during  the  last  few 
years  without  being  alarmed  at  the 
annually-increasing  outlay.  In  1875-6, 
as  already  stated,  the  military  charges 
amounted  to  £15,308,460.  In  the  year 
1876-7  following,  the  increase  was 
nearly  £500,000— namely,  £15,792,112. 
In  the  year  1877-8  the  charge  was 
£16,639,761,  or  more  than  one  and  a 
third  millions  above  that  of  1875-6.  In 
the  year  1 878-9,  the  accountsof  which  were 
not  yet  closed,  the  military  charge  was 
estimated  at  £16,948,190.  In  1879-80, 
the  first  estimate  was  for  £18,255,000; 
but,  by  the  recently-received  telegraph, 
this  has  been  increased  to  £19,255,000 ; 
so  that  in  four  years  the  excess  of  mili- 
tary expenditure  had  been  £7,401,223 
over  that  which  would  have  been  in- 
curred if  the  standard  expenditure  of 
1875-6  had  not  been  departed  from. 
Further  than  that,  no  one  could  guess 
when  this  excess  of  cost  would  cease,  be- 
cause we  could  not  say  when  we  should  be 
able  to  retire  with  safety  from  Afghan- 
istan. It  was  impossible  even  to  guess  the 
extent  of  complications,  because  retire- 
ment from  a  position  once  taken  up  was 
always  attended  with  danger  in  the  East. 
We  had  already  occupied  Candahar,  and 
would  possibly  have  to  extend  our  march 
to  Herat,  and  he  could  not  conceive  a  time 
when  it  would  be  possible  to  retire  from 
Candahar.  Believing,  then,  that  the 
finances  of  India  could  not  bear  the  strain 
of  the  war,  he  therefore  cordially  sup- 
ported the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  in 
his  demand  that  the  Government  should 
declare  whether  or  not  they  intended  to 
make  India  pay  the  whole  cost  of  this 
war.  If  the  expectations  of  an  Indian 
surplus  for  the  present  year  were  real- 
izea — and  he  would  quite  admit  that, 
from  the  latest  despatch,  the  Revenue  of 
India  had  increased  very  considerably — 
yet  the  expenditure  had  increased  in  a 
similar  proportion.  His  contention  was 
that  if  this  expenditure  for  war  in  Af- 
ghanistan had  not  been  incurred  here, 
a  better  use  could  have  been  made  of  the 
money.  In  the  two  last  years  of  which 
the  accounts  had  been  rendered — namely, 
1876-7  and  1877-8,  the  charges  exceeded 
the  Revenue  by  £5,765,865,  in  addi- 
tion to  which  the  capital  laid  out  on 
public  works  extraordinary  amounted  to 
£8,600,336.  The  question,  indeed,  of 
the  finances  of  India  was  one  of  sur- 
passing importance.    The  A  siatios  would 
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bear  much  oppression  in  various  w^ays ; 
but  the  point  at  which  they  raised  the 
strongest  objection  was  when  increased 
taxation  bore  heavily,  as  it  now  did, 
on  the  people  of  India ;  and  it  was  ob- 
vious that  with  an  excess  of  charge  of 
£14,366,201  in  the  two  years  for  which 
the  accounts  had  been  closed,  India 
could  not  meet  the  war  liabilities  without 
increased  taxation.  So  far  from  resort- 
ing to  this  resource,  he  would  urge,  there- 
fore, that  relief  should  be  given  to 
India  in  the  matter  of  taxation,  and, 
rather  than  defray  the  cost  of  this  war, 
it  would  be  politic  for  England  to  come  to 
the  aid  of  India.  The  House  should  re- 
collect that  since  1852  not  a  single  war 
had  been  undertaken  in  connection  with 
India  unless  for  Imperial  considerations. 
Only  a  part  of  the  charges  for  these 
several  wars  had  hitherto  fallen  on 
England ;  and  as  this  war  against  Af- 
ghanistan was  clearly  the  outcome  of 
our  complications  in  Europe,  therefore 
the  chief,  if  not  the  entire,  cost  should 
be  borne  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and 
not  by  India. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  rather  anxious  to  hear  what  the 
Government  had  to  say  on  the  subject 
before  committing  himself  to  any  opi- 
nion thereon.  There  were  one  or  two 
points,  however,  on  which  he  might; 
make  a  few  suggestions.  He  was  not  at 
all  clear  whether  the  Government  were 
really  within  the  law  in  cl^arging  the 
expenditure  in  Afghanistan  to  the  In- 
dian Eevenue.  The  House  was  aware 
that  the  law  most  distinctly  laid  down 
that  no  expenditure  beyond  the  Indian 
Frontier  could  be  charged  to  India  with- 
out the  consent  of  Parliament.  In  the 
last  Afghan  War  that  sanction  was  ac- 
corded by  Parliament.  But  they  were 
told  that  that  war  had  been  concluded 
by  a  peace.  Such,  at  least,  was  the  de- 
claration of  the  Government.  At  all 
events,  he  deemed  it  a  question  whether 
the  new  expedition  into  Afghanistan  did 
not  require  anew  the  sanction  of  the 
House  before  any  part  of  the  expenditure 
could  be  charged  to  India.  He  should 
be  glad  to  know,  too,  whether,  if  it  was 
a  new  war,  the  Government  considered 
that  Afghanistan  had  been  brought 
within  Sie  Indian  Frontier?  There 
was  another  point  on  which  he  would 
like  some  explanation,  and  that  was 
whether  the  Government,  in  carrying  on 
the  railways  that  had  been  alluded  to 
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towards  Quettah,  had  had  the  expendi- 
ture sanctioned  by  the  authorities  autho- 
rized to  sanction  such  undertakings.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  by  law 
the  Expenditure  of  India  and  the  con- 
trol over  the  same  were  intrusted,  not 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  but   to  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council.     Of  course 
that  applied  to  direct  expenditure.     No 
doubt,  the  Governor  General  of  India 
could  not  be  prevented  from  making 
war,  nor  could  the  Secretary  of  State  be 
prevented  from  directing  him  to  make 
war ;  but  he  (Sir  George  Campbell)  had 
never  understood  that  the  doc^ne  could 
be  carried  to  this  extent — that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  or  the  Gt)vemor  General 
could  make  a  railway  out  of  the  Be- 
venues  of  India  without  the  sanction  of 
the  Council  of  India.     He  believed  it 
was  a  very  good  thing  to  carry  these  rail- 
ways  to  Quettah,  if  not  to  other  places ; 
but  he  wanted   to    know  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  authorized  their 
construction  as  far  as  Candahar,  and 
especially  whether  the-  expenditure  had 
been  sanctioned  by  the  legal  custodians 
of   the    Bevenue?    He  gathered  that 
the  authorities  at  the  India  Office  knew 
nothing  whatever  on  the  subject.     He 
always  thought  that  the  estimates  for 
the  Afghan  War  had  been  far  below 
what  the  real  cost  would  be,  and  he  had 
taken  a  good  deal  of  trouble  to  ascer- 
tain the  views  of  competent  military 
authorities    on    the    subject;    and    he 
warned  the  Government  that  they  had 
in  no  degree  realized  the  amount  and 
character  of  the  expenditure  which  must 
be  incurred  if  it  was  necessary,  as  stated 
in  Her  Majesty's  most  ^acious  Speech, 
to  maintain  our  troops  S>r  some  tune  in 
Afghanistan.  Every  military  man  would 
tell  them  that  the  present  Army  could 
not  carry  on  much  longer.    The  Native 
Army  had   already   been  overworked, 
and  we  scarcely  realized  how  small  the 
really  efficient  portion  of  that  Army  was. 
Although  we  nad  a  Native  Army  of 
120,000  men  on  paper,  a  small  propor- 
tion were  fit  for  foreign  service,  and  that 
proportion  had  excessive  work  imposed 
upon  it.    A  portion  of  that  Army — 7,000 
strong — had  been  brought  to  Malta,  and 
thoy  had  been  told  recently  by  a  writer,  not 
difficult  to  recognize  as  an  official  scribe 
of  the  Government  of  India,  with  what 
joy  and  rapture  the  people  of  India  con- 
templated their  departure  to  Europe. 
That  statement  was  too  ridiculous  and 
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contemptible  to  call  for  remark  ;  but  he 
would  admit  that  the  scheme  of  bring- 
ing these  troops  to  Europe  was  carried 
out  in  a  very  creditable  and  successful 
manner.  But  he  would  have  them  bear 
in  mind  that  these  troops  were  among 
the  most  efficient  in  the  Native  Army, 
and  that  it  was  necessary  to  pay  them 
well  for  their  services.  Since  that  ex- 
pedition, they  had  been  employed  in 
large  numbers  in  Afghanistan,  and  also 
in  the  Eastern  Frontier  of  India,  and 
he  ventur&d  to  tell  the  House  that  that 
was  a  considerable  matter.  In  the  opi- 
nion of  all  military  men,  we  could  not 
continue  to  employ  them]  without  relief, 
without  the  gravest  danger  of  discon- 
tent, if  not  something  worse.  If  the 
Government  did  not  make  up  its  mind 
to  withdraw  from  Afghanistan,  it  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  largely  to  in- 
crease the  Native  Army,  if  only  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  the  men.  They 
could  not  always  bear  up  against  such 
arduous  duties. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  if  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Faw- 
cett)  was  merely  to  raise  a  discussion 
and  enable  him  and  his  Friends  to  press 
their  views  on  the  Government,  no  com- 

Elaint  could  be  properly  made  against 
im ;  but,  certainly,  the  Government 
would  have  a  right  to  complain  if  he 
pressed  his  Amendment  to  a  division, 
and  asked  the  House  to  find  fault  with 
them  simply  because,  as  prudent  and 
reasonable  men,  they  haa  wisely  ab- 
stained ^m  binding  themselves  to  a 
conclusion  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses- 
sion as  to  what  proportion  of  charge 
should  fall  upon  India  for  the  expenses 
of  a  war  in  Afghanistan  which  had  not 
yet  been  concluded.  He  thought  it  was 
a  little  hard  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  to  blame  the  Government  for 
having  abstained  from  pronouncing  any 
final  determination  on  that  matter.  With 
regard  to  the  reniark  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell), 
that  the  expenses  of  the  present  Afghan 
War  could  not  be  a  legal  charge  upon 
the  Bevenue  of  India,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  to  some  extent  in 
error.  That,  of  course,  entirely  de- 
pended upon  the  question  whether  the 
present  war  was  independent  and  sepa- 
rate, or  a  mere  continuation  of  the  war 
which  broke  out  in  1878.  It  was  said 
the  Government  had  stated  that  the  war 
of  1878  had  been  brought  to  a  conclu- 


sion. Everyone  thought  it  had  been 
brought  to  a  conclusion.  If  people  said 
that  war  had  come  to  an  end,  it  did  not 
follow  that  a  continuance  of  that  war 
was  the  undertaking  waging  a  new  war. 
He,  however,  presumed  such  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  from  the 
fact  that  they  had  not  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  summon  Parliament  last  autumn 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  its  sanction. 
As  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  with  reference  to  the 
necessity  of  increasing  the  Indian  Army, 
he  would  observe  that  there  were  con- 
tingent troops  in  the  protected  States; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  if  a  caU  were 
made  by  the  Indian  Government  upon 
the  Princes  of  those  States,  those  con- 
tingent troops  might  be  made  available. 
No  doubt,  when  the  war  was  ended,  the 
Government  would  come  down  to  the 
House  and  state  the  expenses  and  be 
prepared  to  give  reasons  for  any  ap- 
portionment they  might  think  it  right  to 
make ;  but  at  present  the  question  raised 
by  the  Ameninent  was  not  ripe  for  the 
decision  either  of  the  Government  or  of 
the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  said, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  had  last  spoken  (Mr. 
Gorst)  misapprehended  somewhat  the 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney (Mr.  Fawcett),  who  had  intimated 
that  if  the  Government  made  a  state- 
ment in  accordance  with  his  well-known 
desire  that  those  charges  should  not  be 
borne  bv  India  he  would  be  satisfied, 
and  would  not  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division.  He  said  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment would,  before  the  English  Budget 
was  brought  in  and  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  year  concluded,  g^ve  an 
opportunity  to  him  to  express  his  views 
upon  the  subject  he  would  be  quite 
satisfied.  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
thought  that  that  was  a  very  reasonable 
demand.  If  the  matter  were  to  be 
introduced  after  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  year  had  been  completed, 
the  Government  might  say — **0h,  but 
it  is  too  late  to  open  the  question  now." 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  and  his 
Friends  only  now  wanted  to  enter  their 
caveat  before  it  was  too  late.  He  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  would  not  go  into 
the  whole  question;  but  there  were 
some  views  upon  the  subject  of  Afghan- 
istan which  he  should  like  to  submit 
to  the  consideration  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.  One  great  difficulty  he  had 
always  found  in  criticizing  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  was  to  hit  upon 
exactly  the  style  in  which  they  liked  to 
be  criticized.  The  style  that  he  had 
attempted  had  not  been  favourably  ac- 
cepted by  Members  of  the  Government ; 
but  at  last  he  had  found  a  solution  of 
the  question  which  he  was  sure  would 
be  satisfactory  to  them.  He  was  going 
to  offer  some  remarks  to  them  on  the 
subject  of  Afghanistan  in  language  to 
the  style  of  which  they  could  offer  no 
objection.  After  he  had  read,  in  lan- 
guage far  better  than  his  own,  the  ex- 
pression of  sentiments  which  were  those 
he  held,  he  would  tell  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  was  the  author  of  those  senti- 
ments, and  that  on  the  occasion  of  a 
former  Afghan  War,  when  the  circum- 
stances were  similar  to  those  attend- 
ing the  present  one,  the  following  lan- 
guage was  employed : — 
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"  According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
internal  state  of  India  previous  to  the  invasion 
of  Afghanistan  was  of  a  very  peculiar  kind. 
According  to  him  there  was  an  indefinable  rest- 
lessness in  the  public  mind,  a  strange  uneasi- 
ness, a  singular  and  alarming  looking  forward 
to  something  they  knew  not  what,  an  apprehen- 
sion of  something  unknown,  a  mysterious  con- 
viction, foimded  on  no  facts,  authorized  by  no 
events,  that  *  the  star  of  England  was  no  longer 
in  the  ascendant,'  and  it  was  necessary,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  assured  us,  that  this  expedition 
should  be  undertaken  in  order  to  re-establish 
the  confidence  of  the  people  of  India  in  our 
'  star.'  He  told  us  that  we  had  quite  succeeded 
in  producing  the  desired  effect.  .  .  .  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  inform  us  to- 
night how  the  *  confidence  in  our  star,'  which, 
according  to  him,  is  the  foundation  of  our 
Indian  Empire,  stands  since  the  re-capture  of 
Ghuznce.  He  really  did  hope  that  in  those 
hard,  dry,  matter-of-fact.  Income-tax  days, 
statesmen  would  be  prepared  to  offer  some  more 
substantial  reasons  for  their  policy  than  the 
expediency  of  restoring  *  confidence  in  their 
star.'  "—[3  Hatitardy  cxiv.  448.] 

The  same  authority  on  which  he  was 
relying  further  said— 

''  If  he  believed  that '  confidence  in  our  star ' 
alone,  or  principally,  constitut(Ml  the  tenure  on 
which  we  held  India,  he  should  despair  of  hold- 
ing that  country  for  any  consideraolo  period." 
— [/^fVf,  449.] 

Then  he  proceeds  to  say,  and  he  asked 
the  attention  of  the  Under  Secretary  to 
it— 

**  He  would  take  the  liberty  of  mentioning  to 
ih6  House,  what,  in  his  opinion,  were  the  ele- 
ments of  our  Indian  tenure.    He  did  not  be- 

Sir  WtlUam  Harcouri 


lieve  that  we  should  be  deprived  of  that  Empire 
either  by  internal  insurredion  or  by  the  foreign 
invasion.  If  over  we  lost  India,  it  would  be 
from  financial  causes.  It  would  be  lost  by  the 
pressure  of  circumstances,  which  events,  like 
the  war  in  Afghanistan,  were  calculated  to  bring 
it  about  by  exhausting  the  resources  of  the 
country  in  military  expeditions,  and  by  our  conse- 
quent mability  to  mamtain  those  great  establish, 
ments  which  were  necessary  to  the  ^litical 
system  that  we  had  formed  and  settled  in  Hin- 
dostan."— [/Jirf.  449-60.] 

Those  were  his  own  sentiments,  and  he 
hoped  the  languaee  in  which  they  were 
expressed  was  satisfactory. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  for  the  date  of 
them? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  would 
tell  the  date  presently.  And  now  for 
the  reasons  given  for  the  invasion  of 
Afghanistan — 

**  There  must  have  been  some  reason  to  induce 
us  to  invade  regions  which  had  baffled  the 
greatest  conquerors,  some  reason  for  brining 
about  a  state  of  affairs  which  forced  the  right 
hon.^  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Gk>vemment 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  pro- 
priety of  seriously  taking  into  consideration  the 
state  of  our  Indian  finances."— [JiJiV/.  466.] 

The  speech  next  went  on  to  say — 

"  The  late  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  those  for- 
tunate Gentlemen  who  proclaimed  war  without 
reason  and  prosecuted  it  without  responsibility, 
would  hAvo  an  opportunity  to-night  of  throwing 
some  light  upon  those  circumstances;  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  to-night  of  telling 
us  why  that  war  was  entered  into.  Would  they 
tell  us  that  it  was  necessary  to  create  a  barrier 
for  our  Indian  Empire  F  When  he  looked  at 
the  gcog^phical  position  of  India,  he  found  an 
Empire  separated  on  the  east  and  west  ^m  any 
Power  of  importance  by  more  than  2,000  miles 
of  neutral  territory,  bounded  on  the  north  by  an 
impassable  range  of  rocky  mountains,  and  on  the 
south  by  10,000  miles  of  ocean.  He  wanted  to 
know  how  a  stronger  barrier,  a  more  efficient 
frontier,  could  be  secured  than  this  which  they 
possessed,  which  nature  seemed  to  have  marked 
out  as  the  limit  of  a  great  empire.  But  they 
wanted  a  barrier.  A  barrier  against  whomP 
Who  was  the  unknown  foe  against  whom  we 
waged  these  mysterious  wars,  to  baffle  whom  we 
attacked  chieftains  who  were  not  our  enemies, 
invaded  countries  with  which  we  had  no  quarrel, 
incurred  ruinous  expenditure,  experienced  ap- 
palling disasters  ?  The  foe  could  not  be  Kussia." 
•        •••••• 

"Oh!  then  it  was  Russia.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Palmerston)  did  want  a  barrier  against 
Kussia — with  the  noble  Lord's  peculiar  views  he 
was  not  surprised  at  this.  The  noble  Lord  had 
always  boon  suspicious  of  that  country.  Ho 
had  appealed  to  Europe  against  Russia.  He 
had  made  men  ambassadors  because  they  had 
written  pamphlets  ag^ainst  Russia.  He  had 
established  a  periodical  work  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  opening  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  £ng- 
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land  to  the  designs  of  Russia.  And  now  the 
noble  Lord  wanted  a  barrier  against  Bussia  for 
India.  But  was  India  violated  ?  If  they 
wanted  a  barrier  against  Russia  for  the  sake  of 
India,  they  wanted  a  barrier  against  Russia  for 
the  sake  of  England.  Was  England  to  be  in- 
active if  Russia  invaded  India  P  India  was  part 
of  England.  He  (Mr.  D' Israeli)  protested 
against  the  principle  that  if  our  empire  in  India 
was  menaced  by  Russia  the  struggle  was  to  be 
confined  to  Asia.'* — [Ibid.  455-6.] 

There  was  another  passage  which  he 
would  commend  to  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India — 


"  If  all  this  were 
this  expedition  had 
Russia,  if  this  were 
the  late  President  of 
it  was  necessary  to 
Europe — ^he  should 
grounds  the  people 
to  do  what  a  great 
few  nights  bank  as 
456.] 


true — if  it  were  true  that 

been  undertaken  to  check 

explained  the  expression  of 

the  Board  of  Control,  that 

produce  a  moral  effect  on 

like    to    know    on    what 

of   England  could  refuse 

authority  had  expressed  a 

*  paying  the  bill.*^'-[/^irf. 


These  sentiments  were  expressed  in  ex- 
cellent language,  and  he  would  be  ex- 
tremely glad  to  hear  the  reply  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  them.  Again  the 
speaker  said — 

"The  noble  Lord's  system  appeared  to  be 
this  : — *  I  am  the  Minister  of  a  powerful  coun- 
try, and  I  can  always  extricate  myself  from  any 
difficulties  by  force.'  Now,  in  his  (Mr. 
D*  Israeli's)  opinion,  this  was  not  the  mode 
which  should  be  employed  by  the  head  of  our 
diplomacy,  by  one  whose  arts  should  essentially 
be  the  arts  of  peace.  This  use  of  a  giant's 
strength  was  neither  generous  nor  politic.  This 
system  might  be  for  a  moment  successful.  It 
mi^ht  take  Ghazni  and  capture  Acre ;  but  the 
ultimate  effect  of  such  a  policy  must  be  to  em- 
barrass our  finances  and  rouse  against  us  the 
prejudices  and  passions  of  independent  states." 
—[Ibid.  459.] 

It  was  impossible,  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  considered,  to  express  more  accu- 
rately the  sentiments  entertained  by  the 
Opposition  with  regard  to  the  Afghan 
War,  and  he  trusted  he  had  at  last 
found  a  style  in  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  criticized.  The  language  he 
had  just  quoted  was  the  language  of  the 

E resent  Prime  Minister.  It  was  the 
mguage  of  Mr.  Disraeli  in  speaking  of 
the  late  Afghan  War,  and  they  were  the 
sentiments  which  he  himself  felt  with 
regard  to  the  present  Afghan  War. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  oblige  him 
with  the  Tolume  of  Hansard  from  which 
he  had  been  reading. 


Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  said, 
he  did  not  suppose  the  hon.  Gentleman 
required  to  learn  from  Mansard  the  drift 
of  the  last  Afghan  War.  They  knew 
that  even  at  the  India  Office.  He  was 
glad,  therefore,  to  see  the  Under  Secre- 
tary was  going  himself  to  reply  to  the 
statement  of  the  present  Premier.  When 
those  statements  were  so  expressed — 
accurately  and  eloquently  expressed — 
they  deserved  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  also  thought  they  were 
well  worthy  of  and  would  command  the 
consideration  of  the  people  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  would 
at  once  admit  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  had  strictly  ad- 
hered to  the  line  he  laid  down  for  him- 
self at  the  opening  of  his  important  and 
interesting  speech,  that  he  would  avoid 
any  subject  of  controversy.  He  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  was  afraid,  however,  he  could 
not  say  so  much  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Sir 
William  Harcourt).  He  would  only  say 
this  as  to  the  excellent  quotation  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  just 
read — that  he  could  only  explain  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  conduct  in 
this  way — Shaving  discovered  it,  he  was 
so  dreadfully  afraid  of  other  Members 
making  use  of  it  that  he  could  not  lose 
a  single  instant,  but  dragged  it  in  on  a 
subject  to  which  it  did  not  in  any  way 
relate.  But,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  used  the  quotation,  he 
should  like  to  ask  him  what  happened 
in  1842,  when  the  noble  Lord  now  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  made  that 
most  powerful  and  effective  speech.  Did 
the  Government  of  that  aay  contri- 
bute a  single  shilling  to  the  expenses  of 
the  last  Afghan  War?  Not  a  single 
penny.  The  expenses  of  the  war  were 
paid  by  India  without  any  protest  from 
persons  in  the  position  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  He  really  did  not, 
however,  want  to  detain  the  House  by 
dealing  with  matters  of  controversy; 
everybody  must  be  perfectly  aware  that 
the  circumstances  had  entirely  changed 
since  the  date  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  referred.  We 
must  consider  the  question,  and  decide 
our  course  with  regard  to  the  contribu- 
tions, if  any,  which  England  might  make 
towards  the  expenses  of  the  Afghan 
War,  under  the  altered  circumstances  of 
the  case.    The  hon.  Member  for  Haok- 
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nej  laid  down  some  excellent  finemcial  I 
principles,  which  he  (Mr.  B.  Stanhope) 
appreciated  very    highly  indeed.      He 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
tinue with  his  usual  force  to  press  them 
upon  the  House  on  every  convenient  oc- 
casion.    But  when  he  came  to  his  legal 
principles,  he  must  say  that  neither  the 
hon.  Member,  nor  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell),  were 
very  happy  in  their  references  to  the 
55th  clause  of  the  Government  of  India 
Act.     First  of  all,  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy. 
He  said — '*  I  want  to  know,  if  this  is 
a  new  war,   why  you  did  not  obtain 
the  assent  of  Parliament,  in  accordance 
with  the  Government  of  India  Act?" 
His  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope's)  answer  to  that 
was  that  it  did  not  matter,  because,  if 
it  was  an  old  war,  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament was  already  obtained  in  1878; 
while,  if  it  was  regarded  as  a  new  war, 
then  he  did  not  think  any  Member  of 
that  House  would  venture  to   dispute 
that  under  the  Government  of  India  Act 
the  consent  of  Parliament  was  not  re- 
quired in  the  case  of  sudden  and  urgent 
necessity.     Again,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  maintained  that  England  was 
compelled  by  law  to  make  some  contri- 
bution to  the  expense  of  the  war ;  but  all 
that  the  Act  said  was  that  before  the  Re- 
venues of  India  could  be  applied  to  the 
purposes  of  an  external  war  the  sanction 
of  Parliament  must  be  obtained.     The 
Government  did  obtain  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  in  December  1878,  and  they 
then  said  they  would  reserve  for  future 
consideration — when    events    had     de- 
veloped themselves — what  course  they 
ought  to  take  with  regard  to  the  inci- 
dence  of  that  expenditure.     Last  year 
application  was  made  to  them  by  the 
Government  of  India  for  assistance  in 
the  peculiar  circumstances    they  wore 
placed  in,  owing  to  the  very  great  de- 
preciation of  the  value   of  silver,   and 
they  asked  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  a  loan  of  £2,000,000  without  in- 
terest,  in    order   that  they   might  be 
able  to    reduce   for  the    current  year 
the  drawings  that  were  necessary.  After 
fiill  consideration.    Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment agreed  to  grant  that  loan  to 
India  without  interest.     In  the  course 
of  the  debate  on  that  loan,  it  was  urged, 
on  the  one  hand,  that  we  should  contri- 
bute a  much  larger  share  towards  the 
expenses   of  the  war.     On  the  other 
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hand,   some  hon.  Members,  including 
the    hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
John  Lubbock),  thought  that  we  should 
look  on  the  Eastern  complications  as  a 
whole,   that  our  main   interest  in  the 
Eastern  Question  was  the  maintenance 
of  our  route  to  India,   that  England 
had  made  considerable  sacrifices  in  the 
maintenance  of  that  route,  and  that,  so 
far  from  having  contributed  too  little, 
it  might  be  urged  that  England  had 
paid  too  large  a  proportion  of  the  whole 
charge.     The  House  approved  of  the 
course  adopted  by  the  Government.  There 
had  since  been  a  renewal  of  hostilities ; 
but  what  Her  Majesty's  Government 
complained  of  in  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  was  that  it  was 
altogether   premature.     His  hon.   and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  had  put  the  case  very 
clearly  when  he  said  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  arrive  at  a  definite 
conchision  in  the  absence  of  further  in- 
formation, and  that  it  would  be  hard  to 
blame  the  Government  because,  in  the 
absence  of  that  information,  they  refused 
to  come  to  any  absolute  conclusion.  They 
knew  that  hostilities  had  been  renewed, 
and  that  further  expenses  had  been  in- 
curred ;  but  the  new  facts  in  relation  to 
that  expenditure  were  not  yet  in  their 
possession.     He  believed  he  was  right 
in  sayinff  that  before  many  weeks — he 
might  almost  say  before  many  days — 
were  over,  they  would  have  the  figures 
of  the  Indian  Budget  at  hand.     They 
certainly  hoped  before  the  end  of  the 
month  to  have  an  estimate  of  all  that 
had  been  spent  or  was  likely  to  be  spent 
up  to  the  end  of  the  financial  year  on 
the  war  in  Afghanistan,  with  a  good 
estimate  of  what  the  probable  expendi- 
ture would  be  in  the  future.     When 
they  had  obtained  that  information  the 
Government  would  thoroughly  consider 
the  whole  position,  and  see  how  they 
stood  in  that  matter ;  and  he  hoped  that 
there  would  be  ample  time  to  do  so  be- 
fore the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
introduced    the    English  Budget.     He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  mode 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
had  brought  the  question  forward  was 
rather  calculated  to  weaken  his  own  case, 
because  he  alleged  that  as  the  campaign 
in  Afghanistan  which  resulted  in  the 
Treaty  of  Gundamak  was  undertaken 
entirely  for  Imperial  purposes  and  was 
the  outcome  of  European  complications, 


V 


473    AfghmUtan — Expenses     [Febrxjabt  11,  1880] 


ofths  War. 


474 


therefore  England  ought  to  have  contri- 
buted a  large  sum  towards  its  cost ;  and 
he  went  on  to  say  that  as  the  renewal  of 
hostilities  had  occurred  England  ought 
to  contribute  to  the  cost  of  this  war  also. 
But  the  hon.  Member  must  surely  have 
felt  that  the  retort  mi^ht  be  made  to  him 
that  the  renewal  of  hostilities  had  not 
been  the  result  of  any  European  com- 
plication, but  the  consequence  of  the 
Envoy  of  the  Indian  Government  having 
been  treacherously  murdered  in  Cabul. 
He  would  not,  however,  press  that 
point,  because  he  did  not  desire  in  the 
least  to  prejudge  the  question  before 
them.  He  was  quite  sure  that  when  the 
Government  came  to  consider  it,  they 
would  wish,  on  the  one  hand,  to  be  just, 
and  even  liberal,  to  India,  and  would  be 
anxious,  on  the  other  hand,  to  bear  in 
mind  the  great  principle  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney,  which  could  not 
be  too  often  borne  in  mind — namely, 
that  India  should  not  be  made  a  financial 
burden  to  this  country.  He  believed 
it  would  be  the  greatest  misfortune 
to  India  if  it  could  be  said  that  she 
was  becoming  a  financial  burden  to 
England,  and  that,  therefore,  England 
must  cast  her  off.  Now,  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  asked  for  in  his 
Amendment  was  a  sort  of  vague  an- 
nouncement to  the  Government  of  India 
that  when  the  proper  time  came  England 
was  prepared  to  pay  a  certain  proportion 
of  the  expenditure  they  incurred.  Could 
any  more  dangerous  step  be  taken  than 
that  ?  Why,  if  his  noble  Friend  Lord 
Lytton  and  Sir  John  Strachey  really 
entertained  any  of  those  grand  designs 
and  mischievous  schemes  which  were 
sometimes  imputed  to  them,  he  could 
not  imagine  that  they  would  desire  any- 
thing better  for  the  carrying  out  of 
those  projects  than  to  learn  that  they 
ii^ST^t  ^o  on  with  them  because  England 
would  oe  ready  to  provide  the  means 
for  their  execution.  Therefore,  in  now 
asking  the  House  to  reject  the  Amend- 
ment, he  only  desired  to  add  that  they 
did  not  by  that  course  in  any  way  pre- 
judge the  question,  but  only  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  Amendment  was 
premature,  and  that  they  must  postpone 
their  decision  on  that  subject  until  they 
had  received  further  information. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  he  was 
glad  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
waa  now  present  to  supplement  the  re- 


marks made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  as  it 
would  be  unfortunate  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  give  some  further 
assurances  on  the  subject.  He  (Mr. 
Forster)  hoped  that  he  might  be  allowed 
to  re-state  the  appeal  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  at  the  close  of  his 
remarks.  He  said  he  did  not  think  the 
present  was  the  time  to  open  up  a  dis- 
cussion upon  the  expenditure  now  being 
incurred,  nor  upon  the  Frontier  policy  of 
the  Government  in  India.  In  that  he 
(Mr.  Forster)  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  that  any  such  debate  at 
E resent  would  have  been  premature ; 
ut,  on  the  other  hand,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  it  was  not  only  his  own  opinion,  but 
that  of  many  hon.  Members,  that  this 
was  a  question  which  would  have  to  be 
again  considered  by  the  House,  and  that 
before  long.  Perhaps  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  in  consequence  of  cer- 
tain rumours,  on  very  high  authority, 
and  the  answers  given  in  this  place  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  and  the 
Prime  Minister  in  **  another  place  "  yes- 
terday, it  became  all  the  more  necessary 
that  the  House  should  very  soon  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  espjBcially  as  regarded 
their  North-Western  Frontier  in  India. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  had  stated  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  him  an  assurance  that 
they  would  lay  their  views  on  this  ques- 
tion of  India  paying  part  or  the  whole 
of  the  expenditure  connected  with  the 
war  before  the  House  before  the  English 
Budget  was  produced,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  But  from  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, it  appeared  that  it  was  still  doubt- 
ful whether  the  Government  had  or  had 
not  decided  whether  this  country  should 
be  partly  included  in  meeting  the  ex- 
penditure. He  (Mr.  Forster)  did  not 
think,  however,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  press  the  Government  to  a  deci- 
sion then ;  but  his  request  that  the 
House  should  know  what  was  the  view 
of  the  Government  before  the  English 
Budget  was  brought  in  was  one  which 
must  commend  itself  to  every  hon. 
Member.  He  understood  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  hold  out 
the  hope  that  the  House  should  be  in- 
formed of  the  views  of  the  Government 
before  the  introduction  of  tho  Budget ; 
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year  the  question  of  whether  financial 
assistance  should  be  given  to  India 
should  be  brought  under  its  notice,  and 
it  should  have  the  opportunitv  of  con- 
sidering whether,  in  the  financial  arrange- 
ments for  this  year,  it  would  be  right  to 
make  any  provision  in  regard  to  Indian 
expenditure.  At  the  present  moment, 
as  they  had  been  reminded  by  his  hon. 
Friena  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  they  were  not  in  possession  of  the 
actual  financial  position  of  the  Indian 
Government  or  of  the  expense  which  had 
been  incurred,  and  for  that  reason,  if  for 
no  other,  it  would  be  premature  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  on  the  subject  at  pre- 
sent. But  ne  thought  that  probably  the 
undertaking  which  he  reaaily  gave  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  House 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
that  question  before  it  bound  itself  in 
any  way  to  the  financial  arrangements 
of  this  year  would  be  sufficient,  and  that 
there  would  be  no  occasion  to  go  to  a 
division  on  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  was  entirely 
satisfied  with  the  assurance  which  had 
been  given  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  question 
before  the  Budget  was  introduced,  and 
would,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toiihdrawn, 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  O'DONNELL,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  following  Amendment  be  added 
to  the  Address : — 

"That  while  wasting  the  resonrces  and  strain- 
ing the  honour  of  the  State  in  unjust  aggressions 
abroad,  the  Ministry  have  endangered  the  peace 
and  neglected  the  interests  of  the  Country  at 
homo  :  lliat  when  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
advisers  was  called  during  last  Parliament  to  the 
approaching  distress  in  Ireland,  they  only  re- 
plied with  insulting  fnockery ;  and  that  when 
the  distress  deepened,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
afflicted  districts  sought  to  move  public  opinion 
by  peaceable  meetings,  the  Oovomnient  adopted 
an  attitude  of  provocation,  and  answered  the 
Petitions  of  the  starving  cultivators  by  arbi- 
trary arrests  and  displays  of  military  force: 
Tliat  the  Ministry  soeic  to  stir  up  evil  passions 
and  prejudices  between  the  English  and  Irish 
peoples  :  That  they  sedulously  describe  as  sedi- 
tious and  disloyal  the  Constitutional  endeavours 
of  the  Irish  representatives  to  establish  im- 
proved relations  between  Ireland  and  the  other 
portions  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  and  to 
Dring  about  a  better  distribution  of  the  legisla- 
tive work  which  now  ovorburthons  the  Imperial 
Ftoriiameni :  That  wh«n  any  Knglish  party  or 


English  politiciansseekto  promote  the  removal  of 
Irish  grievances,  they  are  denounced  by  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  to  the  prejudices  of  the  unthinking 
and  unreflecting  as  bad  patriots  and  enemies 
of  England,  and  there  can  no  longer  be  a  doubt 
that  this  policy  has  been  adopted  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  a  factious  and  calamitous  success 
at  the  approaching  General  Elections:  And 
that,  therefore,  in  face  of  such  misconduct,  we 
have  no  alternative  but  to  beseech  Her  Gracious 
Majesty  to  dismiss  from  Her  Councils  Her  pre- 
sent advisers,  in  order  to  prevent  the  further 
practice  of  abuses  more  dangerous  than  open 
treason  to  the  State," 

commenced  by  referring  to  the  misrepre- 
sentations of  the  pobcy  of  the  trish 
Party,  which  had  been  put  forward  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  and  said  he 
had  no  doubt  that  those  misrepresenta- 
tions were  put  forward  for  Party  pur- 
poses. Her  Majesty's  Government  nad 
raised  a  new  cry.  It  must  be  admitted 
that  they  were  sadlv  in  want  of  one. 
The  Government  haa  been  long  appeal- 
ing to  the  countiT,  for  some  years  past, 
on  the  ground  of  their  vigorous  deience 
of  the  interests  of  the  country ;  but  now 
they  knew  what  was  the  nature  of  that 
so-called  vigorous  defence,  and  of  the 
misfortunes  and  dangers  into  which  that 
policy  had  plunged  the  country.  He 
had  never  supported  either  the  policy  of 
the  Opposition,  or  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  certainly  no  man  without 
prejudice  could  approve  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government  on  the  grounds  either  of 
humanity  or  of  honour.  On  the  Eastern 
Question  the  Government  had  supported 
Turkey  in  a  policy  of  resistance  against 
Eussia,  and  then  made  an  underhand 
agreement  with  Count  Schouvaloff; 
while  at  the  moment  when  general  peace 
might  have  resulted  by  joining  in  the 
Councils  of  Europe,  they  made  a  surrep- 
titious agreement  with  Turkey  by  which 
they  obtained  Cyprus.  In  South  Africa, 
the  policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
attended  with  equally  unfortunate  re- 
sults. While  the  Govommont  were 
picking  a  quarrel  with  the  Transvaal, 
they  were  encouraging  Cetewayo,  whom 
thoy  subsequently  turned  upon  and 
hunted  down.  Previous  to  the  war  with 
the  Zulus,  great  outcries  wore  made 
against  the  Boors,  because  they  wore 
taking  the  Swazi  people  as  auxiliaries, 
on  the  ground  of  their  barbarity;  but 
now  the  U^ovomment  had  been  glad  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  services  of  those  name 
savages,  notwithstanding  their  barbari- 
ties. In  Afghanistan  the  action  of  the 
Qovemment  waa  to  be  loudly  oondenmedy 
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and  every  Indian  independent  organ  did 
emphatically  condemn  it  as  evincing  a 
policy  which  had  not  hesitated  to  con- 
fiscate even  the  fund  raised  as  a  safe- 
guard against  famine.  The  result  of 
3ie  policy  adopted  by  the  Government 
in  India  was  that  every  year  the  people 
were  becoming  poorer  and  poorer,  and 
were  gradually  sinking  into  poverty,  for 
which  he  did  not  blame  the  English  offi- 
cials BO  much  as  the  home  authorities,  who 
so  constantly  distracted  their  attention 
with  wars  beyond  the  Frontiers.  He  con- 
demned the  action  of  the  Government 
in  enlisting  under  their  banner  the  wild 
Afridis,  between  whom  and  the  Cabulees 
there  were  sanguinary  feuds,  and 
there  were  few  men  who  knew  India 
that  did  not  believe  that  if  an  escort 
of  White  men  had  been  sent  with  Ca- 
vag^ari  no  massacre  would  have  taken 
place.  Now  that  the  foreign  and 
colonial  policy  of  the  Government  was 
no  longer  a  sufficient  rallying  cry  for 
their  supporters,  they  had  raised  the 
cry  of  **  Down  with  the  Irish  people !  " 
and  even  English  Members  who  stretched 
out  their  hands  to  help  their  Irish 
brethren  were  condemned  without  ex- 
ception. He  would  defend  particularly 
the  policy  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Parnell),  for  it  was  this  policy 
which  was  alleged  by  the  supporters  of 
the  present  Administration  as  a  justifi- 
cation of  their  vigorous  attacks  and 
their  charges  upon  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  had  not  taken  any 
action  until  all  the  responsible  bodies 
representing  Irish  public  opinion  had  in 
vain  endeavoured  to  obtain  a  favourable 
response  from  the  Government.  The 
agitation  of  the  hon.  Member  was  a 
strictly  legal  and  constitutional  agi- 
tation, and  was  owing  to  the  dreadful 
state  of  a  country  abandoned  to  de- 
spair and  starvation,  to  all  appear- 
ance, by  the  scornful  and  despotic 
attitude  of  the  Administration.  Last 
year,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  seized 
an  early  opportunity  of  impressing 
upon  the  Government  the  necessity 
of  taking  measures  to  meet  the  severe 
agricultural  distress,  and  had  been  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford and  by  a  number  of  other  Irish 
Members.  The  only  reply  vouchsafed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  one  which 
could  not  in  any  way  bo  regarded  as 
satiaf  actory — indeed,  the  Irish  Members 

Hr.  (yj)onnell 


considered  that  it  had  hardly  come 
within  the  bounds  of  Parliamentary 
decorum.  He  found  in  the  Irish  papers 
of  the  3 1st  May  that  the  Catholic  clergy 
of  the  extensive  deanery  of  Westport — 
the  present  scene  of  tiie  most  terrible 
destitution — had  passed  a  resolution 
declaring  that  such  was  the  misery  in 
which  the  peasantry,  according  to  ihebt 
own  knowledge,  were  plung^,  that  it 
would-be  absolutely  impossible  for  those 
tenantiB  to  pay  the  full  extent  of  their 
rents  to  their  landlords  during  that  year. 
He  would  ask  the  House  \mether  any 
stronger  proof  of  destitution  could  be 
brought  forward  than  that  a  body  of 
Catholic  olergymen-7-the  recognized  and 
responsible  guardians  of  the  rights  of 

Sroperty  —  should  come  forward  and 
eclare  that  a  large  number  of  tenantry 
were  unable  to  pay  their  rents  in  conse- 
quence of  the  national  distress?  In 
the  Irish  Ihress  of  the  7th  June,  the 
Catholic  clergy  of  Claremorris,  in  the 
same  vicinity,  each  person  speaking  for 
his  own  parish,  declared  similarly  that 
such  was  the  destitution  of  the  country 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
tenantry  to  pay  their  rents  without  re- 
duction during  the  year.  In  the  Irish 
Press  of  the  21st  June,  Catholic  clergy- 
men of  Killaloe,  Dungarvan,  Oalway, 
and  elsewhere,  numbering  more  than 
200,  and  covering  a  space  of  territory 
from  North- West  right  down  to  South- 
East — the  whole  coast  of  Ireland,  and 
which  was  now  the  scene  of  the  gravest 
distress — all  these  infiexible  guardians 
of  the  public  weal  declared  publicly  that 
such  was  the  misery  of  their  people  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  tenantry 
to  pay  their  rents,  and  large  and  gener- 
ous reductions  must  be  made — that  the 
district,  in  fact,  was  on  the  verge  of 
ruin.  Were  not  these  testimonies  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ?  Similav  declarations  were 
made  in  the  National  Press  of  June  20, 
and  in  the  Irish  Press  of  the  5th  July ; 
and  among  the  other  evidences  of  the 
public  misery  he  would  cite  the  admirable 
letter  of  a  Galway  landlord,  Miss  Eyre 
of  Clifden  Castle,  stating  that  &11  over 
Connemara  there  were  already  scenes 
of  harrowing  misery,  and  corresponding 
announcements  subsequently  appeared. 
It  was  now  time  to  speak  explicitly  of 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment. 
Had  this  been  satisfactory — ^had  it  been 
generous — ^had  it  been  even  respectful  for 
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the  misery  of  the  Irish  people  ?  On  the 
23rd  June,  after  Westport,  after  Clare- 
morris,  Killaloe,  Dungarvan,  and  Galway 
had  spoken  out  on  the  public  misery,  he 
(Mr.  0*Donnell)  had  addressed  a  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for 
Ireland  as  to  the  state  of  amcultural 
distress  in  that  country,  and  whether 
the  Government  proposed  to  take  any 
steps  to  alleviate  it.  That  was  a  good 
opportunity  for  the  Government  to  act 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  revive  confi- 
dence in  their  intentions  and  kindly 
feeling.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  had  replied  that  he  had  no 
official  information — ^in  fact,  no  know- 
ledge at  all  —  of  the  clerical  expres- 
sions which  had  been  communicated 
to  him,  but  that  it  was  a  subject  of 
regret  to  the  Government  that  ag^cul- 
tural  distress  existed  in  many  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  it  was  a 
satisfaction  to  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Government  that  they  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  that  distress,  though  unhappily 
prevailing,  was  less  acutely  felt  in  Ire- 
land than  in  many  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom.  What  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  would 
ask,  were  witnessing  such  distress,  and 
had  caused  such  resolutions  to  be  passed 
by  persons  locally  in  the  best  position 
possible  for  knowing  the  whole  subject? 
There  was  to  be  a  discussion,  he  was 
loftily  informed,  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  for  appointing  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  agpriculture.  That 
was  the  way  he  was  answered  when 
pleading  for  people  who  were  approach- 
ing a  state  of  starvation ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  added  the  insulting 
flippancy  of  an  observation  that  **  at 
any  rate  the  Qt)vemment  were  not  going 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  reduction  of 
rents."  The  first  Circular  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposing  any  measures,  how- 
ever imworthy  and  inefiectual,  was 
dated  the  1 4th  November.  Accordingly, 
from  the  23rd  June  to  the  14th  Novem- 
ber— through  all  these  weary  and  miser- 
able months — the  Irish  people — and  the 
Irish  agitators,  if  hon.  Members  wished 
to  say  so— were  left  to  their  own  con- 
clusions as  to  the  reasons  held  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  withholding 
a  nngle  measure  of  relief  or  a  word  of 
sympathy  for  a  starving  people.  The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  the 
previous  night's  debate,  had  supplied 
the  House  with  a  reason  why  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  come  forward  pre- 
viously to  the  14th  November  to  speak  a 
word  of  hope  to  the  miserable  popula- 
tion. He  would  be  extremely  sorry  to 
utter  a  word  to  misrepresent  the  answer 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  to 
the  Irish  Deputies ;  but  hon.  Members 
present  would  be  able  to  correct  him  if 
he  should  inaccurately  re-produce  them. 
The  astounding  reason  why  the  Go- 
vernment had  kept  silence  even  in 
the  face  of  agitation,  why  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  had  kept  silence  even  in  the  face 
of  respectful  protestation,  why  they  had 
kept  silence  even  in  the  face  of  acknow- 
ledged misery,  was  that  they  were  afraid 
that  if  the  Irish  people  were  allowed  to 
believe  that  the  Administration  would 
come  promptly  forward  to  their  assist- 
ance with  measures  of  relief,  they 
would  consume  much  more  rapidly  any 
little  stores  they  had  in  hana.  They 
had  now  the  reason  why  the  Government 
preferred  to  allow  the  people  to  be 
plunged  into  despair,  and  to  be  exposed 
to  the  seductions  and  incitements  of  agi- 
tators— why  they  left  them  to  spin  out  as 
long  as  possible  the  miserable  remnant 
of  provisions  which  they  had  left.  He 
did  not  think  that  in  the  history  of  the 
British  Administration  of  Ireland  any 
words  could  be  quoted  of  such  uncon- 
scious brutality  as  those  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  previous 
night.  As  an  individual,  no  doubt,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  generous 
man — everything  an  Englishman  should 
be.  He  had  simply  expressed  the  policy 
of  the  Government ;  and  while  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  loftily  and  scornfully 
playful  with  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, the  friends  of  the  people  had  had 
to  relieve  their  distress  and  plead  their 
cause.  In  his  references  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland — he  was  sorry  to 
see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
chosen  this  time  to  leave  the  House — in 
his  references  to  the  ignorance,  both 
official  and  non-official,  so  ostentatiously 
displayed  by  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  did  not  especially  blame  him,  for  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  they 
were  not  disposed  to  take  too  seriously 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.  They  were  not  un- 
aware of  his  antecedents.  They  did  not 
know  that  he  had  made  any  noise  in  the 
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world ;  but  they  did  know  that  he  had 
made  curious  noises  in  that  House  on 
certain  occasions.  He  had  matriculated 
with  high  honours  in  the  imitation 
of  animal  sounds  department  of  Con- 
servative obstruction.  They  only  re- 
garded him  as  the  man — the  function- 
ary— the  Government  had  appointed  to 
f  reside  over  the  maladministration  of 
reland.  In  the  face  of  the  Government 
apathy  it  was  for  the  friends  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  themselves  to  be  up  and 
doing,  and  foremost  amongst  them  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath.  That  hon. 
Member  had  had  pressed  upon  him  the 
function  abdicatea  by  the  Government. 
He  had  had  forced  upon  him  the  duty 
neglected  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for 
Ireland,  and  he  had  to  come  forward — 
with  the  certainty  of  being  misrepre- 
sented— to  stand  in  the  gap  and  to 
lead  and  support  by  his  presence  and 
ability  the  agitation  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple. During  the  weeks  of  the  Famell 
agitation,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  denied 
that  any  illegitimate  or  illegal  sentiment 
had  been  put  forward,  or  that  they 
worked  for  anything  except  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  Irish  people.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Moath  and  nis  Colleagues  had 
been  exposed  to  much  calumny  in  the 
great  work  of  protecting  the  lives  of  the 
people.  The  policy  of  the  agitation  in  Ire- 
lana  was  two-fold.  In  the  first  place,  they 
supported  the  traditional  platform  of 
Irish  tenants,  they  demanded  fixity  of 
tenure  at  fair  rents,  and  they  demanded 
the  programme  of  the  Home  Eule  Party. 
Secondly,  they  laid  great  stress  on  the 
necessity  of  a  peasant  proprietary  in 
Ireland ;  but  it  was  false  to  say  that  they 
ever  proposed  confiscation  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Meath  simply  pro- 
posed the  purchase  of  the  land  by  the 
Government.  He  proposed  not  confisca- 
tion, but  purchase;  not  spoliation,  but 
the  process  of  law  and  a  constitutional 
arrangement.  There  was  not  the  least 
truth  in  the  statement  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  contemplated  auv 
measures  of  confiscation  in  Ireland.. 
Then,  what  was  the  defence  of  the  Go- 
vernment ?  They  said  that  they  did  not 
do  anything  sooner  from  the  fear  of 
encouraging  extravagance  amongst  the 
starving  population.  And  what  was  the 
action  of  the  landlords  ?  To  their  honour, 
be  it  said,  that  many  of  them  came  for- 
ward and  contributed  to  the  relief  of  Uie 
distress;  but,  as  a  rule,  there  was  no 
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voice  of  comfort  to  be  heard  amongst  the 
proprietors  of  the  land,  just  as  there  was 
no  voice  of  comfort  to  be  heard  from  the 
official  classes.  All  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  said  was  that  the  people 
who  could  not  pay  their  rent,  finding 
that  the  landlords  and  the  Gt)vemment 
were  silent,  would  be  justified  in  keep- 
ing their  rents  back  to  feed  their  child- 
ren ;  and  then,  when  the  law  turned  them 
out  on  to  the  roadways,  they  would  have 
a  few  miserable  shillings  or  pounds  to  go 
on  with.  What  was  there  immoral  or 
illegal  in  that  ?  If  the  premises  to  that 
argument  was  admitted,  the  conclusion 
could  not  be  denied.  The  arg^ument 
was  that  there  were  people  who  were 
not  able  to  pay  their  rent,  and 
who  knew  that  even  the  payment  of  part 
of  the  rent  would  not  save  them  m)m 
eviction.  Their  legal  obligation  had  its 
rights,  but  there  was  also  a  natural  law ; 
and  if  they  were  to  be  turned  upon  the 
roadside  mey  were  justified  in  keeping 
back  the  poor  pounas  and  shillings  they 
possessed.  Such  would  not  have  been 
the  case  had  the  Government  come  for- 
ward and  said  that  they  would  not  allow 
the  people  to  starve,  even  if  evicted. 
But  the  Government  was  dumb — it  was 
afraid  to  encourage  the  extravagance  of 
a  starving  people.  As  a  heroic  remedv, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  was  right  in 
saying  that  the  people  should  disregard 
the  law  which  strangled  them ;  and  if 
they  were  to  go  out  on  to  the  roadside  it 
should  be  with  something  in  their  pockets 
to  save  them  from  the  awful  doom  of  the 
Famine  of  1 847.  In  sayinff  that,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  and  his  Colleagues 
were  neither  traitors  to  their  Sovereign 
nor  rebels  to  the  laws.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  had  been  accused  of 
the  responsibility  of  an  armed  resistance 
— of  the  armed  resistance  of  the  bare 
hands  of  starving  women  to  the  serving 
of  notices  of  eviction!  Why  did  not 
some  Member  of  the  Government  come 
forward  and  say  to  the  landlords — ''  Al- 
though you  are  right  in  law,  do  not  press 
evictions  on  a  staKvinc;  population.'^  In 
one  village  the  chiloren  threw  them- 
selves at  the  feet  of  the  ministers  of  the 
law,  and  the  women  threw  themselves  in 
the  mud  and  implored  for  considera- 
tion. 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-mamnp. 
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OUN  UOENCE  ACT  (1870)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Alexander  Gobdox,  Bill 
to  amend  *<The  Gun  Licence  Act,  1870/' 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Albxandeb 
Gordon,  Mr.  Clabe  Head,  Mr.  M'Laoan,  and 
Mr.  Mabk  Stewabt. 

BilLpre$entedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  69.] 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DTJT7  AND  INCOME  TAX 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hubbard,  Bill  to  amend 
the  administration  of  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty  and  Income  Tax,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hubbabd,  Mt,  Sampson  Llotd,  Mr. 
loLiTHAM,  and  Sir  Chablbs  Fobstbr. 

BUipreunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  70.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 
ThuTBdayy  I2ih  Fehruary,  1880. 


MINTJTES.]— 5a<  Firet  in  Parliament— The 
Earl  of  Durham,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Pvbuc  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Workmen's 
Compoosation  ^  (6),  diecharged. 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Employers  Liability  (4). 

PBIYATB  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  this  House  will  not  receive  any 
petition  for  a  Private  Bill  after  Friday  the  12M 
day  of  March  next,  unless  such  Privato  Bill 
shall  have  been  approved  by  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion  of  the  Uigh  Court  of  Justice;  nor  any 
petition  for  a  Private  Bill  approved  by  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Jus« 
tico  after  Monday  tho  Zrd  day  of  May  next : 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judg^  upon  petitions  presented  to 
this  House  for  Private  Bills  after  Mottday  tho 
$rd  day  of  May  next : 

Ordered,  That  tho  said  orders  be  printed  and 
publiihedf  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
and  Westminster  HalL    (No.  6.) 

PERSIA  AND  HERAT. 
EXPLANATION  OF  STATEMENT. 

The  Earl  OF  BEACONSFIELD :  Mv 
Lords,  a  misconception  has  arisen  with 
respect  to  an  answer  which  I  gave  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granyille)  a 


few  evenings  ago  in  reference  to  com- 
munications which  have  been  going  on 
with  Persia.  I  do  not  think  there  was 
any  foundation  for  that  misconception ; 
but  it  is  a  subject  on  which  there  ought 
to  be  no  error.  I  therefore  wish  to  say 
now  that  what  I  desired  to  communicate 
to  your  Lordships — and  which  I  believe 
I  did  communicate — was  this — that  dur- 
ing the  measures  which  we  have  for  some 
time  been  taking  to  effect  the  settlement 
of  Afghanistan  we  received  communica- 
tions from  the  Persian  Government,  that 
those  communications  have  been  not  in- 
frequent, but  that  they  have  hitherto  led 
to  no  conclusion,  "mth  regard  to  the 
specific  statement  that  we  had  released 
the  Persian  Oovemment  from  their  en- 
gagement not  to  occupy  Herat,  that  is  an 
entire  misconception. 

EMPLOYERS  LIABILITY  BILL. 
{The  lord  Chancellor.) 

(no.  4.)      SEOOND  BSADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  before  the  measure  was 
carried  through  its  present  stage  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  with  reference  to 
further  proceedings  in  regard  to  it.  He 
had  stated  a  few  nights  ago  that  the  Go- 
verment  hoped  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
De  La  Warr),  who  had  another  Bill — an 
alternative  measure— on  the  same  subject 
down  for  second  reading  to-night,  would 
be  satisfied  with  giving  his  valuable  as- 
sistance in  the  labours  of  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  to  which  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  would  be  referred,  and  would 
not  ask  the  House  to  come  to  a  determi- 
nation on  the  question  of  the  second 
reading  of  his  measure.  He  could  assure 
the  noble  Earl  that  his  suggestion  did 
not  arise  from  a  desire  to  prevent  his 
noble  Friend  from  bringing  any  of  his 
propositions  before  the  Seled;  Committee. 
The  Government  were  anxious  that  every 
proposition  should  be  frdly  and  deliber- 
ately weighed  bv  the  Committee ;  and  if 
his  noble  Friena  would,  as  he  hoped  he 
would,  consent  to  serve  on  the  Committee, 
it  would  be  in  his  power  to  oppose  any 
clause  in  tho  Bill,  and  to  offer,  by  way 
of  amendment,  any  part  of  his  own  mea- 
sure. On  the  other  hand,  he  would  point 
out  to  the  noble  Earl  the  difficulty  there 
would  be  in  passing  the  second  reading 
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of  both  Bills.  If  they  were  passed,  the 
House  would  be  committed  to  the  two, 
and  it  would  be  a  question  which  should 
be  proceeded  with  first.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Earl  would  allow  his  Bill  to  remain 
in  abeyance  at  the  present  time. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE  said,  that,  after 
the  explanation  given  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  as  to  the  course  which  he 
proposed  to  pursue,  he  could  not  object 
in  any  way  to  the  suggestion  he  had 
made.  He  hoped  the  matter  would  be 
settled  in  a  manner  satisfactory  not  only 
to  employers  of  labour,  but  also  to  the 
employed.  The  question  involved  was 
one  which  agitated  the  minds  of  a  very 
large  number  of  persons ;  and  he  trusted 
that  on  the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
was  to  be  referred  both  sides  of  their 
Lordships'  House  would  be  represented. 
No  fewer  than  400  or  600  Petitions  had 
been  presented  last  year  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  he  had  introduced ;  and  he  believed 
he  should  not  be  exaggerating  if  he  said 
that  the  subject  of  it  interested  no  less 
than  500,000  people. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  February  26,  the  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee : — 


Ld.  Chancellor. 
Ld.  President. 

D.  Somerset. 
M.  Ripon. 
Ld.  Steward. 

E.  Derby. 

E.  Shaftesbury. 
E.  De  La  Warr. 
E.  Powis. 
E.  Morley. 


V.  Cranbrook. 

L.  Zouche  of  Haiyng- 

worth. 
L.  Colville  of  Culross. 
L.  Belper. 
L.  Houghton. 
L.  Penzance. 
L.  Selbome. 
L.  Blackburn. 
L.  Norton. 


THE   DISTRESS  IN  IRELAND. 
QX7ESTI0N.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

Lord  EMLY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Lord 
President,  Whether,  having  reference  to 
the  failure  of  the  Labour  Kate  Act  in 
1847  to  relieve  distress  and  its  mis- 
chievous and  demoralizing  effects,  while 
the  system  of  food  distnoution  substi- 
tuted for  it  was  completely  successful, 
the  Government  propose  on  their  own 
authority  to  re-introduoe  into  L^land  a 
system,  which  on  account  of  its  admitted 
failure  was  abandoned,  without  waiting 
for  the  sanction  of  Parliament  ?    I  need 

I%$  Lord  Chancethr 


hardly  assure  the  noble  Duke  that  the 
Question  I  put  to  him,  and  these  re- 
marks, are  not  dictated  by  Party  feeling. 
In  my  opinion,  the  measures  proposed 
by  the  Government  to  meet  the  distress 
in  Ireland  have  been  wise,  with  one 
single  exception.  In  making  the  excep- 
tion I  believe  I  shall  be  joined  by  every 
noble  Lord  in  the  House,  upon  whatever 
side  he  may  sit,  who  recollects  the  great 
Irish  Famine.  Neither  can  I  accuse  the 
Irish  Government  of  delay.  I  know 
that  it  has  been  said,  no  thanks  to  the 
present  Government  if  there  has  been 
no  loss  of  life.  What  can  be  more  cer- 
tain, my  Lords,  than  that  the  duty  of 
the  Government  was  not  to  step  in  until 
private  exertions  and  private  charity 
were  unable  to  cope  with  the  difficulty  ? 
What  could  be  more  demoralizing  to  a 
community  than  for  the  Government  to 
take  from  the  people  all  motives  to  exer- 
tion ?  I  am  boimd,  however,  to  say  this 
— that  from  the  accounts  I  have  heard 
within  the  last  two  or  three  days,  on 
undoubted  authority,  from  the  West  of 
Ireland,  especially  from  the  counties  of 
Mayo  and  Koscommon,  that  the  time 
has  now  come  for  the  Government  mea- 
sures, and  especially  the  measure  for 
out-door  relief  for  the  poor  cottier  tenant, 
to  be  brought  into  operation.  I  believe 
that  the  last  potato  in  a  great  number 
of  the  houses  of  those  poor  wretched 
people  is  now  exhausted,  and  upon  this 
subject  there  should  be  no  delay.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  loans  that  are  being 
made  to  proprietors  to  enable  them  to 
give  employment  on  their  property ;  if 
there  has  been  any  delay  in  this  matter, 
it  has  certainly  not  been  occasioned  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  for  he 
has  shown  the  greatest  sympathy  and 
energy  in  pressing  forward  measures  for 
the  relief  of  the  people,  and  I  think  to 
him  we  owe  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude. 
His  sympathetic  energy  has  been  appre- 
ciated by  every  right-minded  man.  I 
feel  I  should  not  be  doine  my  duty  if  I 
did  not  also  express  the  deep  feeling  of 
eratitude  we  also  owe  to  the  Duchess  of 
Marlborough.  I  believe  there  is  not  a 
house  in  Ireland  in  which  there  has  been 
suffering  where  the  efforts  of  the  Duchess 
of  Marlborough  wiU  not  be  remembered 
with  ^atitude ;  and  the  attacks  which 
have  been  made  upon  her  and  upon 
those  ladies  who  worked  with  her,  as 
well  as  upon  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin, who  was  assiBted  by  the  Oatholio 
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and  Protestant  Arohbishops  of  Dublin, 
breathed  more  of  the  spirit  of  Eobes- 
pierre  and  Danton  than  any  speeches 
which  have  been  made  even  by  the  most 
violent  agitators  in  our  time ;  but  the  at- 
tacks are  not  doing  what  they  were  in- 
tended to  do  by  those  who  uttered  them 
for  political  motiyes — drain  up  the  springs 
of  charity — but  what  they  did  do  was  to 
excite  universal  indignation.  I  come 
now  to  the  order  issued  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  hold  extraordinary  pre- 
sentment sessions  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
mencing relief  works.  I  hope  it  is  un- 
necessary for  me  to  say  that  if  I  believed 
this  proceeding  necessary  to  relieve  suf- 
fering, whatever  I  may  think  of  it  in 
principle,  I  could  not  object  to  it ;  but  I 
shall  be  able  to  convince  the  noble  Duke, 
whose  perfect  fairness  I  know,  that  this 
system  is  not  only  mischievous  but  use- 
less. A  little  more  than  33  years  ago 
the  Government  of  Lord  John  Bussell 
pfave  exactly  the  same  powers  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  He  was 
authorized  to  direct  the  magistrates  and 
selected  ratepayers  in  any  barony  in 
Ireland  where  distress  prevailed  to  as- 
semble in  sessions  and  to  present  for 
making  new  roads,  improving  old  ones, 
cutting  down  hills,  fencing  roads.  The 
execution  of  the  works  was  to  be  in  the 
Board  of  Works.  In  the  month  of 
February,  1 846,  just  four  months  after 
this  system  had  been  put  in  operation. 
Lord  John  Bussell  put  an  end  to  it. 
Why  ?  Because  it  had  already  broken 
down.  It  had  from  the  first  been  pro- 
tested against  by  most  men  of  intelli- 
gence  and  practical  knowledge  in  Ire- 
md,  among  the  rest  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Viscount  near  me  (Viscount 
Monck).  All  our  worst  anticipations 
were  fulfilled.  Lord  John  Bussell,  four 
months  after  they  had  been  com- 
menced, put  an  end  to  the  works  because 
they  had  demoralized  the  people,  and 
led  to  jobbery  and  waste ;  because  they 
had  cost  extravagant  sums  of  money; 
and,  above  all,  because  they  had  with- 
drawn the  people  from  the  cultivation 
of  the  land,  and  if  continued  beyond  the 
month  of  March  must  have  caused 
another  famine  in  the  ensuing  year. 
Let  me  read  to  your  Lordships  the 
account  of  the  effect  of  this  system  g^ven 
bv  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  one  of  the 
ablest  public  servants  I  ever  was  brought 
into  oontact  with,  a  man  of  unwearving 
energy  and  strengUi,  and  who  had  been 


himself  the  chief  organizer  and  con- 
troller of  this  system  of  relief. 

*^  Si  Pergama  possent 
Defend!  dextra  etiam  hwc  defensa  fuissemt." 

Where  he  failed,  no  one  is  likely  to 
succeed.     Here  are  his  words — 

*' ThousandB  upon  thousands  were  pressed 
upon  the  works.  The  attraction  of  money 
wages  regularly  paid  from  the  public  purse,  or 
the  Queen's  purse,  as  it  was  popularly  called, 
led  to  an  abandonment  of  other  descriptions  of 
industry  in  order  to  participate  in  the  advan- 
tages of  the  relief  works.  Landlords  competed 
with  one  another  in  getting  the  names  of  their 
tenants  placed  on  the  lists,  farmers  dismissed 
their  labourers,  and  sent  them  to  the  works,  the 
clergy  insisted  on  the  claims  of  their  respective 
congregations.  It  was  impossible  to  exact  from 
such  multitudes  a  degree  of  labour  which  would 
act  as  a  test  of  destitution.  Huddled  together 
in  masses,  they  contributed  to  each  other's  idle- 
ness. If  the  people  were  retained  on  the  works, 
their  lands  must  remain  uncultivated;  if  they 
were  put  off  the  works,  they  must  starve." 

An  English  commercial  traveller  in  Ire- 
land gives  this  remarkable  evidence  to 
the  same  effect — 

<'  The  small  cottier  tenants  seem  to  take  no 
interest  in  the  land,  and  have  neglected  the 
customary  collection  of  manure.  All  flock  to 
the  pubhc  works  at  Boyle.  Small  farms  are 
neglected.  At  Thurles  potato  grounds  are  left 
untilled — people  all  floclong  to  the  public  works. 
At  Oalway  the  fishermen  have  pleagcd  all  their 
fishing  and  sailing  gear.  Three  thousand  two 
hundred  men,  nearly  all  fishermen,  are  em- 
ployed on  the  public  works." 

The  alarm  of  the  Treasury  was  expressed 
in  their  Minute,  16th  March,  1847 — 

"Continuance  of  relief  works  materially  in- 
terferes  with  the  prosecution  of  the  ordinary 
agriculture  of  the  country." 

I  need  not  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
further  extracts.  It  is  to  me  like  a  bad 
dream  to  find  that  this  system,  faulty  in 

Erinciple  and  condemned  by  experience, 
as  been  revived.  The  only  oifference 
between  Lord  John  Bussell's  Labour 
Bate  Act  and  the  system  of  the  present 
Government  is  that  the  former  was  to  be 
carried  out  by  the  Board  of  Works — 
the  latter  by  the  county  surveyors  or 
contractors.  I  need  not  say  that  in  dis- 
tricts where  the  famine  prevails  no  con- 
tractor will  be  found  to  undertake  works 
which  will  cost  much  more  than  if  exe- 
cuted in  ordinary  times,  and  where  men 
would  be  forced  on  them,  not  because 
they  would  work,  but  because  they  were 
in  want.  I  ask  for  attention  to  two 
letters  from  two  of  these  county  sur- 
veyors, dated  the  8th  of  February  of 
thia  year.    In  the  first  the  writer  said — 
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**  There  is  no  use  in  blinking  the  question ;  it 
will  bo  just  a  repetition  of  the  misery  of  1947 
over  again.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  any- 
thing more  ill  advised,  more  mischievous,  and 
demoralizing  than  the  whole  proceeding  never 
was  conceived." 

The  other,  also  writing  upon  the  8th  of 
February,  said — 

"  The  great  difficulty  in  this  country  will  not 
be  in  selecting  suitable,  but  in  preventing  a  per- 
fect avalanche  of  useless,  wasteful  works,  by 
which  the  entire  population  may  become  de- 
moralized. The  applications  up  to  the  present 
are  frightful — £8,700  in  a  barony  valued  at 
£18,000  per  annum.  They  are  much  the  same 
in  two  others.  It  is  not  possible  to  imagine 
anything  more  ruinous.  Large  sums  are  applied 
for  on  the  islands  where  there  never  was  a  wheel 
or  a  pony,  or  an3rthing  more  than  a  donkey. 
There  is  not  a  boreen  in  the  country.  They  are 
not  measuring,  so  we  may  look  out  for  cross 
work  at  the  sessions." 

There  is  another  serious  evil  in  this  sort 
of  relief — the  baronies  and  the  Poor  Law 
Unions  are  not  coterminous.  The 
greater  part  of  the  barony  in  which  I 
uve  is  in  the  Limerick  Union.  A  small 
portion  of  it  is  in  the  Union  of  Croom. 
Before  I  left  home  to  attend  Parliament 
I  found  that  there  was  so  much  employ- 
ment in  my  neighbourhood  that  strangers 
would  have  to  be  brought  in  to  execute 
it.  What  was  my  astonishment  a  week 
ago  to  find  that  extraordinary  present- 
ment sessions  had  been  ordered  in  my 
barony.  I  wrote  to  my  noble  Friend 
and  neighbour,  Lord  Clarina,  and  to  my 
agent,  to  inquire  how  there  could  be  any 
want  of  employment  there.  My  agent 
made  inquiries  through  the  barony,  and 
informed  me  there  was  no  want  of  em- 
ployment. My  noble  Friend  wrote  to  me 
to  the  following  effect: — 

**  I  was  as  much  surprised  as  yourself  on  re- 
ceiving the  printed  notice  of  the  extraordinary 
baronial  session,  and  am  at  an  equal  loss  to  know 
whom  we  have  to  thank  for  this,  in  my  opinion, 
unnecessary  procedure ;  for,  considering  that 
Mr.  "Walsh,  tne  contractor  for  the  Bamakyle 
drainage,  is  unable  to  obtain  half  the  workmen 
he  requires,  and  that  those  he  had  struck  for  an 
increase  of  wages — although  bad  men  were 
getting  9«.  a-week  and  brats  of  boys  lOd.  per 
aiem--thi8  does  not  look  as  if  there  was  much 
real  distress  in  our  neighbourhood.  I  gave  the 
men  my  mind  pretty  freely  as  to  the  unwisdom 
of  quarrelling  "with  their  bread  and  butter,  and 
I  believe  a  good  many  resumed  work.  I  shall 
try  and  get  home  before  the  sessions.*' 

I  remonstrated  with  the  Government, 
and  have  been  informed  that  the  sessions 
were  ordered  because  there  is  distress  in 
the  barony,  which  is  in  the  Croom  divi- 
sion.  I  do  not  believe  this.   My  agent's 

Lord  Emlff 


inquiries  seem  to  me  conclusive.  At 
all  events,  the  whole  transaction  shows 
the  great  inconvenience  of  having  the 
providing  for  relief  in  districts  not  con- 
tinuous and  under  separate  jurisdictions. 
Why  should  the  Limerick  Union  pay  for 
the  distress  in  another  Union  if  it  sup- 
ports its  own  poor  ?  All  the  stimulus  to 
exertion  which  self-interest  provides  is 
removed  by  such  a  system.  My  Lords, 
I  know  it  may  be  said  this  system  of 
relief  works  answered  in  Lancashire 
during  the  Cotton  Famine.  It  might  as 
well  be  said  that  cotton  planting  would 
succeed  in  Lreland  because  it  has  suc- 
ceeded in  Louisiana.  The  whole  circum- 
stances of  Lancashire  and  of  the  distressed 
districts  in  Ireland  are  different.  In  the 
one  you  have  a  numerous  resident  upper 
class  of  country  gentlemen  and  manu- 
facturers, and  intelligent  and  middle 
classes  with  habits  of  Dusiness.  In  the 
other,  a  number  of  poor  cottiers,  with 
few  among  them  of  any  class  above  their 
own.  T&e  Lord  Dillon's  estate  in 
Mayo  and  Boscommon,  with  a  rental  of 
£24,000  a-year,  7,500  tenants,  of  whom 
not  10  pay  £100  a-year.  Besides,  the 
cotton  labourers  had  no  land  to  be  taken 
away  from.  In  districts  such  as  I  have 
described,  if  the  labourers  are  taken 
from  the  land,  the  distress  of  this  year 
will  develop  into  famine  nextyear.  Then 
what  is  to  be  done  ?  My  Lords,  what 
did  Lord  John  Bussell  do  when  he  found 
the  measure  which,  with  the  best  inten- 
tions, he  introduced  fail?  Why,  he 
withdrew  it.  It  cannot  cost  you  so  much 
to  withdraw  it  as  it  did  him.  It  is  not 
your  progeny  I  ask  you  to  destroy ;  it 
is  a  discredited  bantling  vou  have  picked 
up.  Fall  back,  I  beseecn  you,  on  giving 
relief  in  food  and  rendering  reproductive 
works.  Give  the  wealthier  masses  the 
means  of  employing  labour.  If  thev  do 
not  make  use  of  these  means  make  tnem 
pay  for  feeding  the  people.  By  doing 
this  you  will  effectually  relieve  dis- 
tress, and  you  will  save  a  sufficient  sum 
to  enable  you  to  provide  good  seed. 
This  is  the  really  formidable  question. 
You  may  bring  people  through  the 
suffering  of  this  year ;  but  if  ^eir  land 
is  not  properly  cultivated,  and  if  they 
have  not  good  seed  to  put  into  the 
ground,  the  prospects  of  the  ensuing 
year  wlU  be  alarmmg  indeed. 

VisoouwT  MIDLETON  concurred  in 
all  that  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord. 
It  was  admitted  that  they  should  do 
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OYorjthing  in  their  power  to  alleviate 
the  distress  which  undoabtedlj  prevailed 
in  many  districts  in  Ireland ;  but  he 
thought  the  lessons  of  the  past  would 
have  been  ill-studied  if  they  revived  the 
system  of  relief  which  had  failed  in  1 847. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  if  there  was 
one  lesson  that  stood  out  more  pro- 
minently than  another  in  the  records 
of  that  disastrous  year,  it  was  the  utter 
inefficiency  of  public  works  to  g^ve 
relief  to  a  starving  population.  He 
did  not  say  that  on  his  own  authority 
alone.  In  the  first  number  of  The  Edin- 
hurgh  Review  of  1 848  he  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  looking  over  a  paper  at- 
tributed to  the  pen  of  Sir  Charles  Tre- 
velyan,  than  whom  no  man  living  had  had 
better  opportunities  of  judging  or  could 
speak  with  more  authority.  He  would 
not  quote  from  that  article ;  but  the  sum 
and  substance  of  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan's 
arguments,  drawn  from  statistics,  were 
— Srst,  that  the  works  were  often  of 
small  public  utility — so  small,  that  many 
of  them  were  subsequently  abandoned  ; 
secondly,  that  where  they  were  of  any 
public  utility  they  were  diamefully  and 
scandalously  jobbed;  and  thirdly — a 
most  serious  evil — that  no  real  work  was 
done  upon  them.  The  system,  moreover, 
operated  prejudicially  on  the  labour 
market,  and  it  was  proved  in  1847  that 
many  men  preferred  taking  what  they 
called  the  **  Queen's  pay"  to  doing  their 
own  work  for  their  former  employers, 
because  they  received  the  whole  of  the 
wage  in  coin,  whereas  when  at  work 
upon  the  land  they  had  to  submit  to 
certain  deductions  in  kind.  The  conse- 
quence of  this  was  that  on  the  estates  of 
many  landowners  the  farmers  were  com- 

Eletely  denuded  of  labour.  He  could 
ardly  conceive  a  system  which  was 
more  demoralizing  than  this.  He  might 
be  told  that  the  checks  which  the  pre- 
sentment sessions  would  exercise  would 
be  sufficient.  He  did  not  think  so. 
When  the  court-house  where  the  sessions 
were  assembled  was  surrounded  by  a 
hungry  crowd  it  was  not  easy  for  men 
to  stand  up  and  resist  applications  which 
they  knew  themselves  not  to  be  really 
eenuine.  Nor  would  it  be  easy  for  a 
Government  Board,  which  received  appli- 
cations from  magistrates  and  associated 
oeaspayers,  to  refuse  to  undertake  works 
of  tJie  utility  or  inutility  of  which  they 
oould  only  judge  by  proxy.  Experience 
had  shown  that  the  only  way  to  deal  with 


a  man  who  was  really  starving  was  to  put 
nourishing  food  down  his  throat  as  early 
as  possible.  Where  destitution  existed 
over  any  great  area  the  crisis  could  only 
be  met  by  forming  special  agencies,  and 
supplementing  them  in  mountainous  and 
remote  districts  by  other  agencies  which 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  the  relieving 
officers  could  supply.  By  so  doing  they 
would  preserve  the  self-respect  of  the 
people  Detter  than  by  oflfering  them  a 
substantial  wage  for  nominal  work. 
What  works  were  really  useful  could  be 
instituted  by  sanitary  authorities  and  by 
the  landowners  themselves,  who  could 
look  after  the  expenditure,  and  who  had 
already  taken  large  loans  for  the  purpose 
within  the  last  three  or  four  months. 
Ireland  was  not  the  only  country  in 
which  this  system  of  public  works  had 
been  tried.  It  had  been  tried  in  France,  in 
part  of  the  Austrian  Empire,  and  most 
extensively  in  Italy.  He  could  appeal 
to  any  of  their  Lordships  who  had  seen 
the  manner  in  which  public  works  had 
been  carried  out  in  Italy,  whether,  in- 
stead of  being  a  benefit  to  the  popula- 
tion, they  had  not  proved  a  positive 
curse  ?  The  kind  of  machinery  required 
to  carry  on  public  works  in  a  proper 
manner  coula  not  be  improvised  or 
started  at  a  moment's  notice.  Of  course, 
matters  in  Ireland  were  vastly  changed 
from  what  they  were  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury ago.  In  the  first  place,  there  was 
a  much  smaller  population  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  the  population  had  been 
materially  raised  in  the  social  scale.  No 
one  could  see  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  now  clothed  and  housed  without 
being  very  much  struck  by  the  improve- 
ment which  had  been  wrought.  The 
means  of  communication  also,  which 
at  that  time  were  very  bad,  had  been 
greatly  enlarged.  In  fact,  the  whole 
railway  system  might  be  said  to  have 
been  created  in  Ireland  since  the  time  to 
which  he  had  referred,  and  there  would 
be  now  no  difficulty  in  affording  supplies 
to  places  at  a  distance  from  the  coast. 
Mountainous  and  remote  districts  would 
be  far  better  dealt  with  by  having  food 
brought  to  the  homes  of  the  people  rather 
than  by  drawing  men  long  distances 
from  their  homes  to  public  works ;  and 
not  only  so,  but  the  relief  gfiven  by  public 
works  was  not  always  applied  m  tlio 
way  intended,  and  often  when  so  applied, 
the  food,  when  obtained,  was  not  pre- 
pared in  that  wholesome  and  nutritious 
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manner  which  was  necessary  when  the 
system  had  been  reduced  by  privation. 
That  difficulty  could  best  be  met  by 
giving  food  instead  of  employment.  He 
had  been  very  much  surprised,  after  the 
very  sensible  remarks  with  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  prefaced 
his  statement  of  the  measures  of  relief 
intended  for  Ireland,  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  afterwards  said 
that  the  Government  had  it  in  contem- 
plation to  establish  a  system  which 
had  before  proved  so  great  a  failure. 
If  they  were  to  sanction  those  extraor- 
dinary baronial  sessions  they  would 
repeat  over  again  the  mistakes  com- 
mitted 32  years  ago,  and  the  results  to  a 
greater  or  less  extent  woidd  be  the  same 
as  they  were  then.  He  most  sincerely 
hoped  that  those  responsible  for  the 
welfare  of  Ireland  would  hesitate  before 
following  a  course  which  had  been  at- 
tended by  such  disastrous  eflPects. 

Lord  DUNSANY  said,  that  his  me- 
mory also  went  back  to  the  year  1847, 
and  he  could  fully  confirm  every  word 
uttered  by  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
demoralizing  and  injurious  effects  of  the 
hasty  undertaking  of  public  works.  It 
was  not  always  those  who  most  needed 
relief  who  received  it.  Very  substantial 
farmers  hired  out  their  carts  and  horses, 
and  they  got  fat  upon  the  famine.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  mischief  done  by 
public  relief  works.  He  coidd  mention 
cases  where  roads,  which  were  most  un- 
pioturesquely  level,  had  been  found  by 
means  of  spirit  levels  to  require  level- 
ling, and  relief  works  were  initiated  for 
levelling  them.  The  result  was  seen  at 
the  present  day  on  the  roads,  which  had 
been  most  successfully  spoiled.  But  there 
was,  no  doubt,  immense  difficulty  in  em- 
ploying very  large  masses  of  the  people 
in  times  of  distress,  and  he  was  not  sure 
that  they  would  be  able  to  avoid  resort- 
ing to  presentment  sessions.  Ho  hoped, 
however,  that  the  Government  would 
endeavour  so  to  limit  the  proceedings 
of  those  sessions  that  they  should  not  ex- 
tend beyond  a  certain  area.  It  was  very 
desirable  that  there  should  be  some 
regulation  laid  down  as  to  who  was  to 
take  the  initiative.  If  it  were  intrusted 
to  every  occupier  and  fussy  magistrate 
he  would  find  plenty  to  do.  There  were 
places  in  which  there  was  no  distress 
whatever.  In  his  own  district,  for  in- 
stance, it  was  all  nonsense  to  talk  about 
fSunine.    There   were  many  places   in 
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Ireland  where  there  was  a  g^eat  deal 
of  factitious  distress.  It  was  a  gpreat 
pity  that  any  should  exist;  but  there  was 
a  great  danger  lest  it  should  be  ex- 
tended. With  regard  to  the  county 
surveyors,  it  seemed  to  be  rather  that 
they  were  to  be  the  responsible  autho- 
rities, in  a  great  degree,  for  expending 
large  sums  of  money.  Their  Lordships 
might  not  be  aware  that  county  sur- 
veyors, as  a  class,  were  not  the  right 
persons  exactly  to  whom  to  intrust  larg^ 
sums  of  money. 

Even  the  obvious  and  practical  re- 
medy spoken  of  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Midleton),  to  supply  food 
to  the  people,  would  not  be  altogether 
free  from  danger,  for  in  that  there 
might  be  jobbery  and  corruption,  at 
which  they  were  such  adepts  in  Ireland. 
He  took  up  a  periodical  called  IVuth, 
and  he  found  in  it  a  statement  that 
in  some  districts  in  Ireland,  not  named, 
the  recipients  of  food  were  the  people  who 
least  wanted  it.  In  the  words  oi  IVuthf 
the  rich  man  had  the  good  things  and  the 
poor  were  sent  empty  away.  When  the 
last  famine  in  Ireland  was  over  it  was 
found  that  the  granaries  were  bursting 
with  food,  and  that  the  supplies  of  food 
and  clothing  were  more  than  ample ;  but 
the  poor  people  were  in  such  a  state  of 
exhaustion  that  they  were  unable  to  go 
in  search  of  food.  The  conclusion  he 
came  to  was  that  the  whole  difficulty  of 
the  problem  was  that  it  must  be  left  very 
much  to  the  discretion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  and  he  thought  they  had 
shown  by  what  had  occurred  in  "an- 
other place ''  that  they  had  established 
a  great  claim  to  confidence.  There  were 
two  ways  of  meeting  all  dangers — one 
was  the  calm  and  patient  way  of  watch- 
ing its  approach,  and  the  other  the 
ostentatious  and  fussy  way  of  running 
out  to  meet  it.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  former,  and  the 
result  had  been  shown  in  a  late  division 
''  elsewhere,"  when  Ministers,  with  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  the  Leader 
of  the  anti-Ministerial  crusade  went 
into  one  Lobby,  while  the  other  Lobby 
had  in  it  only  the  small  body  of  irre- 
eoncilables.  Another  point  he  would 
allude  to,  as  inseparably  connected  with 
the  subject.  The  first  thing  was  to 
feed  the  starving  people,  and  the  next 
to  prevent  future  &mme.  It  was  tole- 
rably plain  that  the  real  cause  of  fa- 
mine, in  districts  whore  actual  famine 
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exists,  lay  in  the  fact  that  there  was 
a  large  population  in  places  which 
nature  had  never  designed  for  its  main- 
tenance. Let  them  look  at  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland,  where  the  climate 
and  soil  were  of  the  same  kind  as  in  the 
West  of  Ireland ;  and  in  Scotland  there 
was  no  population,  while  in  Ireland  there 
was  a  dense  population.  According  to 
Irish  ideas,  the  people  should  be  rooted 
to  the  soil,  while  practical  people  would 
say  they  should  be  detached  from  it. 
The  idea  was  unfortunately  not  popular ; 
but  in  that  House  they  could  express  it. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  call  the  people  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland  inhabitants,  as 
they  were  no  more  inhabitants  than 
were  tribes  of  Arabs  in  the  desert. 
These  people  spent  eight  months  in 
every  year  away  from  Ireland  earning 
wages  in  England  and  Scotland,  while 
the  women  and  children  went  on  a 
begging  tour.  If  these  people  were 
wise  they  would  emigrate  to  other  parts 
of  the  world ;  but  the  misfortune  was 
they  were  taught  by  their  mis-leaders 
what  was  the  worst  thing  for  their  wel- 
fare. He  was  not  talking  of  those  half- 
crazy  demagogues  who  went  about  the 
country  inculcating  landlord  robbery  and 
resistance  to  law ;  but  of  persons  who 
were  better  educated,  and  who  talked 
about  Ireland  not  being  over-populated. 
The  Nineteenth  Century  for  December 
contained  a  very  intemperate  article  by 
Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  M.P.,  which  was 
intended  to  throw  light  on  the  agitation 
against  the  Land  Laws  in  Ireland.  Those 
Land  Laws,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind, 
were  neither  more  nor  less  than  the 
laws  which  existed  in  this  country.  Mr. 
O'Connor  Power  told  the  public  that 
the  cause  of  all  the  distress  was  land- 
lordism. To  show  the  iniquity  of  the 
landlords,  it  was  stated  that  they  had 
driven  30,000,000  of  Irishmen  into  emi- 

SBtion.  It  did  not  seem  to  occur  to 
r.  O'Connor  Power  that  if  the  wicked 
landlord  had  not  caused  the  emigration, 
Ireland,  which  was  now  over-populated, 
would  have  had  a  population  30,000,000 
or  40,000,000  larger  than  at  the  present 
time,  making  cannibalism  probable,  and 
infanticide  a  necessity.  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power's  remedy  for  putting  an  end  to 
famines  in  Ireland  was  really  too  ridi- 
oulous  to  consider  for  a  moment — 
namely,  at  an  expense  of  some  hundreds 
of  millions,  buy  out  the  Irish  landlords, 
and  turn  tho  tenants  into  landowners. 


Such  a  proposal  could  not  be  regarded 
as  serious.  As  little  practical  was  Mr. 
O'Connor  Power's  scheme  for  cultivating 
waste  lands — namely,  land  which  even 
under  the  Corn  Laws  no  sane  man  ever 
attempted  to  cultivate.  He  thought  he 
had  shown  that  it  was  not  to  **  Irish 
ideas"  nor  to  the  leaders  of  popular 
agitation  that  their  Lordships  ought  to 
look  for  guidance  in  this  matter. 

The  Earl  of  DUNEAVEN  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  we  ought  to  be  exceed- 
ingly grateful  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Emly)  for  bringing  this  subject  before 
the  House,  as  it  is  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance. Moreover,  we  have  to  thank 
the  noble  Lord  for  informing  us  that,  in 
his  opinion — and  there  is  no  one  who  is 
a  better  authority  on  the  subject— the 
time  has  now  arrived  in  which  it  is 
necessary  for  the  State  to  step  in  and  to 
interfere  to  save  the  people  in  some  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  from  absolute  starva- 
tion. It  has  been  very  difficult  to  judge 
of  the  depth  and  extent  of  the  destitu- 
tion in  Ireland.  Alongside  of  real 
poverty  there  exists  a  great  deal  of 
simulated  poverty.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that,  in  spite  of  the  disaffection  ex- 
isting in  Ireland,  the  springs  of  charity 
had  not  been  dried  up.  I  can  scarcely 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  that, 
for  I  think  that  the  recent  agitation  in 
Ireland,  if  it  has  not  dried  up  the  well 
of  charity,  has  rendered  it  exceedingly 
difficult  to  pour  its  waters  into  the  proper 
and  natural  channels.  The  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  has  rendered  it  almost 
impossible  to  tell  whether  or  no  private 
charity  is  sufficient  to  meet  tne  re- 
quirements of  the  case,  and  whether 
there  is  any  necessity  for  the  State  to 
interfere  at  all.  Practically,  I  exceed- 
ingly dislike  State  interference  in  such 
matters.  I  look  very  jealously  upon  all 
State  interference.  I  heartily  agree 
with  a  very  eminent  Irishman — the  late 
Mr.  Daniel  O'Connell — in  saying  that 
the  law  that  compels  the  public  to  sup- 
port the  destitute  affords  the  strongest 
inducement  to  scheming  knaves  to  affect 
destitution  in  order  to  be  supported  at 
the  public  expense.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  I  agree  entirely  with  a  sen- 
timent aimed  apparentlv  at  the  whole 
plan  of  Poor  Law  relief.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  there  may  be  cases  in 
which  tho  State  is  called  upon  to  in- 
terfere ;  but  it  should  be  very  chary  of 
intorforonco,  and  when  it  decides  it  ia 
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absolutely  necessary  to  do  so,  it  should 
be  most  careful  that  the  interference 
should  be  carried  on  in  the  best  possible 
way.  I  have  been  very  glad  to  hear 
the  repeated  assurances  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  that  they  are  keeping  a 
watchful  eye  on  the  situation,  that  they 
have  their  finger  on  the  nation's  pulse, 
and  are  prepared  and  ready  to  act  with 
promptitude  at  any  moment  in  the  event 
of  any  emergency  arising  requiring  in- 
stant action.  That  is  the  proper  attitude 
to  assume.  They  have  also  acted  very 
wisely  in  offering  loans  on  exceptionally 
advantageous  terms  for  the  improvement 
of  land.  It  has  been  objected  that  the 
loans  should  have  been  given  to  occu- 
piers. It  appears  to  me  that  would  be 
impossible.  The  small  farmers  could 
not  have  given  sufficient  security.  Their 
interests  will,  in  many  cases,  be  different 
from,  or  hostile  to,  the  interests  of  their 
immediate  neighbours.  No  works  could 
have  been  undertaken  on  a  large  scale 
of  general  utility.  The  money  would 
have  been  wasted  and  misapplied ;  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  and  litigadon 
would  have  ensued  among  the  farmers, 
and  the  country  would  not  have  received 
any  permanent  benefit  from  the  outiay. 
So  far  the  Government  has  acted  very 
wisely ;  but,  in  this  supplemental  plan, 
this  idea  of  special  baronial  presentment 
sessions,  they  have  adopted  a  plan — with 
all  the  experience  of  the  past  to  guide 
them — they  have  deliberately  adopted 
a  plan  that  on  a  former  occasion  led 
to  the  most  disastrous  results;  and  it 
certainly  will  prove  equally  injurious  to 
the  country  now.  It  is  true  that  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland  are  different 
now  to  what  they  were  35  years  ago ; 
but  they  are  different  in  a  way  that  ren- 
ders it  only  more  difficult  for  this  system 
to  be  beneficial.  Relief  works  might 
have  proved  useful  when  a  superabun- 
dant population  of  labouring  men  were 
reduced  to  the  extremity  of  destitution. 
It  did  not  prove  useful,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, most  injurious ;  and  there  is  not  the 
smallest  possibility  or  hope  that  it  can  be 
beneficial  now,  when  the  small  farmers 
are  those  that  are  suffering  the  most,  and 
when  there  is  not  an  excess  of  labour  in 
the  country.  At  first  sight  this  plan  of 
relief  works  sounds  as  if  it  ought  to  be 
very  good.  It  seems  natural  that  if  the 
State  is  to  supply  a  man  with  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  it  is  well  to  exact  from  him 
Bome  measure  of  labour  as  an  equiva- 

Ths  Earl  of  Dunravsn 


lent.  It  appears  as  if  by  that  means  a 
man  ought  to  retain  his  sdf-respect ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  experience  amply  proves 
that  it  has  diametrically  the  opposito 
effect.  The  plan  was  tried  in  1847,  and 
with  what  effect  ?  The  country  threw  it- 
self upon  the  State.  The  whole  nation  be- 
came demoralized.  Not  only  the  labour- 
ing class,  but  all  classes— owners,  occu- 
piers, small  tradesmen,  and  labourers- 
scrambled  for  the  public  money.  All 
other  works  were  abandoned,  the  labour 
of  the  country  was  withheld  from  pro- 
fitable employment  upon  the  soil.  Works 
of  great  general  puolic  value,  such  as 
the  arterial  drainage  of  the  country, 
were  neglected.  At  one  time  as  many 
as  3,000,000  of  people — men,  women, 
and  children — were  receiving  wages  on 
those  public  works — ^receiving  wages  for 
work  which  they  were  paid  to  do,  but 
which  they  did  not  do.  In  many  cases 
they  were  too  enfeebled  to  work;  in 
other  oases  they  would  not  labour.  The 
Gt>vernment  were  powerless  in  the  mat- 
ter. They  attempted  to  compel  them  to 
work,  and  failed ;  thoy  endeavoured  to 
institute  task- work,  and  were  unable  to 
do  so;  their  efforts  only  resulted  in 
adding  riot  and  disorder  to  the  other 
evils  from  which  Ireland  was  suffering. 
The  State  was  expected  to  do  everything 
for  that  country ;  to  imdertake  the  func- 
tions and  business  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion— of  all  the  individuals  composing 
the  various  degrees  and  ranks  eng^od 
in  any  kind  of  business  and  trade.  The 
result  was  inevitable.  It  was  chaos  and 
confusion.  The  worst  of  it  was  that  the 
soil  of  the  coimtry  remained  imtilled. 
The  same  thing  wUl  happen  again  now. 
Ireland  has  enjoyed  an  exceptionally 
fine  winter,  spring  operations  are  about 
to  commence,  and  if  the  labour  of  the 
country  is  taiken  away  from  its  legiti- 
mate employment  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil  much  damage  will  be  done  to 
the  country,  and  a  heavy  responsibility 
will  be  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Belief  works  will  produce 
jobbery,  and  be  abused.  I  have  heard 
of  several  instances  already  in  which 
it  has  been  abused.  I  know  of  a  case 
in  Limerick,  a  few  days  ago,  where  a 
gang  of  50  men  supposed  to  be  reduced 
to  the  extremity  of  destitution  were  em- 
ployed bv  the  Corporation  at  12«.  per 
week.  They  all  struck  work  for  14«.  td. 
per  week  and  half-holiday  on  Saturdays, 
which  does  not  look  as  if  they  were 
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starving,   or  anything  approaoliing  to 
Btaryation,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
many  other  such  cases  have  occurred. 
But  because  such  scandalous  cases  do 
occur,  we  must  be  all  the  more  careful 
not  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  amount  of 
distress  that  really  exists.     What  is  to 
be  done  to  relieve  it?     The  answer  is 
very  simple.    The  experience  of  the  past 
teaches  what  is  to  be  done.    Whenever 
the  people  are  starving,  you  must  supply 
them  with  food — food  so  prepared  that 
it  cannot  be   used  in  any  way  except 
as  food  for  the  immediate  sustenance  of 
the  recipients  or  their  families.     If  a 
man  is  starving,  the  State  must  interfere 
and  prevent  him  from  starving  by  giving 
him  food  to  eat.     There  is  nothing  de- 
moralizing in  a  man  receiving  charity  in 
such  a  way.     It  is  not  nearly,  at  all 
events,  so  demoralizing  as  giving  a  man 
labour  which  he  pretends  to  do,  but  does 
not  do,  ux>on  worKs  which  he  knows  to 
be  unnecessaiT,  teaching  him  thereby  to 
defraud  the  State.    The  plan  of  relief 
works  was,  as  I  have  saia,  tried  in  the 
Famine  time,  and  it  most  lamentably 
failed.    The  other  system  of  giving  food 
was  resorted  to,  and  was  entirely  success- 
ful.    The  pamphlet,  by  Sir  Charles  Tre- 
yelyan,  has  already  been  quoted  two  or 
three  times  this  evening ;  but  I  cannot 
refrain  from  quoting  another  passage  in 
it.     Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  speaking  of 
what  is  commonly  called  the    **  Soup 
Kitchen  Act,"  says — 

"  This  was  the  second  occasion  on  which  up- 
wards of  3,000,000  of  |K)oplo  had  been  fed  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  magistrates;  but  this  time  it 
was  effectual.  The  relief  works  had  been 
crowded  with  persons  who  had  other  moans  of 
subsistence,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  really  desti- 
tute ;  but  a  ration  of  cooked  food  proved  less 
attractire  than  full  money  wages,  and  room  was 
thus  made  for  the  helpless  portion  of  the  com- 
munity. The  famine  was  stayed.  This  enter- 
prize  was,  in  truth,  the  granaest  attempt  ever 
made  to  grapple  with  famine  over  a  whole 
country." 

If  the  land  requires  improvement,  by 
all  means  give  loans  on  easy  terms  to 
enable  the  owner  to  improve  it.  If  the 
people  are  starving,  by  all  means  let  the 
State  supply  them  wim  food  to  prevent 
their  starving.  But  do  not  attempt  to 
mix  the  two  systems.  It  has  been  tried 
and  found  to  fail.  I  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  think  se- 
riously on  the  matter  before,  to  the 
many  evils  existing  in  Ireland,  they  add 
jet  another,  for  the  system  of  special 


baronial    presentment  sessions    cannot 
fail  to  produce  evil  in  the  country. 

The    Duke    of    EIOHMOND    and 
GORDON  :    To  Hsten  to    the  various 
speeches  that  have  been  made  on  this 
most  interesting  and  important  subject 
which  we  have  had  before  us,  one  would 
have  imag^ed  that  the  one  or  principal 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  distress  and 
famine    in     Ireland    which    we    have 
adopted  was  a  return  to  that   system 
of   public   works    which    prevailed    at 
the  time  of  the  last  Famine   in  1846 
and     1847.      Quotations     have     been 
made  from  pamphlets  written  by  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan,  pointing  out  the  very 
grievous  way  in  wnioh  that  system  at 
the  time  failed,  and  how  unwise  it  would 
be  to  revert  to  it.     The  line  which  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  have  taken  in  the 
matter   under  consideration  is  las    dif- 
ferent from  the  course  pursued  in  1847 
as  one  system  could  well  be  from  an- 
other.    During  the  debate  of  four  nights 
in  the  other  House,  Her  Majesty's  Gt)- 
vemment,  instead  of  being  blamed  for 
bringing  forward  such  a  proposal  as  that 
condemned  by  those  of  your  Lordships 
who  have  spoken,  have  been  told  that  they 
have  been  at  fault  in  not  carrying  it  out 
to  a  greater  extent.     The  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Emly)  lives  in  Ireland ; 
but  there  are  Members  in    the    other 
House  of  Parliament  who  have  quite  as 
much  ri^ht  and  knowledge  on  the  sub- 
ject as  tne  noble  Lord  himself.     In  his 
Question  the  noble  Lord  puts  forward 
two  points  to  which  I  take  the  liberty  of 
demurring    altogether.       In    the    first 
place,  he  assumes  that  we  are  going  to 
do  that  which  we  'are  not  going  to  do  ; 
and,  secondly,  he  assumes  that  we  are 
not  going  to  do  what  we  are  going  to 
do.    The  Question  is  somewhat  a  long 
one,   and  I   confess — we  all  confess — 
with  all  respect  to  the  noble  Lord,  that 
in  g^ing  over  it  a  first  time  it  did  not 
seem  to  be  quite  dear.     The  noble  Lord 
says  that — 

**  Having  reference  to  the  failure  of  the  La- 
bour Rate  Act  in  1847  to  relieve  diatreif  and 
it8  mischievous  and  demoralizing  effects,  while 
the  system  of  food  distribution  substituted  for 
it  was  completely  successful,  the  Government 
propose  on  their  own  authority  to  re-introdnoo 
into  Ireland  a  system,  which  on  account  of  its 
admitted  failure  was  abandoned,  without  wait- 
ing for  the  sanction  of  Parliament." 

I  demur  to  the  statement  that  we  are 
reaUy  introducing  a  system  into  Uie 
country  which  has  been  proved  to  be  a 
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failure  by  all  people.  That  is  exaotlj 
what  we  are  not  doing ;  and  the  former 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Question  would 
imply  that  we  have  done  nothing,  and 
taken  no  steps  whatever  with  the  view 
of  meeting  the  distress. 

Lord  EMLY  :  No,  no. 

The  Dttke  op  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON:  I  have  quoted  the  noble 
Lord's  Question,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  construction  to  be  put  upon 
it  as  a  whole,  is,  on  the  one  hand, 
we  are  not  going  to  give  food  to  the 
people,  but  that  we  are  going  to  re- 
introduce a  system  which  would  make 
them  paupers.  I  am  sorry  not  to  be 
able  to  read  the  noble  Lord's  Question 
with  the  same  eyes  he  seems  to  read  it 
himself;  but  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke 
last  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  says  he 
hopes  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
abandon  the  system  which  they  have 
introduced  to  meet  the  distress ;  but  it 
is  not  a  system,  and  what  we  are  pro- 
posing to  do  by  the  measure  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  taken  exception  is 
merely  supplementary  to  other  proposals 
which  wo  are  bringing  forward  for  the 
purpose.  What  have  we  done?  We 
are  proposing  to  grant  loans  to  the 
landlords,  and  to  local  authorities,  and  it 
is  no  fault  of  ours  that  a  Bill  has  not 
been  introduced  to  indemnify  us  from 
the  effect  of  proposals  we  have  made, 
and  from  the  instructions  which  we 
have  given  to  local  authorities.  We 
have  stated  that  the  Poor  Law  may  be 
amended  in  order  that  poor  people  may 
receive  out-door  relief,  which  they  could 
not  receive  under  the  old  Poor  Law. 
We  have  considered  the  point,  and  have 
decided  that  the  poor  are  to  be  taken 
into  workhouses,  unless  the  workhouses 
are  full.  That  is  the  proposal  which 
we  have  made.  I  will  venture  to  call 
the  noble  Lord's  attention  to  a  letter 
which  has  been  issued,  in  which  it  is 
stated  that  it  has  been  represented 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  in  some  dis- 
tressed districts  there  is  great  want  of 
employment  for  the  labouring  classes, 
owing  to  the  inability  of  the  landed  pro- 
prietors to  find  employment,  and  in  con- 
sequence extraordinary  baronial  pre- 
sentment sessions  will  be  ccdled  into 
existence,  after  other  means  have  failed. 

tA  laugh.']  The  noble  Lord  may 
logh;  but  that  is  the  fact.  There  is 
reason  to  anticipate  unusual  pressure 
and  unavoidable  suffering,  wmoh  the 
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ordinary  working  of  the  Poor  Law  will 
not  be  able  to  meet,  and  after  all  these 
things  have  been  tried  and  it  is  found 
that  there  is  great  hardship,  then  mea- 
sures are  to  be  called  into  operation  to 
alleviate  the  suffering.  The  noble  Lord 
behind  me  (Viscount  Midleton),  who 
took  great  exception  to  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemmenty  says  he 
has  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
measures  which  we  have  taken  will  be 
adequate  to  the  occasion.  I  say  if  the 
measures  which  have  been  taken  are 
adequate  to  prevent  the  people  from 
starving,  then  there  wiU  be  no  necessity 
for  putting  any  supplementary  measures 
into  force.  On  the  former  occasion 
public  works  were  executed  at  the 
expense  of  the  Government;  now  these 
works  are  to  be  executed  in  districts 
under  the  supervision  of  county  sur- 
veyors. If  it  IS  advisable  that  the  works 
should  be  executed  by  contract,  then  the 
contractor  is  bound  by  the  terms  set  out 
in  this  Paper  I  hold  in  my  hands  to  em- 
ploy the  'people  in  the  district.  I  can 
only  repeat  what  I  said  before,  that  the 
measure  which  has  been  so  much  found 
fault  with  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite 
and  by  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  is  not 
the  one  measure  we  bring  forward  for 
the  alleviation  of  suffering  in  Ireland; 
it  is  merely  a  supplementary  measure, 
and  we  should  think  ourselves  unworthy 
of  the  places  wo  hold  if  we  did  not  en- 
deavour, by  the  best  measures  we  can 
adopt  and  by  whatever  supplementary 
means  may  seem  necessary,  to  prevent 
suffering  and  stop  that  famine  which  at 
one  time  appeared  likely  to  become  pre- 
valent in  the  country. 

Viscount  MONCK  said,  that  he  had 
a  share  in  administering  relief  during  the 
Famine  of  1847,  and  what  he  then  saw 
would  never  be  effaced  from  his  memory. 
His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Emly)  had  ap- 
proved of  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  (Viscount  Monck)  would 
be  sorry  to  commit  himself  to  approval 
of  them  until  he  had  seen  their  effect. 
He  could  say  that  he  did  not  approve  of 
the  system  of  relief  which  was  resorted 
to  in  1846  and  1847,  and  which  so  sig- 
nally failed.  He  did  not  understand 
what  the  noble  Duke  could  mean  by 
saying  that  this  measure,  which  was  to 
his  mmd  simply  a  re-introduction  of  the 
Belief  Works  Act  of  1847,  was  a  mere 
supplementary  measure  to  be  brought 
into  use  after  all  the  other  measures  of 
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Goyemment  had  failed,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  baronial  sessions  had  been 
called  into  existence  in  many  districts  in 
which  not  an  ounce  of  food  had  been 
distributed.  He  entirely  concurred  with 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  spoken  last 
but  one,  that  the  experience  of  1846  and 
1 847  proved  that  the  most  efiPective  and 
least  oemoralizing  scheme  of  relief  which 
could  be  adopted  was  to  five  to  the 
people  directly  that  of  which  they  most 
stood  in  need — food,  fuel,  and  proper 
clothing.  It  was  very  difficult  to  resort 
to  any  measures  which  would  not  be 
more  or  less  capable  of  abuse ;  but  of 
all  the  systems  which  could  be  devised 
that  which  was  calculated  to  do  most  in- 
jury to  the  people  was,  he  believed,  the 
supplementary  proposal  made  by  the 
Qovemment. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBEELEY  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  resort  to  ex- 
traordinary means  of  relief  in  districts 
where  the  effect  of  the  Poor  Law  had 
not  been  tried  first,  believing  that  if  the 
existence  of  distress  in  certain  districts 
of  Ireland  was  made  in  any  way  a  pre- 
text for  special  measures  being  intro- 
duced into  districts  where  no  extraordi- 
nary distress  prevailed,  serious  injury 
would  be  done  to  the  country,  by  de- 
moralizing the  people.  Where  distress 
existed  to  a  great  extent  the  authorities 
should  relax  the  Poor  Law,  as  was  done 
years  ago  in  some  parts  of  England,  and 
ne  understood  that  the  Government  had 
allowed  that  to  be  done.  With  regard  to 
what  had  been  said  about  the  Govern- 
ment extending  the  relief  more  widely 
than  they  had  done,  he  trusted  they 
would  not  depart  from  the  attitude  of 
firmness  which  they  had  taken  up,  and 
for  which  he  gave  diem  great  credit,  and 
would  not,  in  their  natural  and  just 
desire  to  relieve  real  distress,  be  carried 
away  by  popular  feeling  into  the  adop- 
tion of  measures  which,  nowevor  benevo- 
lent or  charitable  they  might  appear  in 
themselves  at  the  time,  might  produce 
results  which  cdl  would  reg^t.  As  to 
baronial  presentment  sessions,  he  quite 
agreed  with  what  had  been  said  by  his 
noble  Friends,  and  he  felt  greatly  afraid 
that  if  these  public  works  were  carried 
into  effect  by  the  several  authorities  bad 
results  would  follow.  There  were  two 
safe  modes  of  giving  relief— one  by  car- 
rying food  to  the  people,  and  the  other 
by  inducing  persons  to  find  employment, 
and  thus  to  relieve  those  who  were  in 


distress ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment, if  they  should  think  it  necessaxy 
that  presentment  sessions  should  be  held, 
would  still  re-consider  their  decision. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  in  1836 
he  had  been  in  Ireland,  and  that  Qd, 
a-day  was  the  pay  then  of  a  labourer 
in  the  county  oi  Cork.  He  had  seen  a 
model  farm  in  which  drainage  had  been 
carried  on  with  great  advantage.  The 
surface  turf,  which  prevented  water 
from  percolating,  was  made  use  of  in- 
stead of  tiles,  and  he  hoped  the  drainage 
was  still  open.  It  had  turned  fields  on 
the  side  of  barren  heath  into  productive 
land.  He  believed  that  Irishmen  would 
much  sooner  receive  pay  for  work  at  a 
low  rate,  as  suggested  by  Colonel  King- 
Harman,  than  be  fed  in  idleness;  and 
if  they  could  work  only  half  a  day  at  a 
time  through  weakness,  that  they  would 
be  satisfied  with  small  wages.  He  was 
sure  that  such  men  as  Colonel  King- 
Harman  and  his  friend  Major  Bobert- 
son.  Assistant  Commissioner  in  the 
Agricultural  Commission,  would  pre- 
vent imposition ;  and  after  alluding  to 
the  industry  of  such  Irishmen  as  were 
sober,  as  described  by  the  late  Mr. 
Maguire  in  his  work  on  the  Irish  in 
America,  he  added  that  he  quite  ap- 
proved of  the  precautionaiT  measures 
taken  by  the  Government,  which  he  be- 
lieved would  tend  materially  to  lessen 
the  distress  and  advance  the  prosperity 
of  Ireland. 

RAILWAY  CHARGES  ABROAD. 

MOTION   FOB   A   RETURN. 

The  Eahl  of  CORK  and  ORRERY 
moved  for — 

'*  A  Return  of  the  rate  of  charges  authorized 
by  law,  and  those  actually  lovi^  by  the  dif- 
ferent railway  companies,  in  the  following 
countries:  France,  Uxiited  States  of  America, 
Russia,  Italy,  Germany,  Austria,  Holland,  Bel- 
gium, Denmark,  Spain,  Portugal." 

The  Earl  OF  BEACONSFTELD :  To 
give  this  Return  at  the  present  moment 
is  impossible ;  but,  if  by  a  stretoh  of 
imagination  I  could  assume  its  possi- 
bility, I  am  sure  it  would  be  quite  use- 
loss.  The  Return  the  noble  Earl  re- 
quires refers  to  the  railway  charges 
authorized  and  actually  levied  in  foreign 
countries.  Now,  I  will  take  one  instance 
alone  to  show  the  difficulty,  not  to  say 
the  impossibility,  of  giving  that  Return. 
In  the  United  States  of  America  every 
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State  has  a  railway  law  of  its  own,  and 
it  has  unlimited  discretion  of  altering  its 
rates  without  any  legislative  alteration 
on  every  route,  and,  indeed,  on  every 
artide ;  and  the  consequence  of  that  is 
that  under  certain  circumstances  of 
exigency — as  in  the  recent  extraor- 
dinary competition — the  alterations  are 
voluminous.  It  has  been  calculated 
that  the  United  States  alone,  if  this 
Betum  were  made,  would  afford  a  small 
library.  I  cannot  a^ee  to  the  Motion. 
The  fact  is  it  would  be  fruitless,  even 
if  it  were  possible ;  because  before  these 
Betums  could  be  printed  the  charges 
would  have  been,  in  all  probability, 
altered  and  even  greatly  changed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  trust  the 
noble  Earl  will  not  press  his  Motion. 

The  Ea»l  of  OOkK  and  ORREEY  : 
After  what  the  noble  Earl  has  said,  as 
my  library  is  only  a  small  one,  I  will 
not  press  the  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mth^ 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  I2th  February,  1880. 


MrNUTES.]  — Public  Bills— Ordered—First 
Heading  —  Medical  Appointments  Qualifica- 
tions* [71]  ;  Euping  Forest  Act  (1878)  (Con- 
tinuance) *  [73]  ;  Indian  Salaries  and  Allow- 
ances* [72]. 

Second  Reading — Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  [1]. 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  [31 ;  Char- 
tered Banks  (Colonial)  [4] ;  Aledical  Act 
(1868)  Amendment  (No.  3)  *  [67] ;  Medical 
Act  (1858)  Amendment  (No.  2)  ♦  [37]. 

Committee — Report — Artizans*  and  Labourers* 
Dwellings  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  [6]. 


QUESTIONS. 

MUNICIPAI.  CORPORATIONS,  UNRE- 
FORMED— REPORT  OF  ROYAL  COM- 
MISSION. 

Sm   GHAELES  W.  DILKB  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  D&- 
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partment,  Whether  he  proposeB  to  take 
action  on  the  Beport  of  th^  Municipal 
Oorporations  Oommission  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OEOSS,  in. reply, 
said,  that  he  had  only  had  the  Beport  in 
his  hands  a  week  before  Parliament  re- 
assembled ;  and,  therefore,  he  had  not  had 
time  to  study  it  with  the  evidence.  The 
Commission  had  bestowed  pains  upon 
this  inquiry ;  and,  no  doubt,  their  more 
material  recommendations  would  deserve 
considerable  attention. 

PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES— CITY  OF  LON. 
DON— REPORT  OF  ROYAL  COMMIS. 
SION. 

Mb.  W.H.  JAMES  asked theSecretaxy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whj 
the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of 
London  has  not  been  presented ;  and,  if 
he  can  state  when  it  will  be  presented  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSST  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  reason  why  the  Beport  re- 
ferred to  had  not  been  presented  was 
because  it  had  not  yet  been  received.  It 
was  expected  that  the  Import  would  be 
received  by  the  Home  Omce  at  the  end 
of  the  present  month,  shortiy  after  which 
it  would  be  laid  upon  the  l^ble. 

CHARITY  EXPENSES  AND  ACCOUNTS 

BILL. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JATVfFlS  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
intend  to  re-mtroduce  the  Charity  Ex- 
penses and  Accounts  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps  they  intend 
to  tc^e  to  put  into  effect  the  assurance 
given  last  Session  on  the  subject  by  the 
Government  ? 

Sib  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  it  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  re-introduce 
the  Bill  relating  to  Charity  Expenses  and 
Accounts,  which  he  had  laid  upon  the 
Table  last  Session,  because  the  reception 
which  that  measure  met  with  then  was 
hardly  encouraging.  At  present  no  de- 
cision had  been  come  to  with  reference 
to  any  further  steps  being  taken  on  the 
subject. 

THE  TORRES  STRAITS  ISLANDS. 

Mb.  a.  M'ABTHUB  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
he  will  inform  the  House  what  islands 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  have  lately 
annexed  in  Uie  loiree  Straits,  and  what 
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BtipulationB  hare  been  made  with  the 
Colony  of  Queensland  for  the  due  pro- 
tection of  the  Native  inhabitants ;  and, 
whether  it  is  in  contemplation  to  extend 
British  jurisdiction  to  the  neighbouring 
mainland  of  New  Quinea  ? 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  the  boundaries  of  Queensland  have, 
since  the  year  1872,  comprised  all  islands 
within  60  miles  of  the  mainland  of  that 
part  of  Australia.  In  1878  the  Queens- 
land Oovemment  stated  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  if  they  had  jurisdiction 
over  certain  small  islets  and  reefs  in 
Torres  Straits  beyond  their  existing 
boundaries,  but  quite  distinct  from  New 
Guinea,  they  could  take  anv  steps  neces- 
sary for  the  protection  of  tiie  Natives 
against  pearl-shell  seekers  or  other  per- 
sons resortine  there.  This  request  was 
complied  with.  The  islets  are  described 
in  The  Queensland  Gazette  of  July  19, 
1 879 ;  and  I  believe  that  the  necessary 
measures  have  been  taken  by  the  Queens- 
land Government.  There  is  no  intention 
whatever  of  extendinc;  British  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  mainland  of  New  Guinea. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— BOMBARD- 
MENT OF  ONITSHA. 

Mb.  EICHAED  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whetner  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  statement  which  appeared  in  the 
•'Daily  News"  of  16th  January,  to  the 
effect  that  Captain  Easton,  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Consuls,  on  retumiug  from  a 
visit  to  the  Sultan  of  Nupe's  dominions 
on  the  river  Nieer,  had  found  that  the 
natives  of  Onitsha,  200  miles  from  the 
mouth  of  the  river,  had  been  giving 
considerable  trouble  to  the  Europeans, 
whereupon  he  obtained  the  services  of 
Her  Majesty's  ship  ''Pioneer,"  and 
bombarded  the  town  and  destroyed  it ; 
and,  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
if  this  statement  be  correct ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  British  Consuls  have  authority 
to  use  Her  Majesty's  ships  to  bombard 
and  destroy  towns  whenever  the^inhabit- 
anti  are  charged  with  giving  trouble  to 
Europeans  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  Sir,  I  have  not  seen 
the  statement  in  77ie  Daily  News;  but  we 
have  official  information  with  respect  to 
the  circumstances  to  which  it  alludes. 
The  statement  that  the  town  of  Onitsha, 
■ome  200  miles  up  the  Ni^er  river,  has 
been  bombarded  by  Her  Majesty's  ship 


Pioneer  is  correct,  and  the  following  are 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  bombard- 
ment took  place: — British  traders  have 
been  for  some  time  past  established  at 
Onitsha;  but  in  consequence  of  the  out- 
rages committed  on  their  properties  and 
Sersons  by  the  Natives,  for  wnich  no  re- 
ress  could  be  obtained  from  the  Chiefs, 
the  merchants  determined  to  withdraw 
altogether  from  that  station.  When 
about  to  carry  this  determination  into 
effect,  the  Chiefs  and  people  refused  to 
allow  them  to  remove  their  goods,  and 
plundered  some  of  the  stores.  The 
traders  thereupon  appealed  for  protec- 
tion to  Mr.  Easton,  the  aotine  British 
Consul  at  Fernando  Fo,  who  happened 
to  be  on  his  way  down  the  Niger,  and 
who  laid  the  matter  before  the  senior 
naval  officer  on  the  station,  and  the 
Pioneer  gunboat  was  sent  up  the  Niger 
for  the  protection  of  British  interei^. 
On  arrivmg  at  Onitsha  steps  were  taken 
to  remove  the  British  proper<^,  which 
was  estimated  at  over  £20,000  m  value ; 
but  while  arrangements  were  being  mado 
to  embark  the  property,  the  sailors  and 
others  engaged  m  this  work  were  attacked 
by  the  Natives,  and  in  consequence  of 
this  unprovoked  aggression  the  Com- 
mander attacked  and  burnt  the  town. 
In  answer  to  the  last  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  have  to  sav  British  Consuls  are 
not  authorized  to  Dombard  and  destroy 
towns  whenever  the  inhabitants  are 
charged  with  giving  trouble  to  Euro- 
peans ;  but  there  are  exceptional  occa- 
sions when  it  is  the  duty  of  Commanders 
of  Her  Majesty's  cruisers  to  act  promptlv 
upon  their  own  judgment,  and  parti- 
cularly in  those  cases  where  British  lives 
and  property  are  at  stake.  In  the  pre- 
sent case,  the  conduct  of  the  Consular  aud 
naval  officers  has  been  approved. 

Mb.  EICHAED :  Will  there  be  any 
objection  to  produce  the  Fapers  relating 
to  this  transaction  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  I  do  not  supposo 
there  will  be ;  but  I  will  g^ve  a  formal 
answer  to  that  Question,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  ask  me  again  on  Monday. 


ARMY  (INDIA)— KIRWEE  PRIZE  MONEY. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
crotary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  all  unpublished 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  of  the 
Kirwee  Booty,  between  officers  interested 
in  the  Frize  urant  and  the  India  Depart- 
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ment,  subsequent  to  the  presentation  of 
the  last  Betum  of  Papers  relating  to  this 
matter,  viz.  No.  213,  of  1876;  and,  of 
the  Short-hand  Notes  of  the  Proceedings 
in  the  Vice-Chancellor's  Court,  including 
the  Arguments  of  Counsel  and  Sir  C. 
Hall's  Judgment  in  the  action  "  Kinloch 
V,  The  Secretary  of  State  in  Council,"  on 
the  4th  November  1879  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  on  the  28th 
of  January,  Mr.  Kinloch  applied  to  Vice 
Chancellor  Hall  to  direct  that  he  should 
be  furnished  with  the  documents  bearing 
on  the  case  which  might  be  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Secretary  of  State;  but 
the  Vice  Chancellor  refused  to  make  the 
order  on  the  ground  that  an  appeal  was 
pending  against  his  decision.  But  I 
should  be  glad  to  confer  with  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  about  these  Papers. 
We  have  at  the  India  Office  a  copy  of 
the  recent  Judgment,  but  not  the  argu- 
ments of  counsel;  but  I  hardly  tblnk 
these  Papers  of  sufficient  general  interest 
to  be  printed  at  the  public  expense. 

GREECE— BRIGANDAGE   IN   AGAR- 

NANIA. 

Mb.  J.  E.  YORKE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  ** Notice  to  British  Subjects"  re- 
cently issued  by  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
at  Corfu,  in  the  following  terms : — 

"  Notice  to  British  Subjects. — The  under- 
signed has  just  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  for  the  Morea  a  despatch  informing  lum 
'  That  the  authorities  in  Acamania  consider  it 
dangerous  for  sportsmen  and  others  landing 
^m  yachts  on  that  coast,  as  there  are  several 
brigand  chiefs  on  the  frontier  who  might  form 
plans  for  their  capture,  especially  if  thoy  remain 
many  days  on  the  same  spot/  All  British  sub- 
jects therefore  leaving  Corfu  on  shooting  expe- 
ditions are  hereby  cautioned,  as  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment, after  giving  this  notice,  will  not  be 
answerable  for  any  ransom  that  the  brigands 
might  exact. — Her  Majesty's  Consulate,  Corfu, 
1  Ith  November  1879.  Signed,  R.  Keade,  ILM.'s 
Consul;'* 

and,  whether  the  condition  of  Acamania 
so  described  is  exceptional,  or  may  be 
taken  as  a  fair  specimen  of  the  normal 
security  for  life  and  property  which  is 
enjoyed  throughout  the  Hellenic  King- 
dom? 

Me.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  it  is  true  that  a 
notice  to  that  effect  was  issued  in  No- 
yember  last  by  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at 
Corfu.  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Athens 
reported  on  the  27th  of  the  same  month 

Sir  John  Hay 


that  some  cases  of  brigandage  having 
occurred  in  Ghreece,  a  very  stringent  law 
for  its  repression,  which  had  been  en- 
acted in  1871  for  a  period  of  four  years, 
and  which  had  then  proved  effective,  had 
been  a  se«ond  time  put  into  force  for  a 
period  of  eight  months.  In  respect  to 
the  effect  of  that  law  on  the  population, 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  more  at  the 
present  moment. 

TREATY  OF  WASHINGTON— CANADIAN 
AND  NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  QOTJELEY  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  the  claim  of  the 
United  States  Government  for  103,000 
dollars  for  damages  alleged  to  have  been 
done  by  Newfoundland  fishermen  in 
Fortime  Bay  to  the  Massachusetts  fish- 
ing fleet  has  been  amicably  arranged; 
what  measures  are  being  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  abrogating  or  amending 
Clause  33  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington 
relative  to  the  Canadian  and  Newfound- 
land inshore  fisheries;  and,  whether 
steps  are  beinff  taken  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  if  the  Proviso  of  the  Con- 
vention of  1818,  which  admits  American 
fishermen  to  enter  British  North  Ameri- 
can bays  or  harbours  for  the  purpose  of 
shelter,  repairing  damages,  ana  pur- 
chase of  wood  and  water,  is  intended 
to  exclude  them  from  going  inshore  to 
traffic,  tranship,  fish,  purchase  stores, 
mend  nets,  and  hire  seamen  ? 

M&.  BOUBKE :  Sir,  the  daim  of  the 
United  States  Government  for  damages 
alleged  to  have  been  done  by  New- 
foundland fishermen  in  Fortune  Bay  is 
still  under  the  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  No  measures  are 
being  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  abro- 
gating or  amending  Clause  33  of  the 
Treaty  of  Washington.  The  extent  of 
the  fishing  privileges  accorded  to  the 
United  States  on  the  shores  of  Canada 
and  Newfoundland  is  laid  down  in  the 
Convention  of  1818,  and  in  the  Treaty 
of  Washington  of  1 87 1 .  Her  Maj esty's 
Government  have  not  at  present  found 
it  necessary  to  make  any  communication 
to  the  United  States  Government  with 
the  view  of  defining  more  precisely  the 
exact  interpretation  of  the  language  of 
those  Treaties.    

Mb.  GOUELEY  said,  that  on  an 
early  day  he  would  call  attention  to 
the  Convention  of  1818  between  this 
country  and  the  United  States  relative 
to  fisheries. 
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BRAZIL— CLAIMS  OF  BRITISH 
SUBJECTS. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  long  pending  claims  of  British 
subjects  against  Brazil,  which  on  the 
2drd  of  June  last  he  said  were  on  the 
eve  of  satisfactory  arrangement,  are  yet 
arranged  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE:  Sir,  last  Session  I 
said,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  that 
the  Oommission  to  which  these  claims 
had  been  referred  had  made  consider- 
able progress,  and  that  there  was  some 
hope  that  in  a  short  time  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  might  be  arrived  at.  Some 
delay  in  the  negotiations  has  been  occa- 
sioned by  a  change  of  Government  in 
Brazil;  but  the  present  Qovemment 
appears  to  be  really  anxious  to  come  to 
a  satisfactory  arrangement.  They  have 
been  furnished  with  a  Beport  of  the 
exact  state  of  the  claims  of  each  country, 
and  have  expressed  their  desire  to  have 
the  matter  settled  as  speedily  as  possible. 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  in  Bra:al  trusts 
that  before  long  he  will  be  in  a  position 
to  place  before  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  proposals  of  the  Brazilian 
Gk>Temment. 


SHORT  SERVICE  AND  RECRUITING 
IN  THE  ARMY. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  When  the 
Beport  of  the  War  Office  Special  Com- 
mittee upon  Short  Service  and  Becruit- 
ing,  of  which  Lord  Airey  is  Chairman, 
may  be  expected  to  be  presented ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  that  Beport  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  in  sufficient 
time  to  allow  of  its  being  fully  con- 
sidered by  Members  before  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Army  Estimates  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee,  of  which 
Lord  Airev  was  Chairman,  had  not  yet 
been  received.  The  Committee  were 
still  considering  their  Beport;  and,  al- 
though they  had  given  the  most  as- 
siduous attention  to  it,  it  had  not  been 
yet  sent  in  to  the  authorities.  It  was 
necessary  to  take  a  Vote  of  the  num- 
ber of  men  before  the  Mutiny  Bill 
was  brought  in,  and  he  could  not  nro- 
snise  to  postpone  the  Estimates  inaofi- 
aitely. 

VOL.  CCL.        [miRD  SERIES.] 


CHINA—DOMESTIC  SERVITUDE  AT 
HONG  KONG. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  it  be  the  fact 
that  Sir  John  Smale,  the  Chief  Justice 
of  Hong  Kong,  has  declared  that  a  sys- 
tem of  slavery  has  grown  up  there  and 
has  been  tolerated  under  British  rule, 
while  contrary  to  British  Law ;  and  what 
steps  Government  has  taken,  or  proposes 
taking,  to  deal  with  the  evil  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH; 
Sir,  I  learn  firom  the  Hong  Kong  Press 
that  Sir  John  Smale  has  on  two  occasions 
made  some  remarks  from  the  Bench  on 
the  existence  and  increase  of  a  system  of 
domestic  servitude  among  the  Chinese  of 
Hong  Kong  which  is  contrary  to  the  law 
of  the  Colony.  I  only  learnt  this  firom 
the  newspapers,  as  the  learned  Chief 
Justice  dia  not  think  it  necessary  to  bring 
his  remarks  officially  under  my  notice. 
He  very  properly  stated  his  intention  to 
punish  severely  any  offences  against  the 
law  that  might  be  brought  before  him. 
I  am  quite  satisfied  that  Mr.  Pope  Hen- 
nessy,  the  Governor  of  Hong  Kong,  will 
take  any  steps  that  may  be  required  on 
the  part  of  the  Colonial  Qovemment,  and 
I  do  not  see  that  any  action  on  our  part 
is  necessary.  But,  of  course,  I  snail 
readily  consider  any  suggestions  that 
may  be  made  to  me  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  asked  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  communicate  with 
the  Governor  of  Hong  Kong  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
am  expecting  a  despatch  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

POOR  REMOVAL-LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  SYNAN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  intends  to  bring  in  a  Bill  this 
Session  to  carry  out  the  Beport  of  the 
Poor  Bemoval  Committee  of  last  Ses- 
sion? 

Mr.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  :  Sir,  a  BiU 
is  in  preparation,  and  will  certainly  be 
introduced  this  Session,  although  I  can- 
not name  the  day.  It  will  deal — and,  I 
hope,  effectively  deal — with  the  subject 
referred  to — the  Select  Committee  on 
Poor  Bemoval  in  the  last  Session  ;  but 
I  cannot  say  that  it  will  deal  with  it 
exactly  in  the  mode  recommended  in  the 
Beport  of  that  Committee. 
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DISTRESS    (IHELAND)— PRESENTMENT 

SESSIONS  —  LOANS    FOE   SANITAHT 

WORKS. 

Colonel  00LTHTJE8T  aeked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  the 
same  facilitiea  will  be  given  to  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  Ireland  to  obtain  loans  for 
other  than  sanitar;  works  as  were  giveA 
to  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Lancashire 
during  the  cotton  famiao  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEH ;  Sir,  the  facihtias 
given  to  the  Doards  of  Guardians  in 
Lancaahire  at  the  time  referred  to,  so  far 
as  I  can  gather  from  the  clauees  of  the 
Act  of  Failiament,  consisted  of  thepower 
to  borrow  money  for  the  purpose  of  mak- 
ing roads  and  footpaths,  and  widening, 
deepening,  and  straightening  sewers  or 
brooks ;  and  also  for  the  drainage  of 
common  land.  The  hon.  and  gculant 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  Government 
have  issued  a  N'otiae  enabling  present- 
ment sessions  to  be  held  for  the  purpose 
of  carryingout  works  of  that  kind  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  moreover,  in  addition  to  this, 
the  Qovemmeut  has  already  offered 
liberal  terms  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
enabling  them  to  borrow  for  variona 
puiposes  in  their  capacities  aa  local 
sanitary  authorities,  and  this  at  a  lower 
rate  of  interest  than  is  allowed  in  ordi- 

Mb.  SHAW  asked  whether  the  deep- 
ening of  rivers  was  included  in  the 
works  that  might  be  done  by  order  of 
the  presentment  sessions  ? 

Mh.  J,  LOWTHER:  There  ie  no 
reference  to  the  deepening  of  riv^fi  in 
the  Notice  ;  but  the  Proviso  states  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury,  may  add  works  for  special 
objects. 


FLOQGINQ  IN  THE  ARMT. 

Mb.  OTWAY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  proposes, 
either  by  provisions  in  the  Army  Disci- 
pline Bill,  or  by  any  other  measure,  to 
relieve  British  soldiers  from  punishment 
by  fiogging,  and  thus  put  Her  Uajesty's 
Army  in  this  matter  in  the  eame  posi- 
tion as  the  armies  of  other  civilised 
powers  ? 

CoLONBL  STANLET,  in  reply,  aaid,  it 
was  proposed  to  bring  in  an  Army  Diaci- 
pline  and  Begulation  Act  Contumanoe 
Bill,  as  was  propoeed  hut  year. 


LOCAL  LOANS  OOMMTTTEE. 

Hk.  CHAHBEBLAIN  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  When 
he  proposes  to  move  for  the  Otnnimttee 
which  he  promised  on  the  11th  August 
1879, 

"To  coDfidet  the  snliiect  of  locml  loans 
genarally,  ftod  to  go  into  oilier  matters  bearing 
upon  the  subject,  inch  u  the  granting  greater 
facilities  to  looil  authorities  for  obtaining 
loans  F" 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCBE- 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  he  intended  to 
make  the  Motion  shortly ;  but  he  had  not 
been  able  to  do  it  yet  owing  to  the 
pressure  of  other  Business. 


ARMY— SECONDED  OFFICERS. 

Oeitebai.  6m  GEOSGE  BALFOTTB 
asked  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Department,  If  he  wilt  laynpon  the  Table 
a  List  of  all  the  appointments,  duties,  and 
employments  which  govern  the  second- 
ing of  officers  under  the  Boyal  Warrant 
of  February  1880,  together  with  a  nu< 
merical  Betum  of  the  officers  seconded 
for  their  several  appointments, '  showing 
the  ranks  and  corps  ? 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY  :  Every 
regimental  officer  is  seconded,  if  he  be 
not  altogether  removed  from  the  regi- 
mental roll,  on  appointment  to  any  extra 
regimental  position  as  soon  as  he  has 
held  such  position  for  three  months. 

TBRAT7  OF  BERLIN— ARTICLE  28— 
EUROPEAN  TURKEY. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  fbr  Foreign 
Affairs,  For  what  Provinces  of  European 
Turkey  Commissioners  are  appointed  to 
give  effect  to  the  provisions  oi  the  23rd 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin ;  and,  if 
he  can  state  how  those  OommissionB  ara 
composed? 

Mb.  BOITBEE  :  Sir,  we  have  reoeived 
Beports  of  such  Commissions  having 
been  formed  in  the  vilayets  of  Adriano- 
ple,  Salonioa,  and  Janina.  In  the  vila- 
yet of  Adrianople  the  Commission  ia 
thus  comprisea  —  President,  the  Qo- 
vemorGeneral;  12  representative  mem- 
bers, of  whom  four  are  Greeks,  three 
Mussulmans,  two  Armenians,  one  Bul- 
garian, one  Jew ;  1 1  tx-offieio  members, 
of  whom  nine  are  Muasulmans  and  two 
non-UaamUmaiia.    ThiaOommiasion  hw 
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completed  its  examinatioii  and  sent  up 
its  Beport  to  Constantinople.  The  Com- 
mission for  the  vilayet  of  Saloniea,  as 
finally  constituted,  contains  10  Mussul- 
mans, eight  Christians,  and  two  Jews. 
Of  these  20  members,  1 7  are  natives  of 
Macedonia  and  three  of  Asia  Minor. 
Of  the  proceedings  in  the  vilayet  of 
Janina  we  only  know  that  the  Yali  has 
constituted  a  Commission.  It  consists 
of  20  Mussulmans  and  six  or  seven 
Greeks,  and  it  is  now  examining  the 
Organic  Law  proposed  to  be  applied  to 
the  Province. 

SOUTH  AFEICA— THE  PAPEES. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  When  the 
Papers  relating  to  South  AMca,  pro- 
mised in  Her  Majesty's  Most  Ghraoious 
Speech,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  whether  they  will  ex- 
tend to  cover  the  period  of  we  arrests 
of  Messrs.  EIruger,  JPretorius,  and  Bok ; 
and,  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
of  iiie  number  of  the  forces  of  all  arms 
now  in  the  Transvaal,  and  will  make  a 
Betum  of  the  revenue  and  expenditure 
of  the  Qovemment  in  the  Transvaal 
from  its  annexation ;  also  of  the  exist- 
ing liabilities  of  the  Government,  show- 
ing how  the  deficiency  of  revenue  to 
meet  the  expenditure  has  so  far  been 
supplied  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH : 
Sir,  I  hope  to  place  upon  the  Table  to- 
morrow Irapers  relating  to  South  African 
affairs  up  to  the  end  of  1879,  and  that 
they  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers by  Wednesday  next.  Further  Papers 
up  to  the  date  of  the  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment will  be  published  about  a  week 
later,  and  among  them  will  be  found  a 
despatch  received  last  week  announcing 
the  arrest  of  Messrs.  Pretorius  and  Bok. 
I  have  not  heard  that  Mr.  Kriiger  has 
been  arrested.  I  believe  that  there  are 
at  present  about  3,900  troops  of  aU  arms 
in  the  Transvaal ;  but,  of  course,  it  must 
not  be  implied  from  this  that  this  force 
will  be  permanently  retained  there.  I 
have  not,  at  the  present  moment,  any 
statement  of  the  revenue  and  expendi- 
ture of  the  Transvaal  Government  up 
to  a  later  date  than  the  3 1st  of  March, 
1879;  but  I  am  anxious  to  give  the 
House  the  fullest  possible  information 
npoii  the  subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
Will  remember  that  a  great  deal  of  in- 


formation, up  to  a  certain  date,  was  sup- 
plied in  the  Beport  of  Mr.  Sergeaunt, 
which  has  already  been  published.  I 
am  informed,  by  telegram,  that  there 
are  financial  statements  on  their  way  to 
this  country ;  and  I  hope,  in  a  very  short 
time,  to  give  the  House  such  informa- 
tion as  will  enable  them  to  form  an 
opinion  both  of  the  past  and  of  the  pre- 
sent condition  as  well  as  the  future  pro- 
spects of  the  Province  with  regard  to 
finance.  Perhaps  I  may  say  i£at  the 
deficiency  of  revenue,  which,  of  course, 
includes  the  interest  on  the  heavy  debt 
inherited  from  the  late  Government,  has 
been  supplied  bv  the  grant  made  by 
Parliament  nearly  three  years  ag^,  and 
by  an  overdraft  on  a  local  bank  on  the 
terms  described  in  Mr.  Sergeaunt's  He- 
port. 

BOARD    OF   WORKS    (IRELAND)— OON- 
SOLmATION  ACTS. 

Mb.  p.  MABTIN  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
there  are  at  present  some  three  hundred 
Acts  on  the  Statute  Book  which  relate 
to  the  duties  assigned  to  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland ;  whether  it  has  been 
represented  to  the  Treasury  by  the  De- 
psurtmental  Committee  appointed  in  1877 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  due  and 
prompt  discharge  of  the  statutory  duties 
of  the  Board  in  respect  to  loans  that  the 
work  of  the  consolidation  and  amend- 
ment of  these  statutes  should  be  at  once 
taken  in  hand ;  if  so,  what  steps  have 
been  taken  in  respect  to  this  and  the 
other  reeommendations  made  by  the 
Committee  in  June  1878  with  regard  to 
the  reconstruction  and  reorganization  of 
the  Board  of  Works ;  and,  if  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  and,  if  so, 
when,  to  submit  any  Bill  or  Bills  to  the 
House  to  give  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tions, or  any  or  which  of  them  so  made 
by  the  Committee  ? 

Sib  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON : 
Sir,  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  of  1877-8 
reckoned  the  number  of  Acts  relating  to 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works  at  300,  and 
recommended  that  they  should  be  con- 
solidated. In  accordance  with  this  re- 
commendation, the  Treasury  have  em- 
ployed Mr.  Brougham  Leech,  of  the  Irish 
Bar,  to  prepare  a  scheme  of  consolida- 
tion, and  ne  has  now  been  engaged 
for  more  than  a  year  on  the  task.  A 
BUI  has  been  prepared,  and  will  shortly 
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be  introduced,  for  re-conatruotmg  the 
Board  of  Works  and  re-distribnting  ita 
duties. 

DISTRESS  (lEELAND)— LONGFORD 
UNION. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'CAHTHY  aeked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  he 
can  Btato  the  nature  and  aource  of  the 
information  on  which  tho  Irish  Local 
Oovemmont  Board  acted  when  they  de- 
clined to  put  Longford  Union  in  the  list 
of  Scheduled  Unions ;  and,  whether 
thoro  ia  any  objection  to  produce  the 
Eoport  or  Eeports  which  afBnned  that 
there  wan  no  exceptional  diBtreea  in 
Lonjfford  Union  ? 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  when  an  application  was  made  by 
tho  Doard  of  Guardians  to  have  a  Union 
included  in  the  list  of  Scheduled  Unions, 
it  W(u>  referred  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  the  Inapector  of  the  district  for 
his  Itoport.  On  receiving  that  Report, 
tho  Local  Government  Board  made  a 
Gommiinication  to  the  Irish  Government, 
which  tlion  decided  whether  or  not  the 
Union  should  be  added  to  the  list  of 
Scheduled  Unions.  In  the  case  of  the 
Longford  Union,  on  the  first  application 
some  time  ago,  the  Beport  of  the  In- 
spector and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Local  Goverament  Board  were  unfavour- 
able to  ita  addition  to  the  Schedule.  The 
fact,  however,  of  a  Union  having  been  in 
a  position  at  one  time  which  did  not  jus- 
tify its  being  added  to  the  Schedule  was 
no  reason  why,  later  on,  when  oircum- 
etances  rendered  it  deairable,  it  should 
not  be  BO  added.  In  regard  to  Long- 
ford Union,  on  the  receipt  of  another 
application,  tho  Inspector  reported  that 
the  Union  might  with  advantage  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Schedule,  and  it  was  now 
included  accordingly.  The  Inspector's 
Beports  were  in  many  cases  of  a  higUy 
confidential  nature,  and  it  would  be  in- 
expedient to  produce  them. 


Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Beoreta^ 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
he  can  inform  the  House  when  the  Bill 
relating  to  the  Water  Supply  of  Loudon 
will  be  introduced  ? 

Me.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  On  behalf 

of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Aasheton 

Cross),  I  beg  to  state  that  the  Bill  in 

Sir  Sony  &Iwui-i)M(m 


question  ia  in  a  tc^waxd  state  of  pr^ft- 
ration ;  bat  I  am  not  at  this  moment  in 
a  position  to  say  on  what  d^  it  will  be 
introduced. 

PEBaiA  AND  HEHAT. 

Mb.  W.  holms  wished  to  aak  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  Questioa 
of  which  he  had  given  Mm  private 
Xotice — namely,  Whether  there  ia  any 
truth  in  the  statement  which  appears  in 
7^  Bailj/  Newt  of  this  morning;  that  a 
Treaty  has  been  signed,  or  ia  in  ooniM 
of  negotiation,  between  flngland  and 
Persia  by  which,  amon^  other  stipali' 
tioQS,  the  latter  Power  is  releaaed  mmi 
the  obligation  not  to  occupy  Herat  ? 

The  CHANOELLOB  ov  thb  EXCHE- 
QUKK:  Sir,  no  such  Treal7  has.beea 
signed.  I  can  only  repeat  the  atatconent 
which  I  made  the  other  day  in  answer 
to  the  Question  put  b^  the  noble  Lord 
f  the  Marquess  of  Hartm^n),  that  it  it 
impossible  for  me  to  make  any  further 
statement  on  the  snbjeot  at  this  moment. 

0RDEB8     OF    TSS    DAT. 


ANRWEB   TO  THE 

QXTEEN'S   SPEECH. 
Order  for  Further  Prooeedine  on  Be- 
port of  Address  [1  Ith  FebruaiTj  read. 

Further  Prooeeding  on  the  said  Be- 
port r«mmtd. 

BELIEF  OF  DI8TI1ES8  (IHELAND.) 
Ma.  O'DONNELL  said,  in  his  reply 
to  the  charges  brought  against  the  Honie 
Eule  Party,  he  had  found  himself  much 
embarrassed  by  th  e  fact  that  certain  Minis- 
terial journals  had  devoted  long  artioles 
to  misrepreeentatioQe  of  hie  observations, 
while  they  had  suppressed  the  report  of 
those  observatione.  Those  journals  had 
not  only  represented  his  proceedings 
as  mere  obstruction,  but  had  also  re- 
presented the  proceedings  of  Home 
Bule  Members  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  to  their  constituents  as  disgraoeful 
proceedings,  for  the  purpose  of  obstnio- 
tion  alone — and  he  begged  most  respect- 
fully to  protest  against  the  exceptional 
privileges  of  the  Oallery  of  that  House, 
which  put  thousands  in  the  pockets  of 
those  journals,  being  used  to  falsify  the 
reports  of  that  House.  The  Home  Be- 
cretaiy  had  stated  that  the  reason  whj 
the  Qorenimant  refused  to  give  a  oin^ 
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word  of  encouragement  to  the  starying 
people  down  to  tne  middle  of  November 
was  because  they  were  afraid  that  it 
would  lead  the  Irish  people  to  expect 
relief,  and  that  the  poor  peasants  would, 
in  consequence,  consume  more  rapidly 
their  miserable  stock  of  food.  He 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  did  not  think  a  state- 
ment more  unconsciously  brutal  could 
be  uttered;  and  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  most  Eey.  Dr.  M'Oormack  that  the 
authors  of  any  disturbance  which  might 
ensue  were  the  Government  of  the  day, 
who,  charged  with  the  duty  of  providing 
for  the  people,  persisted  in  an  attitude 
of  silence  and  did  not  utter  a  single  word 
of  encouragement  to  a  starving  people. 
During  that  time  the  people  were  left  to 
themselves,  and  then  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  took  the  mea- 
sures he  did  for  the  preservation  of  life 
and  property  in  Ireland — for  he  contended 
that,  looking  to  the  experience  of  the 
scenes  of  bloodshed  and  disturbance 
which  took  place  under  a  similar  atti- 
tude of  the  Government  in  previous 
times,  he  could  not  but  think  that  it  was 
the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  taught  the  people  to  meet  peace- 
fully, and  by  constitutional  organizations 
to  bring  their  wretched  condition  to  the 
notice  of  the  public — it  was  to  that 
action  and  that  policy  alone  that  the 
country  had  to  be  thankful  for  the  total 
absence  of  crime  which  marked  the 
whole  period  of  agitation  conducted  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath.  He  ob- 
served also  with  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment officials  deserted  their  benches 
daring  the  explanations  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, just  as  the  Government  organs 
suppressed  the  reports  of  their  speeches. 
"Wim  regard  to  the  condition  of  Cararoe, 
they  had  the  authority  of  the  Catholic 
priests  of  the  district  to  prove  that  the 
population  of  that  place  were  steeped 
in  the  utmost  distress  and  destitute  of 
both  food  and  clothing.  With  one 
honourable  exception  the  landlords  were 
determined  to  evict,  and  it  was  in  the 
midst  of  the  sore  need  of  this  wretched 
population  that  a  body  of  armed  con- 
stabulary were  sent  to  accompany  the 
process-servers  in  order  to  eject  150 
umilies  from  their  miserable  huts 
the    roadside.      All    the   arms  the 
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poor  creatures  possessed  were  the  arms 
of  women  and  children,  and  the  way  in 
which  they  used  them  was  to  get  in  the 
way  of  the  oonstabulaxy,  clasping  their 


knees,  and  tearing  their  own  hair  in 
their  desperation.  Those  women  and 
children  were  repulsed  with  the  utmost 
brutality  by  the  armed  constabulary — 
not  with  the  gentle  hand  which  would 
be  used  by  the  London  constable,  but 
by  striking  the  women  with  the  butts  of 
their  heavy  rifles  and  prodding  them 
with  the  bayonets  —  a  scene  which 
would  disgrace  the  reign  of  a  Turkish 
Pasha  in  Bulgaria.  Those  scenes 
were  the  result  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  not  tne  result  of 
the  agitation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.  He  saw  with  regret  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket),  who 
was  very  bold  in  his  assertions,  had  not 
courage  to  stop  and  see  them  challenged. 
The  statements  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
had  provoked  a  reply  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Balla  Branch  of  Uie  Na- 
tional Land  League  in  respect  to  the 
number  of  evictions  which  took  place  on 
the  estate  of  Sir  Eobert  Blosse,  the 
number  given  being  considerably  more 
than  was  stated  to  be  the  case,  and  all 
the  other  allegations  referred  to  in  re- 
spect to  Sir  Robert  Blosse  were  similarly 
contradicted.  But  what  was  a  still  more 
serious  matter  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Dublin 
University  (Mr.  Plunket)  was  his  attack 
on  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell),  whom  he  accused  of  having 
openly  rejoiced  over  the  misery  of  the 
people,  because  that  misery  would  tend 
to  advance  the  land  movement.  In  the 
whole  history  of  political  animosity  and 
rancour,  was  there  over  such  a  charge 
brought  by  one  man  against  another! 
It  was  as  false  as  it  was  atrocious. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Meath  was  doing 
a  good  work  thousands  of  miles  away 
and  could  not  defend  himself;  but  his 
Colleagues,  from  their  seats  in  that 
House,  would,  and  that  victoriously  and 
easily.  Before  ho  went  to  America  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  told  the  people 
of  Ireland,  in  the  darkest  hour  of  their 
misery,  not  to  despair,  and  that  from 
the  justice  of  their  cause  it  must  provoke 
the  attention  of  the  Legislature.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  had  endeavoured 
to  console  the  people  by  reminding  them 
that  the  very  extremity  of  their  suffering 
must  soon  provoke  a  reform  of  their 
miserable  condition  ;  and  this,  forsooth, 
I  was  the  pretext  for  the  abominable  accu« 
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eation  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  University  ;  this  was  the 
paltry  and  odious  foundation  for  im- 
puting to  an  illustrious  patriot  the  vilest 
motives  which  could  actuate  the  basest  of 
demagogues.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
gannon  (Mr.  Dickson)  had  similarly  re- 
minded the  tenantry  of  Antrim  that  the 
evident  breakdown  of  the  land  system 
must  provoke  reform.  Nay,  the  great 
Tribune  of  the  English  people,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  had  used  similar  language, 
and  at  the  inauguration  of  the  Cobden 
Memorial,  a  couple  of  years  ago,  had 
stated  how,  in  the  struggle  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws,  the  time  came  when 
the  artificial  deamess  of  the  people's 
food  at  length  produced  its  predicted  re- 
sults, that  they  had  warred  against  the 
famine,  and  iJiat  now  the  famine  had 
declared  itself  upon  their  side.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  went  to  Ame- 
rica to  obtain  aid  at  the  solicitations 
of  the  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland,  as  a 
delegate  of  the  National  Land  League 
in  Ireland  and  of  the  Tenants'  Defence 
Association.  His  was  no  private  mission 
of  personal  ambition  or  personal  agita- 
tion. He  was  the  authorized  ambassador 
of  the  tenant  organizations  of  Ireland. 
Whether  the  charge  came  from  Ministe- 
rial politicians,  or  from  certain  quarters 
in  Ireland,  the  pretence  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath' s  visit  to  the  United 
States  was  anything  less  than  a  public 
and  national  imdertaking  was  utterly 
unfounded  and  misleading,  and  every 
attempt  to  weaken  his  authority  or  in- 
jure his  influence  in  the  American  Ke- 
public  was  directed  not  only  against  him 
individually,  but  against  the  Tenant 
Association  and  League  of  which  he  was 
the  President  at  home  and  the  repre- 
sentative beyond  the  Atlantic.  He  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  and  his  Colleagues  were  in 
favour  of  fixity  of  tenure,  which 
would  before  long  secure  the  pros- 
perity not  only  of  the  tenant  but  of 
the  landlord;  but  they  utterly  denied 
that  they  were,  in  the  reform  of  the 
Land  Laws,  seeking  anything  else  but  to 
benefit  the  numerous  classes  in  Ireland. 
They  said  that  in  raising  the  status 
of  the  tenantry  they  were  improv- 
ing the  position  of  the  landlord,  and 
they  were  all  in  favour  of  the  crea- 
tion of  a  peasant  proprietary.  Oriti- 
oisms  might  be  directed  against  this 
or  that  proposal ;  but  it  was  utterly  mon- 
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strous,  on  the  ground  of  some  difTerenoe  of 
detail,  to  denounce  the  authors  of  schemes 
which  had  their  parallels  in  so  many  of 
the  Conservative  States  in  Europe.  In 
spite  of  the  representations  of  Boards  of 
Guardians  and  others,  which  placed 
beyond  doubt  that  the  Lish  people  were 
on  the  verge  of  starvation,  tne  Govern- 
ment maintained  a  contemptuous  silence ; 
and  then  only  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
told  the  people  that  if  they  were  dealing 
with  good  landlords  let  them  pay  them 
to  the  best  of  their  ability ;  but  if  they 
were  bad  landlords,  and  they  demanded 
all  that  the  tenants  got  and  afterwards 
served  them  with  ejectment  writs,  he 
told  them  to  resist  such  action  as  far  as 
was  advisable.  It  had  been  falsely  re- 
presented in  some  of  the  Government 
organs  that  it  was  an  anti-rent  agitation. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  purely  an  excep- 
tional remedy,  and  they  utterly  repu- 
diated the  idea  of  urging  the  abolition 
of  rent.  Let  rent  be  paid  to  the  ut- 
most, and  with  the  utmost  punctuality ; 
but  the  duty  a  father  owed  to  lus 
famished  children  was  far  beyond  that 
of  a  rent-contract.  When  the  Govern- 
ment were  appealed  to  in  the  matter  tiiey 
only  answered  in  insulting  mockery, 
and  did  not  give  one  word  of  hope. 
At  the  Mansion  House  banquet  Lord 
Beaconsfield,onthe9th  of  November  last, 
denied  that  there  was  any  serious  dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  and  made  the  question 
of  Irish  distress  the  subject  of  some  of 
his  most  elegant  badinage  and  jest.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Head  of  the  Gxnrem- 
ment,  agreeably  chaffed  the  Irish  people 
for  the  amusement  of  the  assembled 
guests  of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London. 
The  Irish  were  his  "  brilliant  brethren," 
whose  only  misfortune  was  that  they 
were  not  **  logical "  as  well  as  brilliant. 
While  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  expending 
his  after-dinner  gibes  at  the  Mansion 
House  feasty  his  ''brilliant  brethren'^ 
were  starving  around  fireless  hearths  in 
a  hundred  mountain  valleys,  were  wast- 
ing in  the  slow  agonies  of  hunger,  while 
the  head  of  the  Government  was  making 
a  mock  of  their  misery  amid  the  loaded 
dishes  and  flowina^  wines  of  the  banquet 
at  Guildhall.  That  was  how  the  Go- 
vernment understood  their  duties  to  Ire- 
land. The  joyous  speech  of  the  Premier 
took  place  on  the  9th  of  November. 
Within  10  days  afterwards  four  of  the 
most  prominent  friends  of  the  people 
were  arrested  under    a  warrant  from 
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Dublin  Oastle ;  and  still  the  Gbvemment 
had  not  expended  a  single  sixpence  in 
relief.  This  was  their  policy,  a  policy 
of  neglect  and  insult,  of  outrage  and 
provocation.  They  seemed  to  have  cal- 
culated on  driving  the  people  to  despair ; 
and  but  for  the  calm  counsels  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath,  who  used  the  autho- 
rity which  he  held  from  the  affection  and 
confidence  of  the  people  in  order  to  lead 
them  safely  through  the  provocations  of 
the  Government,  who  knew  but  that  the 
calculations  of  the  Government  might 
have  succeeded?  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
had  now  abundantly  proved  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Government  policy  towards 
the  distress  in  Ireland.  He  would  next 
meet  the  misrepresentations  of  the  Minis- 
terial orators  on  the  subject  of  Irish 
self-government.  The  claim  for  Home 
Bule  in  Ireland  was  perfectly  constitu- 
tional, and  it  was  a  deliberate  slander 
to  assert  that  it  implied  the  disinte- 
gration of  the  Empire.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  was  the  policy  of  the  Ministry 
which  was  disintegrating  the  Empire, 
by  setting  nation  against  nation,  and 
sacrificing  the  friendly  co-operation 
of  the  British  and  Irish  peoples  to  the 
detestable  suggestions  of  a  factious  elec- 
tioneering. Home  Bule  meant  national 
legislation  for  national  concerns,  and 
Imperial  legislation  for  common  Im- 
perial affairs.  The  men  who  pretended 
to  misunderstand  Home  Kule  had 
plenty  of  examples  of  the  success  of 
Home  Bule  systems  before  their  eyes. 
He  would  not  refer  merely  to  the  self- 
governing  Colonies  of  Britain.  What 
was  the  great  German  Empire  but  a 
complete  example  of  a  strictly  Homo 
Bide  Constitution?  Bavaria,  Saxony, 
Baden,  Wurtomberg,  Prussia,  all  had 
their  Home  Bule  Parliaments.  Did 
that  prevent  the  Imperial  Parliament 
of  Germany  from  being  a  true  Imperial 
Parliament?  If  Lord  Beaoonsfield 
thought  that  Home  Bule  meant  weak- 
ness and  disintegration,  let  him  venture 
to  act  on  such  a  supposition  in  his  deal- 
ings with  Prince  Bismarck.  Jingo  Im- 
perialism would,  however,  take  good 
care  to  avoid  such  a  test,  and  none 
knew  better  than  the  Tory  Premier  that 
it  was  German  Home  Bule  which  made 
€knnan  unity  so  formidable  and  so 
strong.  In  the  vast  Bepublic  of  the 
XTnit^  States  we  had  again  a  strictly 
Home  Bule  Constitution,  whichoonduced, 
as  no  other  Constitution  could,  to  the 


?ower  and  mfgesty  of  that  more  than 
mperial  Commonwealth.  Lord  Beacons- 
field  had  a  soul  above  national  distinc- 
tions. This  Imperial  leveller  had  no 
ideal  of  Government  beyond  a  servile 
horde  of  the  subjects  crouching  beneath 
the  irresponsible  supremacy  of  the  State. 
A  Byzantine  Caesarism  or  an  Oriental 
Sultanate  were  the  models  of  his  predi- 
lections to  which  he  appeared  to  be  drawn 
by  his  very  nature  and  genius.  He  had 
no  sympathy  with  the  ordered  freedom 
of  European  civilization.  No  responsive 
chord  within  him  answered  to  the  instinct 
of  home  and  native  land.  The  strong 
ties  of  birthplace  and  national  tradition 
were  undervalued  and  unexperienced. 
He  apparently  could  not  conceive  that 
anything  could  be  wanting  in  a  State 
than  somebody  at  the  top  who  should 
rule  and  a  multitude  at  the  bottom  who 
should  be  ruled.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
found  a  great  difficulty  in  taking  ac- 
count of  such  ideas  and  such  a  system  as 
seemed  to  be  embodied  in  the  political 
theories  and  practice  of  the  present  Chief 
of  the  Ministry.  He  could  understand 
them  at  Constantinople  or  Bagdad ;  but 
how  came  they  here  ?  They  would  have 
nothing  foreign  or  unnatural  among 
Turks  or  Moors ;  but  they  were  at  once 
repulsive  and  ridiculous  in  the  midst  of 
the  free  traditions  of  the  West.  If  some 
cosmopolitan  refugee,  some  flotsam  and 
jetsam  of  historical  revolutions,  had  been 
cast  upon  our  shores,  as  he  might  have 
been  cast  upon  the  shores  of  Tunis  or 
Tripoli  ;  if  some  being  without  a  country 
or  a  home  had  become  domiciled  by  some 
freak  of  fortune  amongst  us ;  if  some 
creature  of  abject  arts  and  tortuous  ability 
had  flattered,  and  intrigued,  and  finessed 
his  way  to  power  among  us,  as  some 
pipe-bearer  or  slipper-bearer  might 
natter,  and  intrigue,  and  finesse  his  way 
to  the  post  of  favourite  or  Vizier  in  some 
Eastern  despotism — he  could  indeed 
comprehend,  he  could  indeed  frame  to 
himself  some  explanation  of  the  growth 
and  propagation  of  servile  and  astound- 
ing ideas  more  fit  for  the  Courts  of  a 
Bajazet  or  an  Amurath  than  for  the  least 
free  of  Western  Elingdoms.  He  could 
understand  that  such  a  stranger  and 
interloper,  however  dexterous,  would  be 
unable  to  practise  a  liberty  which  neither 
ho  nor  his  nad  ever  known  by  any  natural 
title  ;  that,  satisfied  with  the  position 
which  he  had  succeeded  in  acquiring,  ho 
would  be  unable  even  to  conceive  now 
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other  men  oould  be  moved  by  a  less 
ignoble  ambition ;  and  having  himself 
arrived  at  the  sunmiit  of  the  State  with- 
out patriotism,  consistency  y  or  nationality, 
he  would  naturally  despise  as  weakness 
and  folly  the  influence  of  national  and 
patriotic  sentiments  among  the  peoj)le8 
whom  he  had  so  subtly  secured  the  power 
to  insult,  to  outrage,  and  to  oppress.  To 
be  the  master,  no  matter  by  what  means, 
of  a  vast  Empire  ;  to  see  his  outlandish 
name  accompanying  or  preceding  that  of 
the  Sovereign  in  magniloquent  decrees 
and  Imperial  proclamations ;  to  set  in 
motion,  as  from  the  operator's  chamber 
of  a  puppet-show,  the  cranks  and  wires 
which  pulled  and  directed  the  mechanical 
regularity  of  a  blind  and  organized  ma- 
jority, would,  doubtless,  to  such  as  he 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  supposed,  be  the 
perfection  of  Constitutional  order,  as  it 
would  assuredly  be  the  utmost  grati- 
fication of  personal  inclinations.  This 
transplanted  Vizier  would  not  be  able 
always  to  contain  the  scorn  which  vulgar 
honesty  and  an  unfelt  patriotism  excited 
in  his  fine  Orientalism.  On  occasion 
even  he  would  voluntarily  confess,  un- 
conscious of  the  degradation  of  the 
avowal,  that  the  art  of  government  was 
only  one  of  the  arts  of  self-advancement ; 
and  he  would  rule  and  be  proud  to  up- 
hold his  rule  by  the  same  tricks  of  show 
and  petty  de^ng  by  which  at  some 
former  epoch  of  his  vagrant  family 
history  his  ancestors  had  passed  off 
dubious  sUks  of  Egypt  on  the  dames  of 
Venice,  or  extolled  to  voluptuous  Signori 
the  fine  points  of  contraband  slave- g^rls 
from  the  Levant.  Irishmen  declined  to 
be  led  away  from  their  national  tra- 
ditions. They  declined  to  accept  the 
cosmopolitan  example  of  an  Imperial 
Bohemian.  They  aid  not  respect,  far 
less  could  they  follow,  the  policy  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield.  That  policy  was  not  re- 
epected,  however  it  might  be  utilized,  in 
the  ranks  of  the  Conservative  Party  itself. 
Ask  any  Member  of  the  Conservative 
Party,  and  he  would  say  that  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  was  clever,  was  able  to 
dish  the  Whigs,  and  always  was  ready 
with  some  sly  move,  and  always  able  to 
out-manoeuvre  the  other  side.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  was  a  great  electioneering 
agent — he  was  no  I^emier  of  EnglancL 
^8  rule  might  yet  last  some  time  longer, 
andy  speaking  as  a  Member  of  an  ad- 
vanced section  of  Irish  politicians,  he 
looked  without  the  slightest  dismay  upon 
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the  prospect  of  another  seven  years  of 
Tory  rule.  Another  such  lease  of  power 
would  consolidate  the  forces  of  the  Irish 
popular  Party,  and  it  would  make  them 
certain  of  their  triumph  at  some  future 
day.  The  Members  of  the  front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  were  often  found  playing 
the  game  of  the  Government^  as  was 
shown  by  the  goody-goody  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  and 
others,  who,  upon  the  faith  of  the  bigoted 
Tory  writer  who  was  the  Dublin  Corre- 
spondent of  The  TimeSf  had  retailed  to 
English  constituencies  during  the  Becess 
every  infamous  fable  invented  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath.  These  silly 
Liberals  had  blindly  done  their  best  to 
discredit  the  Irish  Party  and  the  darling 
Leader  of  the  Irish  people ;  and  now 
they  were  discovering,  at  Liverpool  and 
elsewhere,  that  they  had  only  been 
doing  the  work  of  the  Tories.  This 
great  electioneering  confederacy,  at  the 
head  of  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  was, 
had  not  a  single  scruple  in  the  attain- 
ment of  its  ends.  He  impeached  them 
as  a  Government  without  political 
honour,  reckless  of  the  peace  of  the 
country,  and  prepared  to  stick  to  place 
by  any  means,  however  nefarious.  They 
were  the  Party  of  public  intoxication, 
the  Party  of  bigotry  and  national  dis- 
cord. There  motto  was  **  Place !  place ! 
place!"  That  was  their  conscience. 
The  true  translation  of  Imperium  et 
lihertas  had  not  yet  been  given,  just  as 
the  quotation  itself  was  not  to  be  found 
in  any  classical  author.  It  meant ' '  Place 
by  any  means ! "  That  was  a  free  trans- 
lation; but  he  denied  that  the  most 
learned  pundit  of  the  British  Museum 
could  find  a  truer  translation  of  the 
principle  which  ruled  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  In  conclusion,  the  hon. 
Member  moved  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  declaring  that  every 
word  which  it  contained  was  true. 

Mb.  BIGO  AB,  in  seconding  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  he  should  not  detain  the 
House  long,  as  he  had  a  prior  engage- 
ment to  address  the  Irish  electors  of  a  Me- 
tropolitan borough.  He  complained  that 
the  statements  of  Irish  Members  had 
been  replied  to  by  English  Members  who 
knew  nothing  of  the  facts,  and  who  had| 
therefore,  based  unsound  argpunents  on 
insecure  foundations.  The  London 
morning  papers  had  charged  the  Irish 
Members   with  obstruction ;  but  thoM 
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Members  had  acted  entirely  within  their 
province  and  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  to  the  Irish  people,  who  would 
have  been  very  dissatisfied  if  their  Mem- 
bers had  not  brought  their  grievances 
before  the  House  of  Commons.  He  said 
this,  in  order  to  show  the  difficult  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Irish  Members  were 
placed.  He  did  not  himself  care  for  the 
English  papers ;  but  they  were  used  for 
the  very  unfair  purpose  of  setting  a  very 
stupid  class  of  half-hearted  and  unprin- 
cipled section  of  the  Liberal  Party 
against  the  Irish  Members.  The  Irish 
Members  did  not  appeal  at  all  to  the 
public  opinion  of  the  English  morning 
papers  ;  but  they  appealed  to  the  public 
opinion  of  the  Irish  people,  and  they 
were  thoroughly  content  if  they  satis- 
fied their  own  constituencies.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dungar- 
van  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  made  out  a 
wonderfully  strong  case.  When  the 
South  Africa  Bill  was  before  the  House 
the  opposition  to  it  was  called  obstruc- 
tion, and  the  House  now  saw  what  had 
been  the  result  of  the  tyrannical  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  was  forced  through. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  undoubtedly  right 
in  his  references  to  the  land  agitation. 
The  Irish  Members  had  never  charged 
all  the  Irish  landlords  with  being  bad 
landlords.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Slig^  (Colonel  King-Harman)  had 
been  pointed  out  as  one  of  the  best  of  land- 
lords, and  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  say  that 
if  idl  the  landlords  of  Ireland  were  equal 
to  the  best  there  would  be  no  land  agi- 
tation. But  many  of  the  landlords  were 
bad  ones,  and  in  some  parts  of  Ireland 
the  tenants  were  actually  pa^g  four 
times  the  amount  of  the  valuation.  The 
result  was  that,  in  bad  times,  the  unfor- 
tunate tenants  of  bad  landlords  had  no 
reserve,  and  must  either  pay  his  exorbi- 
tant rent  or  be  turned  out.  If  unable 
to  pay  his  rent,  a  tenant  had  no  claim 
for  compensation  under  the  Land  Act. 
He  had  hoard  of  a  case  in  which  a  tenant 
had  sunk  £1,000  in  improvements,  and 
was  now  unable  to  pay  his  rent,  and  ho 
was  told  that  the  landlord  was  going  to 
turn  the  man  out  without  any  compensa- 
tion for  his  improvements.  He  (Mr. 
Bigffar)  contended  that  no  landlord 
ought  to  have  the  power  to  turn  a  tenant 
out  without  compensation,  and  that  the 
State  should  say  that  nothing  more  than 
a  fair  and  reasonable  rent  should  be 
and  that  an  attempt  should  be  made 


to  establish  what  was  called  a  peasant 
proprietary.  That  was  the  programme 
for  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  contended.  It 
had  never  been  pretended  that  the  vested 
interests  of  the  landlord  should  be 
taken  away  from  him  without  full  and 
fair  compensation.  The  Government 
had  prosecuted  three  or  four  friends  of 
his  for  having  recommended  the  clearing 
away  of  the  landlords;  but  they  advo- 
cated the  clearing  away  of  the  landlords 
with  compensation.  That  was  no  offence 
against  morals,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
one  against  law.  The  result  of  tKe  pre- 
sent system  was  that  the  people  were 
driven  into  the  mountains,  and  that  the 
good  land  was  being  used  in  the  most 
wasteful  manner  for  grazing.  If  it  were 
used  for  the  raising  of  crops,  the  pro- 
duction of  the  country  would  be  in- 
creased, and  all  the  interests  of  the 
country  would  be  improved.  But  the 
rights  of  property  were  considered  to  be 
more  valuable  than  the  rights  of  the 
community.  With  regard  to  the  distress, 
he  believed  that  the  average  land  of  Ire- 
land was  worth  literally  nothing  last 
year.  He  held  that  the  landlord  who 
asked  a  tenant  to  pay  an  unfair  rent  was 
more  to  blame  than  the  unfortunate 
tenant  who  refused  to  pay  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  tho  ond  of  tho  Address,  to  add  tho  wordB 
"  We  humbly  represent  to  Your  Majesty  that, 
while  wasting  the  resources  and  straining  the 
honour  of  tho  State  in  unjust  agressions  abroad, 
tho  Ministry  have  endangerod  the  peace  and 
neglected  the  interests  of  the  Country  at  homo : 

**  lliat  when  the  attention  of  Your  Majesty's 
advisors  was  called  durinp^  last  Parliament  to 
tho  approaching  distress  in  Ireland,  they  only 
replied  ^nth  insulting  mockery,  and  that  when 
tho  distress  deepened,  and  the  inhabitants  of 
tho  afilicted  districts  sought  to  move  publio 
opinion  by  peaceable  meetings,  the  Qovemment 
adopted  an  attitude  of  provocation,  and  answered 
the  Petitions  of  the  starving  cultivators  by  ar« 
bitrarv  arrests  and  displays  of  military  force  : 

**  That  the  Ministry  seek  to  stir  up  evil  pas- 
sions and  prejudices  between  the  English  and 
Irishpeoples : 

'*  That  they  sedulously  describe  as  seditious 
and  disloyal  tho  Constitutional  endeavours  of 
the  Irish  representatives  to  establish  improved 
relations  between  Ireland  and  the  other  portions 
of  Your  Majesty's  Dominions  and  to  bring 
about  a  better  distribution  of  the  leaiilative 
work  which  now  ovorburthons  tho  Imponal 
Parliament : 

"  That  when  any  English  Party  or  English 
politicians  seek  to  promote  tho  removal  of  Irish 
grievances,  they  are  denounced  by  the  present 
Ministry  to  tho  projadicos  of  the  unthinking 
and  unjraflecting  as  the  bad  patriots  and  ansmisa 
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of  England,  and  that  thore  can  no  longer  be  a 
doubt  that  this  policy  has  been  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  factious  and  calamitous 
success  at  the  approaching  General  Elections  : 

"  And  that,  therefore,  in  face  of  such  mis- 
conduct, we  have  no  alternative  but  to  beseech 
Your  Majesty  to  dismiss  from  Your  Councils 
Your  present  advisers,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
further  practice  of  abuses  more  dangerous  than 
open  treason  to  the  State." — {Mr,  O'Domiell.) 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  he  should  briefly 
go  through  the  several  points  of  the 
Amendment.  He  contended  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  alleged,  disturbed  the  peace,  not 
only  of  this  country,  but  of  Europe,  by 
their  foreign  policy.  By  rejecting  the 
Berlin  Memorandum  they  had  separated 
England  from  the  Councils  of  the  other 
European  Powers,  and  had  thus  led  to 
the  Busso-Turkish  War;  and  as  long  as 
they  pursued  their  present  policy  of 
threatening  Russia  they  would  render  it 
impossible  for  Russia  to  disarm.  While 
Russia  remained  armed  Germany  would 
not  disarm,  and  the  armaments  of  Ger- 
many involved  the  armaments  of  France. 
Thus  the  Government  prevented  the  dis- 
armament of  the  European  Powers.  He 
believed  it  was  too  late  to  convert  the 
Qt)vemment  to  a  peace  policy ;  but  he 
hoped  the  Opposition  would  take  warn- 
ing, and  turn  their  attention  to  questions 
at  home.  The  paragraph  in  the  Amend- 
ment relative  to  the  Irish  distress  was 
warranted  by  the  facts.  He  complained 
that  the  Government,  although  very 
early  warned  last  year  by  Irish  Members 
of  uie  calamity  which  then  threatened 
the  South  and  West  of  their  country,  had 
turned  a  deaf  ear  to  all  such  appeals. 
They  never  did  anything  for  Ireland 
imtil  they  were  shamed  into  it  by  the 

Sublic  opinion,  not  only  of  this  King- 
om,  but  of  Europe  and  the  world.  He 
doubted  whether  tney  would  have  moved 
to  save  the  perishing  peasantrv  unless 
they  had  been  compelled  by  that  very 
strong  and  just  public  opinion.  From 
the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  it 
would  appear  still  to  be  the  intention  of 
the  Government  only  to  do  so  much  for 
the  starving  people  as  would  keep  them 
from  the  grave,  forgetting  that  the  want 
of  proper  dothine  and  other  comforts 
would  engender  disease  among  large 
numbers,  while  others  would  be  obliged 
to  fly  to  this  country,  where  they  would 
increase  the  competition  in  an  already 
over-stooked  labour  market.  Instead  of 
lumng  another  exodus  of  the  poor  pea- 


santry from  Ireland,  it  was  time  that 
they  had  an  exodus  of  landlords.  It 
would  be  a  good  thing  both  for  Ireland 
and  for  England  if  the  House  could 
frame  and  pass  such  a  measure  as  would 
give  an  equitable  compensation  to  the 
landlords,  and  the  lands  were  handed 
over  to  the  tillers  of  the  soil  for  the  crea- 
tion of  a  peasant  proprietary.  Instead 
of  offering  to  Ireland  some  beneficial 
measure.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as 
the  distress  deepened  and  the  people 
peaceably  assenibled  to  agitate  their 
grievances,  proceeded  to  put  into  force 
the  old  policy  of  police  and  bailiffs  which 
it  was  hoped  haa  long  ago  been  aban- 
doned. At  the  meeting  held  in  Dublin 
on  the  24th  of  Novemoer,  those  called 
Irish  agitators  had  used  language  such 
as  was  to  be  found  in  the  writings  of  no 
less  a  political  economist  than  John 
Stuart  Mill,  and  yet  they  found  the  Go- 
vernment stepping  in  and  menacing  the 
right  of  pubHc  meeting  and  free  speech 
by  a  display  of  military  force.  He  had 
been  in&rmed,  though  he  was  open  to 
subsequent  correction,  that  the  officer  in 
charge  of  the  constabulary  on  that  oc- 
casion had  private  orders  to  shoot  the 
illustrious  Member  for  Meath  in  case 
any  disturbance  arose.  He  had  no  doubt 
this  might  sound  very  pleasant  to  some 
Tory  Gentlemen ;  but  if  this  were  the 
policy  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
approved,  it  was  time  to  bid  adien  to  all 
hope  of  a  pacific  understanding  between 
Ireland  and  England.  He  took  it  that 
on  the  part  of  men  who  professed  anxiety 
that  the  Empire  should  be  cemented  by 
the  ties  of  equality  and  justice  such  a 
policy  met  with  their  reprobation  and 
condemnation.  It  was  stated  in  the  3rd 
paragraph  of  the  Amendment  that  the 
Ministry  sought  to  stir  up  evil  passions 
and  prejudices  between  the  English  and 
Irish  peoples,  and  having  recently  been 
in  Liverpool  he  must  say  that  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  used  every 
Ignoble  and  vile  device  which  it  was  in 
the  ingenuity  of  man  to  conceive  to  stir 
up  ill-will  and  prejudice  between  the 
people  of  that  town.  Was  it  worthy  of 
the  Party  who  professed  to  ffovem  the 
country  in  the  interests  of  me  Empire 
that  they  should  renew  that  spirit  which 
formerly  reigned  to  the  detriment  of 
En&^land  and  Ireland,  and  which  every- 
body thought  had  been  buried  by  tiie 
Catholic  Emancipation  Act?  As  an 
Irish  Representative,  it  was  immaterial 
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see  the  oeoesdfy  of  this  saored  ri^ht 
being  adopted  for  tbepuTpOBe  of  settling 
the  question.  He  waa  aorry  to  Bay  that 
it  had  been  looked  upon  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  as  a  delusion  and  a  mockeiT',  and 
that  it  was  propoeed  in  Ireland  by  ac;i- 
tators  for  their  own  puipoae;  but  ne 
was  satis&ed  that  the  efitaolishment  of  a 
peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland  would  be 
a  most  conserratiTe  power,  and  would 
have  Uie  effect  of  doing  away  with  many 
diffloultieB,  and  bo  the  means  of  remov- 
ing the  discord  and  the  hostility  to  the 
OoTemment  which  at  present  existed. 
Seventeen  years  ago  a  great  calamity 
fell  upon  this  country.  They  all,  no 
doubt,  remembered  the  Lancashire  Cot- 
ton Famine  in  the  year  1863,  and  ad- 
mired the  way  the  people  then  bore  the 
calamity.  The  Government,  upon  that 
oooaaion,  brought  in  a  Sill  ia  order  that 
an  advance  might  be  made  out  of  the 
Public  Treasury  of  the  country  to  the 
extent  of  £1,200,000  to  give  loans  to  the 
local  bodies.  Boards  of  Quardians,  and 
other  representative  bodies,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forming  a  special  fund,  provid- 
ing that  money  should  be  supplied  for 
naefU  works,  and  that  the  money  should 
be  paid  back  at  £3  lOt.  per  cent.  The 
Bill  provided  30  years  for  the  re-pay- 
ment, with  power  to  the  Government  to 
prolong  the  payment.  The  calamity  in 
Ireland,  however,  was  far  greater  than 
that  of  Lancashire,  for  the  reason  that 
it  had  fallen  upon  poor  people  who  could 
not  help  themselves.  In  Lancashire  the 
iiunine  fell  upon  a  rich  country,  where 
there  were  plenty  of  wealthy  men  to 
oome  forward  ;  but  in  Ireland,  unfor- 
tunately, they  were  driven  to  seek  pub- 
lic charity  £rom  Europe  and  Australia 
and  America.  Considering  the  pauper- 
ited  state  of  the  country,  ho  thought  it 
would  look  well  for  the  Treasury  of 
England  to  advance  a  sum  of  money  by 
way  of  loan,  or  otherwise,  in  order  to  re- 
lieve the  terrible  distress  in  Ireland. 
Were  the  present  Government  willing 
to  let  it  go  forth  that,  while  they  wore 
ready  to  give  millions  to  save  Turkey, 
South  A&ica,  and  Afghanistan,  they 
would  refuse  to  give  a  shilling  to  Ireland, 
though  it  would  save  millions  of  starv- 
ing people?  If  the  sentiment  of  the 
House  was  what   it  ought  to  be,  the 

Esat  object  all  hon.  Uembers  should 
ve  in  view  was  contained  in  his 
Amendment,  and  its  adoption  would 
lead  to  the  oosoiliation  of  Ireland.    It 
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was  in  this  s|>irit  he  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment, and  in  this  spirit  he  hoped  it 
would  be  received.  Such  a  measure 
would  act  as  a  means  of  binding  the 
two  nations  t<}gether  ;  and  he  hoped  that 
if  it  were  accepted  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  binding  the  hearts  of  the  Irish 
people  to  the  English  people  with 
"hooks  of  steel."  In  conclusion,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  froin  tho  word"  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  ia  &dd  the  words 
"  it  is  ineipedient  thst  any  portion  of  the  pro- 

Cy  accruing  to  the  Commisaionera  of  Chorch 
iporalities  under  '  The  Irish  Churoli  Act, 
1S69,'  shall  be  applied  towards  the  temporary 
relief  of  distross  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  pro- 
TisioDs  of  tho  Bill  authorising  snch  advance* 
out  of  such  property  cannot  bo  satisfactory ; 
and  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  all  advances 
to  be  made  lor  the  purpose  of  relieving  distnu 
in  Ireland  shall  be  made  Irom  Imperial  re- 
sources,"— {Mr,  Sgaan,') 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  0'8HAUGHNE88T  remarked, 
that  while  the  main  question  before  them 
was  the  necessity  of  giving  adequate  re- 
lief, the  source  from  which  the  money 
was  to  be  taken  was  a  very  important 
consideration.  So  far  as  he  understood, 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  was 
that  a  sum  of  £900,000  should  be  ad- 
vanced for  several  purposes.  Advances 
to  landlords  for  purpoaea  of  improve- 
ment, advances  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
for  sanitary  purposes,  advances  to 
baronial  sessions,  the  making  and  im- 
proving of  roads,  and,  finally,  what 
might  turn  out  to  be  tho  largest  and 
most  important  item  of  all — for  the 
purposes  of  out-door  relief.  It  was  pro- 
posed  that  the  greater  proportioe  of  this 
sum  should  be  advanced  at  1  per  cent ; 
and,  BO  far  as  he  understood,  the  portion 
to  bo  advanced  for  purposes  of  out-door 
relief  was  to  be  at  a  larger  rato  of 
interest.  The  re-paymont  of  tho  money 
was  to  be  guaranteed  by  tho  various 
parties  to  whom  it  was  advanced  at  cer* 
tain  rates  of  interest ;  bnt,  so  far  as  he 
understood,  whore  the  rate  of  interest 
payable  was  loss  than  31  per  cent,  the 
difference  was  to  be  recouped  from  the 
Irish  Church  Fund.  That  would  in- 
volve a  charge  on  the  Fund  of  soma 
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ployed  to  raise  their  rents.  The 
money  should  be  lent  also  to  the 
tenants  for  the  improvement  of  their 
farms  under  the  supervision  of  the  Board 
of  Works,  and  which  improvement 
would  do  much  to  prevent  future 
famines.  His  Amendment  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  17th 
clause  of  the  Bill,  which  said  that  all 
the  loans  to  be  given  to  the  sanitary 
authorities  were  to  be  with  the  consent 
of  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board. 
The  landlords  were  to  have  the  loans  by 
the  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Works; 
and  wherecis  the  Commissioners  of 
Works  had  advanced  money  to  the  land- 
owners, the  I7th  clause  threw  the  whole 
cost  of  the  relief  on  the  Irish  Church 
Fund,  and  thus  relieved  the  English 
Treasury.  The  rate  of  interest  under 
the  Bill  was  to  be  1  per  cent,  and  the 
rate  of  borrowing  money,  under  or- 
dinary circumstances,  was  from  4  to 
5^  per  cent.  The  only  difference  was 
the  rate  of  interest;  and  instead  of 
throwing  that  low  interest  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  it  threw  it  on  to  the 
Irish  Church  Fund.  The  possible  loss 
would  fall  on  the  Irish  Church  Fund 
instead  of  on  the  Imperial  Fund.  There- 
fore, they  thought  tnat  they  were  bound 
to  bring  this  matter  before  the  House. 
He  should  move — 

"  That  it  is  inexpedient  that  any  portion  of 
the  property  accruing  to  the  Commissioners  of 
the  Church  Temporalities  Fund  under  *The 
Irish  Church  Act,  1869,'  shall  be  applied  towards 
the  relief  of  the  distress  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  authorizing  such  ad- 
vances out  of  such  property  cannot  be  satisfac- 
tory, and  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  all  advances 
to  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  distress 
in  Ireland  shall  be  made  from  Imperial  re« 
sources." 

It  could  not  be  denied  that,  if  there  were 
no  Irish  Church  Fund,  the  loans  would 
have  to  come  out  of  the  Imperial  Fund. 
Now,  what  was  the  Irish  Church  Surplus 
Fund ;  under  what  circumstances  did  it 
arise  ?  Was  it  intended  to  be  applied  in 
loans  to  landlords,  or  to  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, or  to  the  sanitary  authorities  ?  It 
was  the  surplus  of  a  fund  which  was 
national,  and  which  belonged  to  the 
poor.  The  tithes  of  the  Church  were 
the  property  of  the  people ;  and  if  the 
Church  was  disestablished  and  disen- 
dowed, the  funds  naturally  reverted  to  the 
people,  to  whom  they  belonged,  and  to 
be  employed  for  their  purposes.  Why, 
then,  should  this  Funa  be  taken  to  save 
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the  Imperial  Exchequer  and  allow  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  patch 
up  his  Budget  ?  This  Bill  violatea  the 
68th  clause  of  the  Irish  Church  Act. 
It  was  to  relieve  the  National  Treasury 
of  this  country  in  meeting  the  g^at 
calamity  which  had  fallen  on  a  portion 
of  this  great  Empire,  and  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Imperial  funds. 
He  denied  that  the  spirit  of  the  Act  had 
been  violated  in  drawing  upon  the  fund 
for  Intermediate  Education  and  to  pro- 
vide pensions  for  teachers,  because  in 
these  cases  other  funds  were  not  appli- 
cable ;  and  Parliament  was  not  bound 
to  draw  upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
for  these  purposes,  which  were  of  special 
interest  to  all  Ireland.  Although  these 
two  applications  did  not  actually  follow 
the  words  of  the  section,  they  were  a  ey 
pres  and  an  equitable  application  of  the 
Fund.  There  were  national  purposes  for 
which  it  was  desirable  to  retain  the 
Church  Fund.  As  the  churches  and  re- 
sidences handed  over  to  the  Disestab- 
lished Church  were  valued  at  £3,000,000 
or  £4,000,000,  it  was  once  proposed,  and 
it  mi^ht  be  again,  to  use  the  Fund  in 
building  residences  and  churches  for  the 
ministers  and  people  of  other  denomina- 
tions. But  there  was  another  and  more 
paramount  application  of  the  money,  a 
purpose  for  which  the  Government  ought 
to  maintain  the  Fund.  There  were  many 
who  thought  a  great  experiment  should 
be  tried  in  the  way  of  attempting  to 
establish  a  peasant  proprietary.  The 
objection  urged  against  such  a  scheme 
was  that  the  Government  would  not  get 
their  rent-charges.  Let  the  experiment 
be  made  to  see  if  peasant  proprietors 
would  pay  the  rent-charges,  and  if  it 
was  successful  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  carry  it  out  on  a  larger  scale. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  experiment 
he  suggested  should  be  tried,  the  Irish 
people  would  bear  the  loss  for  the  sake 
of  such  an  experiment.  The  Govern- 
ment, if  they  chose,  could  force  them  to 
pass  the  Bill  in  its  present  form  ;  but  he 
maintained  that  the  Irish  people  would 
be  unanimously  in  favour  of  tne  appli- 
cation of  the  Fund  in  the  manner  he 
he  had  referred  to,  and  it  should  be 
adopted  for  the  solving  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question.  He  thought  if  there 
was  a  statesman  in  this  country  who 
was  thoroughly  acquainted  widi  the 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  and  of  the 
opinions  of  me  Irish  people,  he  would 
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see  the  neoessity  of  this  saored  ri^ht 
being  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the  question.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that 
it  had  been  looked  upon  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  as  a  delusion  and  a  mockery,  and 
that  it  was  proposed  in  Ireland  by  ae^- 
tators  for  their  own  purpose ;  but  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  establishment  of  a 
peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland  would  be 
a  most  conservative  power,  and  would 
have  the  effect  of  doing  away  with  many 
difficulties,  and  be  the  means  of  remov- 
ing the  discord  and  the  hostility  to  the 
Government  which  at  present  existed. 
Seventeen  years  ago  a  great  calamity 
fell  upon  this  country.  They  all,  no 
doubt,  remembered  the  Lancashire  Cot- 
ton Famine  in  the  year  1863,  and  ad- 
mired the  way  the  people  then  bore  the 
calamity.  The  Government,  upon  that 
occasion,  brought  in  a  Bill  in  order  that 
an  advance  might  be  made  out  of  the 
Public  Treasury  of  the  country  to  the 
extent  of  £1,200,000  to  give  loans  to  the 
local  bodies.  Boards  of  Guardians,  and 
other  representative  bodies,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forming  a  special  fund,  provid- 
ing that  money  should  be  supplied  for 
useful  works,  and  that  the  money  should 
be  paid  back  at  £3  10«.  per  cent.  The 
Bill  provided  30  years  for  the  re-pay- 
ment, with  power  to  the  Government  to 
prolong  the  payment.  The  calamity  in 
Ireland,  however,  was  far  greater  than 
that  of  Lancashire,  for  the  reason  that 
it  had  fallen  upon  poor  people  who  could 
not  help  themselves,  in  Lancashire  the 
famine  fell  upon  a  rich  country,  where 
there  were  plenty  of  wealthy  men  to 
come  forward  ;  but  in  Ireland,  unfor- 
tunately, they  were  driven  to  seek  pub- 
lic charity  from  Europe  and  Australia 
and  America.  Considering  the  pauper- 
ized state  of  the  country,  he  thought  it 
would  look  well  for  the  Treasury  of 
England  to  advance  a  sum  of  money  by 
way  of  loan,  or  otherwise,  in  order  to  re- 
lieve the  terrible  distress  in  Ireland. 
Were  the  present  Government  willing 
to  let  it  go  forth  that,  while  they  wore 
ready  to  give  millions  to  save  Turkey, 
South  Africa,  and  Afghanistan,  thoy 
would  refuse  to  give  a  shilling  to  Ireland, 
though  it  would  save  millions  of  starv- 
ing people?  If  the  sentiment  of  the 
House  was  what  it  oueht  to  bo,  the 

great  object  all  hon.  Members  should 
aye  in  view  was  contained  in  his 
Amendment,  and  its  adoption  would 
lead  to  the  conciliation  of  Ireland.    It 


was  in  this  spirit  he  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment, and  m  this  spirit  he  hoped  it 
would  be  received.  Such  a  measure 
would  act  as  a  means  of  binding  the 
two  nations  together ;  and  he  hoped  that 
if  it  were  accepted  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  binding  the  hearts  of  the  Irish 
people  to  the  English  people  with 
**  hooks  of  steel."  In  conclusion,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  it  is  inexpedient  that  any  portion  of  the  pro- 
perty accruing  to  the  Commissioners  of  Church 
Temporalities  under  'The  Irish  Church  Act, 
1869/  shall  he  applied  towards  the  temporary 
relief  of  distress  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  authorising  such  advances 
out  of  such  property  cannot  he  satisfactory; 
and  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  all  advances 
to  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  distress 
in  Ireland  shall  be  made  from  Imperial  re- 
sources,"— {Mr.  Synaftf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 
Question." 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESST  remarked, 
that  while  the  main  question  before  them 
was  the  necessity  of  giving  adequate  re- 
lief, the  source  from  which  the  money 
was  to  be  taken  was  a  very  important 
consideration.  So  far  as  he  understood, 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  was 
that  a  sum  of  £500,000  should  be  ad- 
vanced for  several  purposes.  Advances 
to  landlords  for  purposes  of  improve- 
ment, advances  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
for  sanitary  purposes,  advances  to 
baronial  sessions,  the  making  and  im- 
proving of  roads,  and,  finally,  what 
might  turn  out  to  be  the  largest  and 
most  important  item  of  all — for  the 
purposes  of  out-door  relief.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  the  greater  proportion  of  this 
sum  should  be  advanced  at  1  per  cent ; 
and,  so  far  as  he  uudorstood,  the  portion 
to  bo  advanced  for  purposes  of  out-door 
relief  was  to  be  at  a  larger  rate  of 
interest.  The  re-payment  or  the  money 
was  to  be  guaranteed  by  tho  various 
parties  to  whom  it  was  advanced  at  cer- 
tain rates  of  interest ;  but,  so  far  as  he 
understood,  where  the  rate  of  interest 
payable  was  less  than  3^  per  cent,  the 
difference  was  to  be  recouped  from  the 
Irish  Church  Fund.  That  would  in-> 
volve  a  charge  on  the  Fund  of  some 
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£12,700  a-year,  which  would  seriously 
retard  the  payment  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities 
of  the  debt  which  they  owed  to  the  Trea- 
sury, and  would  delay  the  time  at  which 
the  Fund  could  really  be  turned  to  account 
and  made  available  for  such  purposes  as 
Parliament  might  think  fit  to  apply  it 
to.  The  security  for  the  principal  money 
advanced  would  be  security  on  land  and 
security  on  sanitary  rates  and  poor  rates. 
There  was  no  fear  whatever  as  to  the 
payment  of  the  principal  fund  to  be  ad- 
vanced ;  and  in  tnese  circumstances,  and 
1  per  cent  being  perfectly  secure,  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  was  un- 
fair on  their  part  to  ask  that  the  dif- 
ference between  1  per  cent  and  Sf  per 
cent  should  be  borne  by  the  Imperial 
Treasury?  Was  it  fair  to  throw  a 
charge  of  £12,700  a-year  on  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  ?  It  might  be  said  that 
this  looked  a  very  small  sum  to  make 
any  complaint  about.  It  was  certainly 
a  small  sum,  coming  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer;  but  it  represented  a  very 
large  sum  indeed,  when  thrown  on  the 
annual  income  which  came  into  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities 
Commission.  The  Irish  Church  Fund 
had  been  so  completely  excluded  by  the 
Act  of  1869  from  any  operation  of  the 
kind,  that  the  Government  could  not 
have  sufficiently  regarded  it  in  making 
their  present  proposal.  He  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  in  connection 
with  advances  already  made  from  the 
Fund  which  formed  anything  like  a  pre- 
cedent for,  or  analogy  to,  the  attempt 
now  made  to  make  use  of  the  Fund  for 
the  purpose  of  relief.  Out-door  relief 
to  a  deplorable  extent  would  have  to  be 
met  and  dealt  with  during  the  next  two 
or  three  months;  but  they  had  not  yet 
an  adequate  idea  of  the  amount  of  suf- 
fering which  would  have  to  be  faced,  or 
of  the  suddenness  with  which  it  might 
come.  It  was  only  by  endeavouring  to 
recall  what  occurred  in  1847  that  they 
could  form  an  adequate  idea  of  the 
suddenness  with  which  relief  might  be 
rendered  imperative  and  necessary.  Was 
there  an  existing  organization,  or  was 
there  a  prospect  of  being  called  into* 
existence  any  organization  which  would 
cope  with  that  distress  in  the  various 
localities  over  the  Island  ?  Had  prac- 
tical steps  been  taken,  had  adequate 
provision  been  made,  to  g^ard  against 
loea  of  life  ?    He  thought  not.    Taking 
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into  consideration  the  bad  seasons  which 
Ireland  had  encountered,  the  absence  of 
seed  for  next  year,  and  the  complete 
destitution  which  existed  in  many  places, 
it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  that  there 
should  be  something  in  the  shape  of  a 
grant  to  meet  the  expenditure  for  out- 
door relief.  If  it  were  necessary  that 
out-door  relief  should  be  given  in  money, 
he  should  certainly  make  such  a  proposal 
with  great  diffidence.  But  if  it  were 
considered  that  it  might  be  unsafe  to 
give  money  for  such  relief  on  the  broad 
unes  which  must  be  acted  on  in  this  case 
there  was  another  wav  of  giving  it,  and 
that  was  by  the  distribution  of  fuel  and 
food.  But  they  could  not  distribute 
food  and  fuel  adequately  and  in  time 
amongst  the  people  unless  they  pre- 
pared an  organization  beforehand ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  in  the 
course  of  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
such  Amendments  would  be  introduced 
as  would  tend  to  the  formation  of  an 
organization  for  the  distribution  of  food 
and  fuel  in  every  district  which  was 
likely  to  be  the  scene  of  distress  and 
suffering.  When  such  org^anizationa 
were  formed  he  believed  they  would  be 
able  to  economize  the  money  to  be  ex- 
pended, and  considerably  lessen  the 
amount  which  it  would  be  necessary  or 
fair  to  accept  as  a  g^ant  from  the  Im- 
perial Treasury.  There  was  one  other 
point  to  which  he  might  allude  without 
saying  one  word  against  baronial  ses- 
sions. He  trusted  mat  certain  Uniona 
and  Boards  of  Ghiardiana  would  have 
facilities  for  giving  labour  similar  to 
those  proposed  to  be  given  to  such  ses- 
sions when  it  was  necessary.  There 
were  many  Unions  not  schediued  under 
the  Act  which  were  still  in  g^eat  dis- 
tress. Where  organization  was  neoea- 
sary,  and  where  it  did  not  exist,  the 

Seople  would  fall  a  prey  to  famine 
uring  the  coming  months.  Something 
must  be  done  beyond  the  ordinary  scope 
and  operation  of  the  Poor  Law,  otherwise 
miserv  would  come  upon  men,  women, 
and  children  with  this  additional  horror 
— that  whereas  in  other  quarters  it  had 

fiven  premonitory  symptoms  and  gra- 
nny increased  in  force,  in  these 
parishes  and  localities  it  would  not 
come  with  such  sjrmptoms,  but  sud- 
denly. Everything  would  be  left  to  the 
ordinary  remedy  of  the  Poor  Law,  and 
in  those  districts  famine  would  die  its 
work. 
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OoLOHEL  OOLTHUEST  thought  that, 
in  the  present  emergency,  it  would  be  at 
least  necessary  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  Iesuo  a  Circular  calling 
upon  Boards  of  Guardians  to  give  out- 
door relief,  and  stating^  that  the  able- 
bodied  had  a  riffht  either  to  work  or  to 
such  relief.  This  was  done  in  Lanca- 
shire in  1863.  Boards  of  Guardians, 
too,  should  have  power  to  give  relief  in 
money  as  well  as  in  fuel.  He  would 
leave  it  to  their  discretion ;  but  he  would 
also  authorize  them  to  exact  work.  As 
to  the  mode  of  re-payment,  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  the  money  was  to  be  borrowed 
for  10  years  at  S^  per  cent  interest. 
That,  after  all,  was  only  staving  off  the 
evil  dav,  and  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
would  have  before  them  the  prospect 
that  the  rates  in  10  years  would  have  to 
bear  a  burthen  amounting  to  7«.,  8#., 
or  10#.  extra  in  the  pound.  How  was  a 
similar  case  met  in  Lancashire?  The 
Boards  were  authorized  that  whenever 
the  rates  exceeded  Ss.  in  the  pound  a 
rate  in  aid  should  be  struck  in  the  rest 
of  the  country  not  affected  by  the  famine. 
In  addition  to  that,  power  was  given  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Lancashire  to 
undertake  works  other  than  sanitary 
works,  to  deepen  rivers,  to  improve 
ports,  to  widen  roads,  and  so  on — why 
should  not  similar  power  be  given  in 
Ireland  ?  There  would  be  another  ad- 
vantage in  thus  using  the  Boards  of 
Ouarmans,  and  that  was  that  it  would 
do  away  at  once  with  the  cumbrous  and 
inadequate  procedure  of  baronial  ses- 
sions. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
favourably  consider  the  suggestions  he 
had  indicated.  If  they  did  so  they  might 
oonfidently  answer  the  critics  who  feared, 
which  he  did  not,  that  the  presentment 
sessions  would  be  extravagant,  for  then 
they  would  be  for  all  practical  purposes 
non-existent. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QT7EB  said,  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
practical  wisdom  in  what  had  been  said 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  The  Government 
derived  great  advantage  from  many  of 
the  observations  which  had  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  last  few  days  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  real  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland. 
The  Government  were  anxious,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  avail  themselves  of  that 
experience;  and  he  hoped  that  in  the 
disoosdons   in  Committee  they  would 


have  the  advantage  of  it.  With  regard 
to  one  or  two  of  the  questions  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  cases  of  Lancashire 
and  of  Ireland  were  exactly  parallel; 
in  fact,  there  were  several  points  of 
divergence,  which  made  it  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  follow  the  precise 
course  that  was  taken  in  the  case  of  Lan- 
cashire. In  that  case  there  was  no  public 
money  voted,  though  a  considerable  ex« 
tension  was  given  to  the  Poor  Law 
system;  but  ne  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  in  what  he  said 
about  special  works.  They  should  be 
very  careful  that  there  woiild  be  no  in- 
discriminate or  careless  application  of 
money  which  was  intended  to  give  em- 
ployment to  the  poor,  and  to  keep  the 
people  from  starvation ;  and  they  snoidd 
see  that  it  would  not  be  available  pos- 
sibly— to  use  a  common  phiase — for 
jobbing.  With  the  deepest  attention 
and  the  most  earnest  application,  the 
Government  in  1846-7  fell  into  great 
errors,  and  imdertook  a  task  which 
was  beyond  the  power  of  any  Govern- 
ment properly  to  fulfil.  They  got  into 
a  position  in  which  they  had  many  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  persons  employed 
on  public  works  which  were  of  no  use 
whatever ;  the  work  was  not  performed 
with  any  energy  or  zeal,  and  kept  people 
away  from  what  was  much  more  useful. 
It  had  been  with  reluctance  and  some 
apprehension  that  the  Government  had 
gone  into  the  question  of  baronial  ses- 
sions. They  felt  it  was  just  one  of  those 
matters  on  which  it  was  necessarv  to 
keep  a  vigilant  eye.  At  the  same  time, 
they  thought  it  better  to  err  on  the  side 
of  giving  rather  too  much  than  too  little ; 
and  they  believed  on  the  whole  that, 
subject  to  proper  restrictions  and  con- 
trol, and  to  the  inspection  of  the  Go- 
vernment, the  works  of  the  kind  baro- 
nial sessions  were  likely  to  present  might 
be  profitably  imdertaken.  The  works 
would  be  not  only  those  mentioned  in 
the  Bill — namely,  road  making  and  im- 
proving; but  would  include  operations 
such  as  the  deepening  of  rivers,  the  con- 
struction of  railways,  and  so  forth.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  see  that 
tlio  advantage  of  committing  those  works 
to  the  baronial  sessions  was  that  they 
could  borrow  money  for  such  purposes 
as  roads,  and  other  works  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Treasury,  might  direct.  He  might  men- 
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tion  tliat  he  had  that  day  authorized  the 
Irish  Government  to  undertake,  besides 
roadS;  other  works  that  might  seem  de- 
sirable ;  and  he  trusted  that  that  course 
would  meet  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  It  might  be  neces- 
sary, perhaps,  not  only  to  authorize, 
but  also  to  press  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  use  their  powers.  For  some 
time  past,  it  had  been  the  desire  of  the 
Government,  wherever  the  Boards  wished 
to  extend  the  assistance  given,  to  offer 
them  facilities  for  doing  so;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, they  might  have  to  put  some 
pressure  on  them  to  do  their  duty.  Of 
course,  the  immediate  responsibility 
rested  with  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
A  system  of  poor  relief  was  established 
in  Ireland ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Boards,  if  they  found  that  the  law  did 
^  not  permit  them  to  do  it,  to  come  to  the 
Government  for  additional  assistance. 
Undoubtedly,  the  effect  of  their  doing 
so  would  be  to  add  to  the  charges  of 
the  Union;  and  it  was  just  possible 
there  might  be  cases  in  which  the  Guar- 
dians, having  too  great  a  desire  to  spare 
the  rates,  might  be  too  slack  in  coming 
forward  for  the  relief  of  exceptional  dis- 
tress. The  Government  had  had  that 
point  before  them,  and  they  had  desired 
the  Local  Government  Board  strongly 
to  impress  on  Boards  of  Guardians  the 
responsibility  which  was  imposed  upon 
them.  In  addition  to  the  three  Inspec- 
tors, of  whose  appointment  notice  nad 
already  been  given,  the  Government 
had  authorized,  yesterday  or  to-day,  the 
appointment  of  three  additional  Inspec- 
tors; and  they  had  impressed  on  the 
Local  Government  Board  the  importance 
of  causing  those  Inspectors  to  be  as  much 
as  possible  in  their  districts,  in  order  to 
see  what  was  really  going  on,  and  to 
report  every  case  of  distress  or  destitu- 
tion which  seemed  to  call  for  remark, 
and  to  exercise  their  influence  in  in- 
ducing Boards  of  Guardians  to  do  their 
duty.  In  two  or  three  cases  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  offered  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  advances  by  way  of  loan, 
to  enable  them  to  procure  fuel  for  dis- 
tribution ;  but  those  offers  had  been  de- 
clined. Of  course,  the  responsibility  of 
declining  those  offers  rested  on  the 
Boards  of  Guardians ;  but  he  thought 
some  power  should  be  vested  in  the 
Inspectors  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  compel  action  even  if  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  slow  to  pro- 

2%$  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


oeed.  All  these  points  had  been  and 
were  continually  under  the  notice  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  they 
had  been  in  constant  communication 
with  the  Irish  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  could  assure  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  they  would  continue  earnestly  to 
press  these  matters.  By  the  Amend- 
ment, a  question  was  raised  as  to  whe- 
ther any  portion  of  the  property  acominff 
to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Churen 
Temporalities  should  be  applied  to 
the  temporary  relief  of  distress  in 
Ireland ;  andj  the  House  was  invited 
to  express  an  opinion  that  all  ad- 
vances made  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
lieving distress  in  Ireland  should  be 
made  from  Imperial  resources.  It  was 
a  very  popular  thing  to  say  that  all  ad- 
vances should  come  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that,  though  there  was  very  severe  dis- 
tress in  parts  of  Ireland,  there  was  also 
a  good  deal  of  distress  in  England.  The 
Exchequer  was  supplied  by  contributions 
from  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and  there  might  be,  and,  in  fact,  had 
been,  a  great  many  applications  which 
the  Government  had  felt  it  their  duty 
to  decline  from  distressed  persons  in 
England,  and  he  thought  from  Scotland 
also,  for  assistance  from  the  Exchequer. 
They  had  felt  that  it  was  impossible  to 
attend  to  those  applications  with  justice 
to  the  country  at  large.  They  desired 
to  continue  in  a  fair  and  liberal  way  the 
assistance  by  way  of  advances  which 
was  given  to  the  improvement  of  land, 
and  to  various  other  purposes  which 
were  of  national  and  general  import- 
ance. They  had  established  a  system 
which  had  been  carefully  elaborated 
for  making  advances  on  terms  which 
would  involve  no  loss  to  the  Exchequer, 
and  which  yet  would  be  of  advantage  to 
the  localities  to  which  they  were  ad- 
vanced. They  were  always  met,  even 
by  gentlemen  who  in  public  mat- 
ters were  of  a  very  economical  turn 
of  mind,  with  great  objections  to  the 
stinginess  or  illiberality  of  the  terms  on 
which  these  advances  were  offered,  and 
it  was  with  the  greatest  difficulty  that 
the  Government  were  able  to  maintain 
the  system  which  they  were  satisfied 
was  necessaiy  for  the  protection  of  the 
interests  of  the  general  public.  If  they 
were,  in  the  case  of  exceptional  distress 
in  a  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  to 
allow  advances  to  be  made  on  mnoh 
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more  liberal  and  lavisli  terms  than  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  giving,  the  system 
would  break  down,  and  very  g^eat  con- 
fusion would  arise.  They  admitted, 
however,  that  in  the  present  case  it  was 
desirable  that  advances  should  be  made 
on  much  more  liberal  terms  than  usual, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  par- 
ticular works  of  improvement,  but  for 
actually  giving  employment  to  the 
people  and  keeping  them  from  starving. 
These  were  advances  much  more  in  the 
nature  of  relief  works  than  in  the  na- 
ture of  improvement  works.  If  they 
were  to  mate  the  advances  out  of  the 
general  fund  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  they  felt  they  would 
be  introducing  a  precedent  exceedingly 
embarrassing  to  them  in  all  their  future 
dealings.  On  the  other  hand,  they  had 
to  bear  in  mind  that  there  did  exist  in 
Ireland  a  fund  of  a  peculiarly  Irish 
character.  It  was  a  fund  which  be- 
longed to  Ireland,  and  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  administer  for 
the  general  benefit  of  Ireland.  It  ap- 
peared to  the  Oovemment  that  the  case 
which  had  now  arisen  was  one  which 
might  be  very  fairly  met  by  the  Church 
SorpluB  Fund.  They  did  not  propose 
to  exhaust  any  considerable  portion  of 
that  Fund.  They  proposed  to  make,  not 
grants,  but  advances  out  of  it ;  and  they 
understood  that  those  advances  would 
be  repaid.  That  was  the  principle  on 
which  they  went ;  and  he  assumed  that 
the  re-payments  would,  in  due  course, 
be  made.  It  was  true,  as  stated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy),  that  there  would 
be  a  sacrifice  of  a  small  portion  of  the 
Fund.  That  would  be  measured  by  the 
difference  between  the  interest  on  the 
amount  advanced  and  the  amount  they 
would  receive  in  re-payment  from  those 
to  whom  the  advances  were  made.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  put 
the  amount  at  £12,000.  It  might  be 
ihaiy  or  perhaps  a  little  more ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  Fund  could  be  con- 
■idered  to  be  unfairly  charged  with  an 
expenditure  which  was  distinctly  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  an  unavoidable  and 
sadden  calamity.  The  visitation  which 
had  fallen  upon  that  part  of  the  country 
was  a  visitation  which  distinctly  needed, 
and  ought  to  be  met  to  some  extent, 
by  charitable  efforts.  It  was  impossible 
to  lay  down  the  doctrine  that  in  cases  of 
this  Juad  the  whole  of  the  burden  should 
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fall  on  the   Imperial  Exchequer,   and 
that  recourse  should  not  be  had  to  the 
aid  of  charity.     He  did  not  think  that 
in  the  case  of  Lancashire,  to  which  re- 
ference   had   been    made,  there  were 
public  contributions,  but  that  the  dis- 
tress was  met  chiefly  by  private  subscrip- 
tions, and  in  part  by  advances  from  the 
poor  rates  and  the  neighbouring  Unions. 
The  present  was  one  of  those  cases  in 
which  they  might  fairly  take  advantage 
of  the  charity  of  individuals,  and  fairly 
have  recourse  to  a  fund  applicable  to 
charitable  uses.    With  regsurd  to  future 
measures  which  might  be   adopted  in 
order  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such 
evils,  that  was  a   question  which   de- 
manded the  most  careful  consideration 
on  the  part  of  Parliament.     He  quite 
agreed  with  those  who  said  that  the  les- 
sons they  had  received  now  and  in  for- 
mer times  ought  to  make  Parliament 
exceedingly  careful  in  considering  what 
could  be  done  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  evils  of  this  kmd.     But  at  this  mo- 
ment the  Oovemment  were  pressed  to 
meet  the  danger  and  the  misery  which 
were  actually  upon  us ;  and  he  thought 
they  might   fairly  have  recourse  to  a 
fund  wmch  was  of   a  peculiarly  Irish 
character,  and  which  was  available  for 
Irish  purposes.    But  whatever  view  the 
House  might  take  upon  this  subject,  he 
hoped  they  would  not  delay  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill.    The  question  of  the 
application  of  the  Church  Surplus  might 
very  properly  and  conveniently  arise  on 
the  discussion  of  the  clauses;  but  with 
regard  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  he 
might  remind  tne  House  that  the  Oo- 
vemment were  now  acting  outside  the 
law  on  their  own  responsibility.     Al- 
though they  were  not  at  all  aifiraid  to 
take  that  responsibility,  still  Parliament 
ought  to  take  it  upon  itself,  and  had  no 
right  to  leave  the  matter  entirely  on  the 
shoulders    of    the    Oovemment.      He 
hoped,  therefore,  that   they  would  be 
favoured  with  the  advice  and  supported 
by  the  authority  of  Parliament  as  soon 
as  possible.     The  House,   he    trusted, 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill;  and,  in  that  case,  he  should  pro- 
pose to  fix  the  Committee  for  the  earnest 
possible  day,  in  order  that  the  discussion 
of  the  clauses  might  be  proceeded  with. 
Mr.  MITCHELL  HENBY  did  not 
think  it  was  important  whether  that  Bill 
were    passed    now  or    deferred  for    a 
month.  He  certainly  should  not  do  any- 
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thing  to  delay  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill;  but  he  wished  to  remind 
the  House  that  there  was  another  Bill 
before  them  which  was  of  the  utmost 
importance,  and  with  regard  to  which 
delay  would  be  very  serious.  He  referred 
to  the  measure  for  providing  'seeds  of 
various  kinds  for  the  people  to  sow  their 
ground  with  during  the  present  spring. 
If  that  Bill  did  not  pass  into  law  mime- 
diately,  so  that  the  seed  could  be  distri- 
buted within  the  next  five  or  six  weeks, 
they  would  next  year  have  another 
famine  twice  as  bad  as  that  which  raged 
now.  It  therefore  seemed  to  him  &at 
the  Government  was  labouring  at  an 
oar  in  the  boat  which  was  of  the  least 
importance  to  help  them  over  the  surf 
with  which  they  were  surrounded.  He 
did  not  object  so  much  to  resorting  to 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus  as  he  objected 
to  resorting  to  it  for  the  purpose  and  in 
the  manner  mentioned  in  the  Bill.  If 
they  were  to  take  out  of  the  Surplus  a 
certain  amount  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
stocking the  ground  during  the  ap- 
proaching five  or  six  weeks,  he  should 
consider  that  was  a  very  fair  way  of  dis- 
posing of  it ;  but  at  present  the  Bill  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  framed  under  a 
complete  misconception  of  the  position. 
As  a  fact,  the  measures  proposed  in  the 
Government  Bill  ought  to  have  been  in 
operation  weeks  and  months  ago.  If 
that  had  been  done,  the  people  would 
not  now  have  been  pauperized  and  de- 
moralized by  the  lavish  distribution  of 
charity  which,  comine  as  it  did  now, 
had  unfitted  them  for  work  or  for 
any  exertion  in  behalf  of  themselves. 
The  Government  should  lonc^  ago  have 
made  arrangements  through  some  of 
the  large  houses  which  de^  in  seed  for 
having  a  stock  ready  to  distribute  among 
the  people  at  the  present  crisis.  When 
the  seea  came  to  be  distributed  he  hoped 
it  would  be  bestowed  as  a  free  gift  and 
not  as  a  loan ;  otherwise,  the  result 
would  be  to  plunge  the  people  still  fur- 
ther into  debt.  It  was  a  pure  chimera 
to  suppose  that  the  people  would  eat  the 
seed  potatoes  they  mignt  receive.  They 
would  do  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  they 
would  regard  the  seed  as  a  sacred  pos- 
session, ihe  purpose  of  which  was  to 
avert  famine  next  year.  At  any  rate, 
the  Government  might  rest  assured  that 
in  providing  adequate  seed  for  next  year 
lay  the  only  chance  of  averting  anotheor 
and  more  terrible  calamity. 

Mr.  muhM  Emry 


Thb  O'DONOGHTJE  said,  that  he 
objected  to  the  Bill  in  toto,  and  for  the 
reason  that  it  proposed  to  place  increased 
burdens  upon  the  already  over-taxed 
ratepayers  in  Ireland.  The  principle  of 
the  Government  Bill  was  to  make  the 
Irish  distress  a  local  question.  The 
principle  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan) 
was  to  make  it  an  Imperial  question ; 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
choice  which  the  Bepresentatives  from 
Ireland  should  make  between  the  two. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
his  speech,  had  intimated  that  me  local 
Boards  of  Ghiardians  required  pres- 
sure to  induce  them  to  act.  No  aoubt 
they  did,  for  the  leading  spirits  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  were 
the  landlords,  and  they  were  perfectly 
aware  that  the  ratepayers  of  Ireland 
were  already  rented,  rated,  and  taxed 
up  to  the  utmost  amount  they  could 
bear.  His  onlv  object  in  giving  Notice 
that  he  should  move  that  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  be  postponed  until 
the  19th  of  February  was  to  give  time 
for  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  the  mem« 
bers  of  baronial  sessions,  and  others 
who  were  interested  in  the  matter,  to 
express  their  opinions  upon  it.  The  title 
of  the  Bill  was  so  taking  that  one  was 
apt  to  forget  its  principle.  He  could  not 
believe,  however,  that  the  Liberal  Party 
would  ever  assent  to  legislation  which 
was  contrary  to  their  poHcy,  and  would 
throw  greater  obstacles  than  had  ever 
yet  been  thrown  in  the  way  of  the 
peasantry  of  Ireland  getting  that  posi- 
tion on  Uie  soil  which  they  were  deter- 
mined to  obtain.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  main  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
enable  landlords  to  dispense  with  their 
tenants  altogether.  He  considered  that 
it  was  an  extraordinary  thing  for  the 
Government  to  mix  up  two  things  toge- 
ther which  were  totally  distinct,  one  to 
relieve  the  distress  in  Ireland,  and  the 
other  to  assist  the  landlords.  He  would, 
at  a  future  stctge,  take  the  opportunity 
of  expressing  the  objections  he  felt  to 
the  Bill  in  detail. 

Mb.  P.  MAETIN  objected  to  the  way 
in  which  this  question  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  Government.  The  Bill 
ought  to  be  termed,  not  a  measure  for 
the  general  benefit  of  Ireland,  but  a 
Bill  u>r  the  relief  of  landlords  in  certain 
distressed  districts  in  that  countiT.  The 
present  state  of  afiBuzs  ought  to  be  met 
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by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  a  noble 
and  statesmanlike  manner,  worthy  of  a 
^eat  nation.  He  submitted  that  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund  was  not  one  out  of 
which  British  generosity  should  supply 
money  for  the  purpose ;  because,  as  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said, 
and  as  it  was  expressed  in  the  Church 
Disendowment  Act,'  the  Fund  was  to  be 
administered  for  the  general  benefit  of 
Ireland,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of  par- 
ticular districts.  Because  there  was 
loud-voiced  clamour  in  the  West,  the 
GK)yemment  seemed  to  think  that  only 
that  portion  of  the  country  was  dis- 
tressed. Such  was  not  the  case.  He 
did  not  know  what  authority  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  for  stating 
that  there  was  no  distress  in  the  oounly 
of  Kilkenny.  On  the  contrary,  the  pri- 
yations  endured  by  both  labourers  and 
small  farmers  had  in  that  coimty  in- 
oreased  and  were  every  day  increasing. 
The  labouring  class  might,  perchance, 
soon  g^t  employment  in  assisting  in  the 
roring  work ;  but  for  the  farming  class 
tnis  prospect  was  most  alarming.  In 
many  dis&cts,  he  believed,  many  of  the 
farmers  were  without  money  and  already 
deeply  in  debt  to  the  shopkeepers,  not 
only  for  supplies  of  food,  but  for  the 
seed  which  cropped  their  lands  last  year. 
They  would  fina  much  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining the  seed  to  crop  their  farms  this 
year.  The  Government  measure  ap- 
peared to  him  to  provide  no  adequate 
means  for  the  relief  of  distress  amongst 
the  farming  class.  The  system  which 
diould  have  been  adopted  was  one  which 
would  have  set  the  tenant  to  work  on  his 
own  land.  The  Government  had  mis- 
conceived the  extent  and  proportions  of 
the  distress.  He  had  hoped  they  would 
have  introduced  a  fair  and  generous 
measure  to  meet  the  necessities,  not 
only  of  the  Western  districts,  but  of 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
Bill  (Mr.  Synan)  went  to  a  division 
he  should  accompany  him  to  the  Lobby. 
Major  O'BEIKNE  contended  that  the 
Bill  was  not  of  a  nature  likely  to  give 
satisfaction  in  Ireland.  He  held  that 
the  only  way  to  meet  the  distress  was 
either  to  give  a  free  g^ant  of  money 
or  to  undertake  the  prosecution  of  public 
works,  especially  such  works  as  the 
drainage  of  the  Shannon,  the  prosecu- 
tion of  which  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
ot  groat  national  advantage. 


Mr.  D.  TAYLOB  expressed  his  satis- 
faction that  the  Government  had  taken 
up  the  question  of  supplying  seed  pota- 
toes to  the  people;  but  he  hoped  the 
Bill  would  not  be  limited  to  potatoes. 
In  some  of  the  distressed  districts  in 
Donegal  which  he  had  visited,  the 
people  were  in  great  dread  that  they 
womd  not  have  any  seed,  and  the  ques- 
tion was  one  to  which  the  Government 
could  not  devote  too  much  attention. 
He  was  surprised  that  there  should  be 
any  objection  to  using  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund  for  the  relief  of  distress,  more 
especially  as  the  money  would  be  ad- 
vanced as  a  loan,  and  the  only  loss  the 
Fund  would  sustain  would  be  a  small 
deficiency  in  interest.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  enable  the  Guardians  to  give 
out-door  relief,  and  anything  that  could 
be  done  to  tide  the  people  over  the  dis- 
tress, without  compelling  them  to  enter 
the  workhouses,  would  be  a  g^eat  boon. 
Owing  to  last  year's  winter,  they  had 
more  work  than  they  had  last  year ;  but 
it  was  not  sufficient  to  stop  the  famine 
they  were  now  suffering  from.  He 
hoped  this  Bill  would  proceed  con- 
currently with  the  Seed  Bill ;  but  some- 
thing more  must  be  done  if  they  would 
avoid  the  recurrence  of  this  distress. 
Bailways  must  be  made  with  a  view  to 
cheap  transit;  harbours  must  be  built 
and  improved,  and  trade  must  be  de- 
veloped, if  they  would  permanently  re- 
move the  evils  under  which  the  country 
was  suffering.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  that  subject  their  most 
earnest  consideration. 

Mr.  O'CLERY,  in  opposing  the  Bill, 
said,  that  the  Government  ought  to  look 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  not  to  the 
Irish  Church  Fund,  for  the  means  of  re- 
lieving the  existing  distress.  He  wished 
particularly  to  call  attention  to  the  case 
of  the  fishermen  on  the  West  coast  of 
Ireland,  who  were  at  the  present  time 
suffering  g^eat  distress,  and  hoped  that, 
from  whatever  source  the  rehef  funds 
might  come,  something  would  be  done 
to  encourage  the  fisheries  along  the  Irish 
coasts  generally. 

Sir  PATEICK  O'BEIEN  said,  he 
had  expressed  his  views  on  this  subiect 
at  some  length  the  other  niffht,  when 
there  did  not  seem  to  be  much  interest 
felt  in  it ;  in  fact,  there  were  only  four 
or  five  hon.  Members  in  the  House.  The 
Government  proposed  this  scheme  as  a 
remedy  for  aomitted  distress ;  but  they 
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were  acting  in  a  somewhat  Irisli  faahion, 
for,   under  the  baronial  sessionB,  they 
would  be  raising  money  from  a  class 
who    themselves    required    relief — he 
meant  the  ratepayers.      He  regretted 
that  there  should  have  been  any  appeal 
to  the  charity  of  foreign  nations  for  that 
relief  which  the  Government  should  have 
afforded,  and  thought  the  question  ought 
not  to  be  complicated  by  reference  to  the 
Irish    Church    Surplus  Fund.     In  his 
opinion,  the  principle  laid  down  in  the 
case  of  the  distress  in  Lancashire  during 
the  Cotton  Famine  should  be  followed 
in  that  of  Ireland,  and  that  the  funds 
for  relieving  the  distress,  unfortunately 
prevalent  in  that  country,  should  be  ob- 
tained from  Imperial  and  not  from  local 
sources.    It  would  be  unwise  to  treat 
the  distress  in  Ireland  as  a  small  matter 
compared  with  that  of  a  distant  Eng- 
lish  county,    and    he    should    like   to 
hear  from  the  Bench  opposite  whether 
they  would  deny  that  the  present  dis- 
tress was  not  as  great  as  during  the 
Cotton    Famine;    and,    as   one  of  the 
Irish  Members,  he  would  ask  why  the 
same  course  should  not  be  pursued  in 

each  case  ?       

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  They  were  not  given  anything 
from  the  Imperial  Fimds. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  must  insist, 
however,  that  a  loan  of  £1,200,000  was 
granted  to  Lancashire  on  Imperial  se- 
curity.    It  was  admitted  that  relief  to 
a    large    extent    must    be    g^ven    by 
the  Boards  of  Guardians ;  and  he  called 
upon  the  Government  to  grant  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  a  sum  in  aid  of  out- 
door relief  in  Ireland  equal  to  that  ap- 
propriated by  the  Guardians  for  that 
purpose.   The  sum  requisite  for  the  pur- 
pose would  be  much  less  than  the  money 
which  would  have  to  be  paid  to  Crown 
solicitors,  Queen's  counsel,  and  others 
employed  to  put  the  law  in  force  in 
bloody  arrangements,   perhaps,   before 
the  year  was  out.     The  adoption  of  his 
suggestion  would  at  once  prevent  the 
famine  which  many  people  anticipated, 
and  for  which,  if  it  did  occur,  the  Go- 
vernment would,  after  the  warning^  they 
had  had,   be  solely  responsible.      He 
hoped   that  in  whatever  they  did  the 
Government    would    rise    superior    to 
Party. 

The  Mabqttsss  of  HAMILTON  said, 
that  the  favourable  manner  in  which  the 
Bill  had  been  received  was  a  proof  of  the 
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svmpathy  which  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  felt  for  Ireland  in  her 
distress,  and  of  the  approval  with  which 
the  Government  proposals  had  been  re- 
ceived. It  was  undoubted  that  the  mea- 
sure before  the  House  would  be  most 
beneficial  for  Ireland,  as  it  would  enable 
the  Guardians  to  make  ample  provision 
of  food  and  fuel  for  issue  in  case  of  neces- 
sity.   It  would  also  enable  baronial  pre- 
sentments to  be  made.  It  was  advisaole, 
however,  with  respect  to  these  present- 
ments in  aid,  that  due  care  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  waste  of  money  or  the 
perpetration  of  jobs.     It  was  most  ad- 
visable that  railways  should  be  promoted 
in  every  way  in  Ireland ;  and  he  was, 
therefore,  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  the  various  propositions  in  the 
Bill  were  likely  to  be  extended  in  that 
respect.  With  regard  to  the  county  with 
which  he  was  connected,  there  were  no 
less  than  three  railways  in  course  of  con- 
struction.    Under  the  present  distress 
the  proprietors  had  not  sufficient  money 
for  carrying  out  the  purposes  they  had 
in  view,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
works  were  at  a  standstill.    If  aid  were 
given  to  enable  the  construction  of  local 
railways  and  branch  lines  to  be  proceeded 
with,  it  would  considerably  benefit  the 
particular  localities,  and  would  not  lead 
to  that  influx  of  labour  from  elsewhere 
which  large  railway  works  would  be  cer* 
tain  to  create.     Local  labour  would  be 
employed,   and  that  upon  reproductive 
works.    Irish  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  he  believed,  would  agree 
with  him,  when  he  said  that  they  did  not 
want  so  much  the  formation  of  roads,  or 
the  making  of  fences  to  improve  those 
roads,  but  they  wanted  something  of 
general  and  practical  utilitv,  and  that 
which  might  hereafter  be  of  permanent 
benefit  to  Ireland.    He  might  also  men- 
tion the  formation  of  piers  and  harbours. 
It  was  a  matter  of  regret  that  the  Iri^ 
fisheries  were  not  in  a  satisfiactoxy  state. 
The  fishermen  of  Ireland  were  poor; 
but  they  were  industrious  and  brave. 
They  had  no  means  of  buying  boats,  nor 
the  means  of  buying  sufficient  gear  to 
carry  on  their  occupation.     If  &e  GK>- 
vemment,   during   the    present    crisis, 
which  he  was  soiry  to  say  was  likely  to 
increase  on  the  West  coast  of  Ireland^ 
would  grant  loans  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  permanent  small  fishery  piers, 
it  woold  be  of  vast  benefit  to  the  flahing 
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community  of  that  country.  He  trusted 
that  before  this  Bill  passed  they  might 
find  that  some  satisfactory  means  had 
been  adopted  not  only  to  promote  repro- 
ductive labour  throughout  the  internal 
districts  of  Ireland,  but  also  to  promote 
the  formation  of  railways  and  fishery 
harbours. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  that  a  serious 
question  was  raised  as  to  whether  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  was  prohibited  by 
the  section  of  the  Act  of  1 869  which  dealt 
with  it  from  being  appropriated  to  such 
a  purpose  as  was  now  in  view ;  the  section 
contamed  a  special  provision  that  the 
Fund  was  not  to  be  employed  in  any  way 
to  cancel  or  impair  the  obligations  now 
attached  to  property  under  the  Acts  for 
the  relief  of  flie  poor.  Under  the  present 
Bill,  however,  it  was  intended  to  apply 
the  money  in  relief  and  in  aid  of  the  poor 
rates  of  Ireland.  Besides  beine  a  possible 
misappropriation  of  the  Fund,  it  would 
make  inroads  into  the  capital,  which  had 
already  been  very  seriously  diminished. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  no  such 
fund  in  existence  as  the  Irish  Church 
Surplus.  The  Irish  Commissioners,  he 
believed,  had  not  the  command  of  a 
single  6i.  of  capital,  and  they  had  been 
indebted  to  the  savings  banks  for  the 
money  which  they  had  been  able  to 
place  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  up 
to  the  present  time.  What  the  Bill  did 
was  to  propose  that  the  Commissioners, 
who  hiad  no  capital,  should  borrow 
money  to  lend  it  again  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  which  in  itself  was  an  absurd 
proceeding.  It  was  improper  to  fritter 
away  the  Surplus  Fimd.  A  national  de- 
mand had  been  made  that  it  should  be 
applied  to  the  purpose  of  creating  a 
peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland  ;  and  he 
thought  that  imtil  that  question  was 
settled  no  further  inroad  should  be  made 
into  that  Fund.  In  the  face  of  these 
considerations,  the  Government  actually 
proposed  to  hand  a  large  portion  of  the 
money  over,  not  to  the  tenants,  but  to 
the  landlords,  who  would  thus  receive 
exceptional  facilities  for  improving  their 
land.  He  thought  that  money  advanced 
to  the  owners  of  land  for  the  improve- 
ment of  their  property  was  most  just 
and  useful ;  but  the  question  now  was 
whether  landlords  should  have  excep- 
tional advantages  granted  to  them  which 
might  as  usefully  be  granted  to  the 
tenantSi  and  whether  these  exceptional 
advantages  should  be  granted  at  the 


cost  of  the  tenants.  If  the  land  were 
improved,  the  consequence  would  be 
that  the  tenants,  at  no  distant  time, 
would  have  to  pay  increased  rents.  He 
(Mr.  Meldon)  had  suggested,  in  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address,  that  the  money 
should  be  given,  if  at  all,  to  the  tenants, 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  land, 
and  he  had  been  met  with  some  represen- 
tation about  the  rights  of  property.  Yet 
the  tenants  would  be  improving  the 
land ;  and  if  they  paid  all  the  instal- 
ments, they  ought  to  be  enabled  to  claim 
compensation  for  the  improvements,  as 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1870  it  had  been 
admitted  they  were  entitled  to.  Was  it 
fair  that  when  a  national  calamity  over- 
took Ireland  it  should  be  dealt  with  in 
a  different  way  from  that  in  which  the 
distress  in  Lancashire  in  1863  was  met  ? 
Lancashire  was  then  treated  as  an  in- 
tegral part  of  this  Kingdom,  and  the 
question  became  an  Imperial  one.  Why 
was  famine  in  Ireland  dealt  with  as  a 
local  question  ?  In  the  case  of  the  Lan- 
cashire Cotton  Famine,  £1,200,000  was 
advanced  directly  to  the  local  authorities 
for  the  execution  of  permanent  works. 

SThe  Chancellob  of  the  Exchequeb: 
Lt  what  rate  of  interest  ?]  He  would 
come  to  that  presently.  They  extended 
the  period  of  re-paymont  to  30  years. 
In  regard  to  Ireland,  they  now  proposed 
to  make  the  advance  of  £500,000  out  of 
a  purely  Irish  fund  re-payablo,  in  some 
cases,  in  10  years.  [The  Chancellor  of 
theExoHEQUEB :  In 37 years.]  The  money 
which  was  to  be  advanced  to  tho  landlords 
was  not  to  be  repaid  in  10  years;  but 
some  of  the  advances  to  public  bodies 
were  to  be  repaid  in  10  years  instead  of 
in  30,  as  was  the  case  with  the  Lanca- 
shire loan.  The  difference  between  the 
periods  allowed  made  up  for  the  dif- 
ference in  the  rate  of  interest,  which  was 
3^  per  cent  in  the  Lancashire  instance. 
Moreover,  in  the  Lancashire  case  there 
were  provisions  for  extending  the  time 
of  re-payment.  The  advances  during 
the  Lancashire  distress  were  made  di- 
rectly to  the  local  authorities  for  the 
purpose  of  works  of  a  permanent  cha- 
racter, whereas  no  such  advances  in  the 
case  of  Ireland  were  to  be  made  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians.  The  Qovemment 
treated  Ireland  differently  from  Lanca- 
shire ;  and  he  protested  againt  making 
the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland  a  merely 
local  question  when  the  Imperial  funds 
were  without  objection  applied  to  the 
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relief  of  the  distress  in  Lancashire.  He 
appealed  to  the  Government  to  deal  with 
the  distress  in  Ireland  in  as  just  and 
fair  a  spirit  as  the  distress  in  Lanca- 
shire had  been  dealt  with,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  emergency  out  of  Imperial 
resources.  They  had  no  right  to  take  the 
Church  Surplus,  for  it  already  belonged 
to  the  people  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  Alderman  COTTON,  referring 
to  the  allusions  which  had  been  made  to 
the  Lancashire  distress,  said,  he  was  in 
a  position  to  inform  the  House  that  on 
that  occasion  the  relief  had  been  mainly 
by  very  large  private  subscriptions.  In 
London  £520,000  had  been  raised,  and 
every  penny  of  it  distributed ;  and  by 
the  Central  Belief  Committee  in  Lanca- 
shire, of  which  the  late  Earl  of  Derby 
was  Chairman,  £1,250,000  or  more  had 
been  raised,  not  all  of  it  being  distributed. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could  not  under- 
stand how  hon.  Members  opposite  could 
believe  for  a  moment  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  indifferent  to  this  great 
calamity,  or  could  believe  that  Ireland 
was  not  almost  an  eternal  worry  to  them. 
Knowing  that  hon.  Member  e^er  hon. 
Member  would  rise  in  his  place  and  de- 
nounce the  Government  when  Parlia- 
ment met,  they  were  not  likely,  even 
apart  from  any  other  consideration,  to 
withhold  their  most  serious  considera- 
tion from  the  calamity  impending  in  Ire- 
land. The  Irish  Members  seemed  to 
him  to  take  the  bread  that  was  offered, 
to  them  and  to  throw  it  over  their  heads, 
instead  of  putting  it  in  the  mouths  of  a 
famishing  people.  He  called  upon  Irish 
Members  to  desist  from  using  epithets  in 
reference  to  the  Government,  and  from 
expressing  sentiments  calculated  to  pro- 
duce a  false  impression  on  the  minds  of 
the  Irish  people,  which  might  not  be 
eradicated  for  years,  and  which  he  could 
not  believe  the  Irish  Members  them- 
selves could  believe  in,  except  as  senti- 
ments useful  for  political  purposes. 

Mr.  COGAN  said,  the  question  before 
the  House  was  simply  whether  the  funds 
to  be  charged  for  partially  relieving  the 
existing  distress  should  be  purely  Irish 
funds,  or  whether  they  should  be  Im- 
perial funds,  as  was  the  case  in  1863  in  the 
Lancashire  Cotton  Famine.  He  trusted 
the  debate  would  not  conclude  until 
they  heard  in  some  intelligible  and  con- 
clusive manner  why  the  Government 
purposed  taking,  with  regard  to  a 
national  calamity  in  one  part  of  the 
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United    Kingdom,    a   course  different 
from  that  which  they  had  pursued  on  a 

Erevious  occasion  of  the  kind.  He  had 
card  no  good  reason  yet  given  for  sub- 
jecting Ireland  to  the  exceptional  treat- 
ment now  proposed,  and  snould  there- 
fore support  the  Amendment,  believing 
that  this  national  calamity  in  Ireland 
ought  to  be  met  out  of  the  National 
Exchequer.  Attempts  had  been  made 
from  time  to  time  to  fritter  away  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  Fund,  which  the  Act  of 
Parliament  had  intended  should  be  ap- 
propriated for  the  permanent  benefit  of 
the  whole  of  Ireland;  whereas  the  ob- 
ject of  the  present  Bill  was  to  meet  an 
exigency  now  existing  in  parts  of  that 
country,  and  not  in  the  whole  of  it. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Cogan), 
that  in  the  proposal  now  submitted  to 
the  House  there  was  anything  which  ran 
counter  to  the  Act  of  Parliament  which 
dealt  with  the  Irish  Church  property. 
The  right  hon.  Member  said  it  was  never 
contemplated  by  that  Act  that  the  money 
should  be  expended  on  local  matters, 
but  only  for  purposes  which  could  bene- 
fit the  whole  of  Ireland.  He  would 
find,  however,  if  he  referred  to  the 
words  of  the  Act,  that  it  stated  that  the 
Church  Surplus  should  be  appropriated 
mainly  to  the  relief  of  unavoidable  cala- 
mity and  sufferiug,  and  there  was  no- 
thing in  it  which  said  that  the  calamity 
and  suffering  must  equally  prevail  at  the 
same  moment  in  all  parts  of  Ireland. 
He  maintained,  therefore,  that  the  Gx>- 
vemment  were  fully  justified  in  pro- 
posing to  use  a  portion  of  that  Fund  for 
a  purpose  like  the  present  one.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 
(Mr.  Meldon)  had  compared  the  treat- 
ment Lancashire  received  in  a  ffreat 
emergency  with  that  received  by  Ir^md, 
and  appeared  to  think — and,  no  doubt, 
did  so  with  perfect  sincerity — that  the 
comparison  was  unfavouraole  to  the 
latter  country.  Now,  the  money  ad- 
vanced to  Lancashire  was  advanced  at 
3}  per  cent.  But  it  was  said  the  period 
of  re-payment  was  easier  and  more  ad- 
vant€igeous  to  the  borrower  in  the  case 
of  Lancashire.  [Mr.  Stnak  :  In  some 
cases.]  Well,  the  principle  on  which 
they  had  gone  in  regard  to  these  re- 

Eayments  was  that  the  payments  should 
e  regulated  aooording  to  the  operation 
of  the  oxdinaxy  law>  with  certain  exoep- 
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tions.  The  period  for  re-payment  was  to 
extend  as  long  as  the  benefit  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  contemplated  works  should 
last.  For  example,  in  regard  to  ad- 
vances for  paving,  it  was  impossible  that 
loans  for  works  of  such  an  ephemeral 
description  should  be  allowed  to  burden 
tiie  ratepayers  for  SO  or  40  years.  The 
loans  under  the  Public  HealUi  Act  varied 
in  the  times  of  re-payment  from  two 
years  up  to  50,  according  as  the  work 
was  of  a  permanent  or  a  temporary  cha- 
racter. With  regard  to  advances  to 
Irish  landowners,  the  Government  had 
relaxed  the  ordinary  rules  as  to  re-pay- 
ment, and  thev  had  done  it  on  that  prin- 
ciple. It  had  been  represented  on  autho- 
rity g^ven  in  evidence  that  the  benefit 
arising  from  draining  would  extend  over 
a  longer  period  than  22  years ;  and  they 
had,  therefore,  extended  the  time  for  re- 
payment. Anyone  who  chose  to  study 
what  was  done  in  Lancashire  would  find 
that  the  terms  offered  to  Ireland  were 
more  liberal  than  those  imposed  in  Lan- 
cashire. He  was  not  referring  to  the 
large  amount  of  local  contributions 
raised  in  Lancashire ;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  had  spoken 
of  benefits  conferred  on  the  landowners 
as  if  they  were  a  national  injury  to  Ire- 
land. That  notion  seemed  to  underlie  a 
fl:reat  many  of  the  fallacies  to  which  they 
had  listened  for  several  nights.  But  to 
say  that  advances  made  to  persons  in 
possession  of  the  soil  for  the  purpose  of 
improving  the  soil  could  be  considered  as 
a  nationad  injuir  appeared  to  him  a  pro- 
position which  did  not  require  an  answer 
m  that  House.  The  ground  on  which 
the  Government  had  selected  the  land- 
owners as  the  medium  for  giving  em- 
ployment and  wages  to  the  people  was 
one  which  he  thought  must  commend 
itself  to  the  common  sense  of  every  hon. 
Member.  The  Government  had  felt 
itself  bound  to  adopt  exceptional  mea- 
sures to  meet  the  extraordinary  distress 
which  prevailed  in  certain  parts  of  Ire- 
land. They  might  have  had  recourse  to 
the  system  which  broke  down  before — 
namelv,  that  of  public  relief  works  con- 
ducted by  the  State;  but  it  seemed 
better  to  allow  employment  to  find  its 
way  to  thepeople  through  the  ordinary 
sources.  They  had,  therefore,  enabled 
owners  of  land  to  apply  large  sums  of 
money,  amounting  already,  he  believed, 
to  something  like  £500,000,  upon  the 
I  ooncution  that  the  works  upon 


which  they  were  to  be  expended  should 
be  confined  to  such  occupations  as  would 
afford  immediate  employment  to  im- 
skilled  labour.  Buildings  and  other 
works,  however  profitable,  which  did  not 
fulfil  this  condition,  were  not  to  enjoy 
the  facilities  they  granted.  If  there  was 
one  thing  more  than  another  for  which 
the  Government  deserved  credit,  he 
thought  it  was  for  avoiding  any  un- 
necessary disturbance  of  the  ordinary 
relations  between  employer  and  em- 
ployed, and  for  having  in  no  way  set 
aside  the  ordinary  sources  of  employ- 
ment of  labour  in  the  country.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  had 
spoken  of  lavish  distribution  of  charitable 
funds.  It  was  a  pity  that  such  an  ex- 
pression should  go  forth  from  the  House 
of  Commons.  There  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  those  excellent  organiza- 
tions which,  fortunately,  had  come  to  the 
aid  of  distress  in  Ireland  had  been  dis- 
tributed upon  a  lavish  scale.  No  doubt, 
it  was  the  intention  of  those  who  dis- 
tributed those  funds  to  meet  every  case 
of  need  which  came  before  them  ;  but  it 
would  be  a  great  injury  to  the  good 
cause  of  charity  if  it  went  forth  from 
that  House  that  the  distribution  of  those 
funds  had  been  in  any  manner  extrava- 
gant. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  also  spoken  of  the  large  inroads 
which  had  been  already  made  in  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund,  as  though 
he  would  have  liked  every  penny  of  it 
to  be  embarked  in  the  speculation  of  en- 
deavouring by  artificial  means  to  create 
a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland.  But 
his  hon.  and  teamed  Friend  was  him- 
self, perhaps  as  much  as  anyone,  re- 
sponsible for  a  very  considerable  inroad 
into  that  Fund,  an  inroad  which  had 
commended  itself  to  the  general  opinion 
of  Ireland  and  of  every  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  seemed  to  proceed  upon  the 
assumption  that  any  sum  advanced  out 
of  that  Church  Surplus  Fund  would  be 
lost,  and  some  hon.  Members  had  ap- 
peared to  think  that  the  Govommont 
were  unfairly  protecting  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  at  its  expense.  But  this 
would  imply  that  the  Unions  of  Ireland 
were  not  capable  of  maintaining  their 
credit.  The  Government  proposed  to 
lend  money,  in  the  first  place,  upon  the 
security  of  the  landed  property ;  and  he 
supposed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  admit  that  to  be  good  enough 
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They  also  proposed  to  lend  upon  the  secu- 
rity of  the  rates ;  and  this,  he  presumed, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  did  not 
think  good  enough.  But  he  hoped  his 
prognostications  of  ill  would  not  be  ful- 
filled, and  that,  as  had  been  the  case  up 
to  the  present  time  in  Lancashire,  not  one 
penny  would  be  lost.  He  thought  the 
House  must  have  seen  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  had,  in  the  present  crisis,  exerted 
themselves  to  meet  everything  that  could 
be  reasonably  urged  upon  the  Executive, 
and  that,  without  discouraging  local 
effort  or  charitable  organization,  they 
had  in  no  way  failed  in  their  duty.  And 
he  further  believed  that  the  House  and 
the  country  would  not  for  a  moment 
believe  they  had  neglected  their  duty. 

Mr.  SHAW  hop^  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  would  not 
divide  the  House  that  evening  upon  his 
Amendment,  as  there  would  be  another 
opportunity  of  discussing  its  principle 
upon  the  question  of  the  Speaker  leav- 
ing the  Ohair.  The  Government  had 
already  taken  action  on  the  lines  of  the 
BiU,  and  he  was  sure  they  would  all  be 
willing  to  pass  a  measure  of  indemnity 
to  the  Government  for  what  they  had 
already  done;  all  the  Irish  Members 
oomplained  of  being  that  they  had  not 
acted  with  sufficient  promptness.  It  was 
certfiunly  not  his  opinion  that  any  benefit 
conferred  upon  the  landlords  must  be  a 
public  injury,  and  he  did  not  know 
troTH  what  hon.  Member's  speeches  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
ts^ for  Ireland  could  have  gathered 
such  an  idea.  He  thought  the  drainage 
of  land  was  one  of  the  best  things  that 
oould  be  done,  and  the  lending  of  money 
at  a  low  rate  of  interest  for  that  purpose 
would  be  not  only  an  immense  advan- 
tage to  the  community,  but  would  also 
bnng  labour  nearer  than  any  other  way 
to  the  workmen.  Every  provision  in 
this  direction  deserved  great  praise. 
What  they  blamed  the  Government  for 
was  for  not  issuing  the  Circular  of  the 
12th  of  Januaiy  on  the  12th  of  October. 
They  also  feared  lest  the  landlords,  after 
getting  this  £500,000  of  public  money 
at  1  per  cent,  by  means  of  which  the 
land  would  be  increased  in  value,  should 
thereafter  raise  the  rents.  He  was  sure 
the  Government  did  not  wish  that ;  but 
it  was  hard^  in  human  nature  to  do 
otherwise.  Foreseeing  that  such  a  re- 
sult would  be  sure  to  raise  unpleasant 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant, 

Mr.  J.  Lowthcr 


he  hoped  the  Government  would  insert 
some  words  to  prevent  the  raising  of 
rents  on  account  of  the  improvements 
effected  by  means  of  public  money.  It 
would  be  a  great  hardship  that  public 
money  given  at  such  a  crisis,  freely  and 
generously,  should  be  followed  by  a 
burden  which,  in  some  cases,  the  people 
would  not  be  able  to  bear.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  announced 
what  was  a  matter  of  great  importance 
—  namely,  that  the  proposed  works 
should  not  be  confinea  to  mere  road- 
making  and  road-fencing.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  proposals  were  not 
all  that  Ministers  intended  to  do.  He 
did  not  ask  them  to  answer  him  at  once ; 
but  if  the  Bill  embodied  the  whole  of 
their  scheme  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  worth  taking.  He  thought  that  they 
ought  to  make  a  g^rant  to  Ireland,  and 
he  thought  that  Ireland  had  a  right  to 
expect  such  a  grant  as  had  been  made 
in  1 847.  The  Irish  people  were  unfairly 
taxed,  and  that  was  an  additional  reason 
for  a  grant.  No  doubt,  there  was  a  great 
outflow  of  charity ;  but  charity  would  not 
help  the  small  farmers,  and  would  not 
be  a  permanent  benefit.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  give  another  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  measure,  and 
would  not  press  it  forward  too  hastily. 

Mr.  synan  said,  he  would  not  ask 
the  House  to  take  the  trouble  of  a  useless 
division,  but  repeat  his  Motion  on  goinff 
into  Committee.  He  was  determined 
that  the  Treasury  Bench  and  the  Oppo- 
sition Bench  should  speak  out  further  on 
the  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

BANKRUPTCY  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL 
{Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral.) 

[bill   37.]       SECOND  BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Sm  HENEY  JAMES  said,  that, 
although  the  Bill  had  only  been  in 
their  hands  36  hours,  yet,  as  it  was 
substantially  the  same  as  that  bzouglit 
before    the    House    last  SetBum,    hm 
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should  not  delay  the  second  read- 
ing by  asking  for  time  to  consider 
it.  The  only  material  alteration  in  the 
Bill,  as  compared  with  that  of  last  Ses- 
sion, was  that  a  debtor  was  not  allowed 
to  be  made  a  bankrupt  on  his  own 
petition,  which  he  regarded  as  a  great 
improvement.  As  he  iinderstood  it  to 
be  the  intention  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Attorney  General)  to  have 
the  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
he  did  not  think  it  desirable  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  its  provisions  in 
detail  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
should  g^ve  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
all  the  assistance  in  his  power  to  pass 
this  measure  and  the  Criminal  Code 
Bill,  because  the  character,  not  so  much 
of  the  Government,  as  of  the  House, 
was  at  stake,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
do  something  to  redeem  their  character 
during  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOEGAN  said,  he 
should  have  been  inclined,  on  an  ordi- 
nary occasion,  to  ask  for  further  time; 
but  the  matter  was  so  urgent  and  time 
had  become  so  precious  that  he  did  not 
think  he  would  be  justified  in  doing 
BO.  He  agreed  with  the  remarks  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  said 
that  by  the  Controller's  Beport  it  ap- 
peared that  £25,000,000  was  lost  an- 
nually in  this  country  by  bad  debts 
in  bankruptcy  alone,  a  sum  nearly 
equal  to  the  interest  on  the  National 
I>ebt.  Such  a  state  of  affairs  was  a 
disgrace,  he  would  not  say  to  the  Gt)- 
vemment,  but  to  Parliament,  and  he 
looked  upon  the  Bill  as  a  step  towards 
a  better  state  of  affairs.  He  contem- 
plated with  satisfaction  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
xmttee 

Mb.'  SAMPSON  LLOYD  beHeved 
that  the  best  way  of  getting  some  mea- 
sure on  bankruptcy  passed  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  was  to  send  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  as  the  Government 
proposed  to  do.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  useless  to  attempt  to  intro- 
duce any  veiy  ambitious  innovations  in 
Bankruptcy  Law,  and  believed  that  the 
fundamental  principle  of  the  Act  of  1869 
was  a  right  one. '  What  was  wanted  by 
business  men  was  not  to  sweep  the  Act 
of  1869  away,  but  to  amend  its  blots, 
and  he  believed  that  these  could  bo 
amended  by  a  very  short  Statute.  The 
prinoipal  evils  from  which  they  suffered 
vadar  the  existing  law  were,  after  all. 


but  few.  They  suffered,  in  the  first  place, 
from  an  absolute  want  of  control  over 
liquidations;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
it  would  be  well  if  the  costs  of  all  offi- 
cers connected  with  liquidations  were 
officially  taxed.  Then  they  wanted  what 
the  Government  Bill  did  not  provide  for 
— namely,  the  Scotch  system  of  making 
trustees  pay  dividends  periodically,  and 
he  trusted  the  Select  Committee  would 
come  to  that  conclusion.  He  should 
also  like  to  see  some  provision  to  pre- 
vent fraudulent  men  who  had  failed  dis- 
gracefully three  or  four  times  from  going 
into  business  again  and  underselling  the 
honest  tradesmen ;  and  he  hoped  some 
of  the  legal  Members  of  the  House  would 
be  able  to  provide  some  that  would  be 
found  effectual  in  preventing  that  evil. 
He  concluded  by  expressing  his  satisfac- 
tion that  the  Bill  was  going  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Bill  might  be  taken  in  hand 
without  any  delay.  He  could  say,  on 
behalf  of  his  constituents,  that  they  took 
a  deep  interest  in  the  matter,  and  were 
most  anxious  that  there  should  be  some 
legislation  in  reference  to  it  this  Session. 
He  agreed  that  it  would  be  unwise  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  details  at 
the  present  time,  but  thought  it  might 
be  convenient  to  hon.  Members  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  would  point  out  in  what 
important  particulars,  if  in  any,  the  Bill 
differed  from  that  of  last  year. 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  said,  he  had  looked 
through  the  Bill,  and  could  say  that  it 
differed  from  the  Bill  of  last  year  in 
being  a  supplementary  Bill,  instead  o( 
a  consolidating  one ;  but  that,  like  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  it  provided  that  all 
liquidations  should  be  by  deed  of  ar- 
rangement, instead  of  resolutions  of 
shareholders.  Of  this  he  very  much  ap- 
proved ;  the  execution  of  a  deed  being 
a  deliberate  act  and  giving  a  man  time 
for  reflection ;  whilst,  generally  speak- 
ing, at  a  meeting  of  creditors,  the  re- 
solutions to  be  passed  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  trustee  were  a  foregone 
conclusion.  He  was  glad  that  the 
Bill  was  to  be  referred  for  considera- 
tion to  a  Select  Committee,  as  some  of 
its  details  required  attention ;  for  in- 
stance, those  referring  to  the  discharge 
of  the  bankrupt,  lie  also  thought  it 
was  a  defect  in  the  Bill  as  it  stood  that 
the  onus  of  showing  the  cause  of  failure 
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should  be  tlirown  on  the  creditors.  It 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  thrown  on 
the  Court.  There  were  several  other 
points  that  would  require  serious  consi- 
deration ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  enlarge  on  them,  as  it  was  in- 
tended to  refer  the  measure  to  a  Select 
Committee.      

Mr.  WHITWELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  had  shown  himself  anxious  that 
the  country  should  possess  a  really  good 
Law  of  Bankruptcy.  He  fully  approved 
the  course  whicn  had  been  accepted  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Taun- 
ton (Sir  Henry  James),  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
It  was  just  the  kind  of  measure  the 
country  wanted,  being  not  a  reversal  or 
change  of  the  law,  but  an  amendment 
of  the  law,  and  he  trusted  it  would  soon 
become  the  law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  expressed  a  hope  that 
no  time  would  be  lost  in  appointing  the 
Committee,  whose  duty  it  would  be  to 
consider  the  details  of  the  measure. 
There  were  several  clauses  of  the  Bill 
which  would  require  special  considera- 
tion ;  but  he  would  refrain  from  discuss- 
ing them  until  they  had  been  dealt  with 
in  the  manner  proposed. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Holker)  said,  he  felt  that  the  ap- 
peal which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
London  (Mr.  Qt)schen)  was  a  perfectly 
reasonable  one,  and  he  should  briefly  ex- 
plain the  leading  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure. The  Bill  of  last  Session  was  not 
designed  to  sweep  away  the  Act  of  1869, 
Jbut  rather  to  amend  it,  at  the  same  time 
repealing  the  Act  and  consolidating  the 
law  upon  the  subject — a  more  ambitious 
design  than  that  of  the  present  Bill.  On 
reflection,  and  considering  the  difficulty 
of  passing  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— at  all  events  of  this  day — a  Bill 
consisting  of  150  or  160  clauses,  upon 
eveiy  one  of  which  a  discussion  might 
be  raised,  if  any  hon.  Member  thought 
proper  to  raise  it,  he  thought  it  best  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  not  to  amend  and  conso- 
lidate the  law,  but  to  attempt  merely  to 
amend  the  law,  leaving  its  consolidation 
for  some  future  period.  The  Bill  of  last 
year  proposed  to  amend  the  Act  of  1869 
in  several  respects — ^in  the  first  place  as 
to  liquidation  by  arrangement,  in  the 
next  as  to  compositions  under  the  Act, 
and  to  substitute  for  liquidation  by  ar- 

Mr.  Qr$gwry 


rangement,  deeds  to  be  entered  into  be- 
tween the  debtor  and  a  majority  in  num- 
ber and  three- fourths  in  value  of  his  cre- 
ditors. After  providing  certain  minor 
amendments,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
audit  of  accounts  and  the  action  which 
the  Controller  might  take  in  regard  to 
the  accounts  of  trustees,  last  year's  Bill 
provided  that  a  debtor  should  not,  in  the 
first  instance,  be  absolutely  declared  a 
bankrupt,  but  that  there  should  be  made 
against  him  a  provisional  order,  and  that 
he  should  not  be  made  a  bankrupt  until 
the  creditors  had  been  called  together 
and  had  decided  that  he  should  be  made 
one.  The  present  was  an  amending  Bill ; 
but  not  a  consolidating  and  an  amending 
Bill.  It  did  not  adopt  provisional  orders  ; 
but  it  allowed  adjudication  in  bankruptcy 
to  be  declared  at  once,  as  under  the  pre- 
sent system.  The  Bill  of  last  Session 
enabled  a  debtor  to  petition  against  him- 
self and  to  cause  himself  to  be  declared 
a  bankrupt.  Upon  consideration  it  had 
been  determined  that  that  provision 
should  not  now  be  inserted,  as  it  would 
be  taken  too  much  advantage  of  by 
debtors.  What  this  Bill  did  was  to  pro- 
vide certain  amendments  in  the  Act  of 
1869.  One  of  these  was  the  entire  abo- 
lition of  liquidations  by  arrangement. 
There  were  provisions  for  compelling 
trustees  to  pay  all  monies  they  might 
receive  from  time  to  time  into  the  bank, 
and  to  provide  for  the  taxation  of  all 
costs  and  the  audit  of  all  accounts,  not 
only  in  bankruptcy,  but  under  deeds  of  ar- 
rangement as  well.  There  were  a  variety 
of  smaller  provisions  designed  to  protect 
estates  from  waste  and  to  preserve  them 
for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors.  He  was 
not  at  all  inclined  to  differ  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd),  when  he  said  that  the  Act  of 
1869  was  founded  on  a  riffht  principle. 
At  all  events,  it  was  one  which  was  per- 
fectly intelligible,  because  it  did  away 
with  the  system  of  officialism  which  had 
existed  to  a  considerable  extent  before, 
and  it  vested  the  administration  or  man- 
agement of  a  debtor's  estate  and  the 
dealing  with  the  debtor  in  the  creditor. 
He  dared  say  the  Act  of  1869  would 
have  worked  well  but'  for  two  circum- 
stances. One  was  that  the  creditors 
would  not  let  the  Act  work  well ;  they 
would  not  look  after  their  own  affairs. 
In  Scotland  it  was  different;  creditors 
were  more  canny  than  in  England,  where 
they  were  apathetic,  put  thepenthrougli 
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an  account  as  a  bad  debt,  and  would  not 
trouble  themselves  to  look  after  their 
own  interests.     It  was  difficult  to  legis- 
late for  people  who  would  not  exert 
themselves  on  behalf  of  themselves ;  but 
it  must  be  done.     Creditors  must  be  pro- 
tected against  their  own  apathy  and  su- 
pineness,  and  this  might  almost  be  called 
a  Bill  to  protect  creditors  in  spite  of 
themselves.     There  were  restraints  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  ren- 
dering it  difficult  that  an  estate  should 
be  wasted,  notwithstanding  that  the  cre- 
ditors would  not  look  after  a  debtor's 
estate.     Another  reason  why  the  Act  of 
1869  had  not  worked  well  was  that  it 
provided  what  might  be  called  a  gentle- 
manly way  of  getting  rid  of  a  man's  lia- 
bility.    It  was  then  thought  desirable 
that  every  case  should  not  go  into  Court ; 
that,    in  certain  circumstances,   a  man 
should  not  be  exposed  to  the  stigma  of 
bankruptcy;  and  that  he  should  not  be 
subjected  to  the  disagpreeable  ordeal  of  a 
public  examination.     It  was  therefore 
enacted  that  a  man  might  liquidate  by 
arrangement  and  offer  to  make  a  compo- 
sition with  his  creditors.    For  some  rea- 
son, Parliament  forgot  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  have  checks  and  restraints  in 
these  cases  as  well  as  in  ordinary  bank- 
ruptcies.    There  was  no  provision  for 
taxing  bills  or  auditing  accounts.     So  if 
the  debtor  and  his  friends  could  get  a 
sufficient  number  of  proxies,  they  did 
pretty  much  what  they  liked.     The  Ee- 
port  of  the  Controller  showed  the  disas- 
trous working  of  this  system.     There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  liauidations  had 
worked  badly,  and  that  there  had  been 
enormous  waste  in  dealing  with  estates. 
He  proposed  to  do  away  altogether  with 
these  liquidations  and  with  compositions 
as  weU,  and  to  substitute  for  them  ar- 
rangements by  deed.     His  opinion  was 
that,  as  a  rule,  a  man  who  was  not  able 
to  pay  his  debts  ought  to  go  through 
the  Bankruptcy  Courts,    and  be  sub- 
jected to  a  public  examination  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  he  spent  his  money,  and 
how  it  had  happened  that  he  had  fallen 
into  embarrassment.    There  were  many 
eases  in  which  it  was  desirable  that  there 
should  be    no  adjudications  in  bank- 
mptcY,  but  tiiat  men  who  were  unable 
to  fulfil  their  eng^a^ements  should  be 
allowed  to  proceed  in  business  in  order 
that  they  might  subsequently  pay  their 
debts  without   the  stigma  attached    to 
them  of  baring  been  adjudicated  bank- 


rupts and  passed  examinations  as  bank- 
rupts in  public  Courts.  In  order  to 
meet  cases  of  this  kind,  it  was  proposed 
by  the  Bill  to  allow  debtors  in  such  cir- 
cumstances to  compound  with  their 
creditors ;  but  it  also  provided  that  this 
should  only  be  done  with  the  consent  of 
a  large  proportion  of  such  creditors, 
both  with  regard  to  number  and  value. 
Furthermore,  it  was  proposed  that  this 
consent  should  be  given  personally,  and 
not  by  means  of  proxies.  Ho,  for  one, 
thoufifht  it  important  that  the  system  of 
proxies  in  bankruptcy  proceedings  should 
be  abolished  as  far  as  possible.  This 
was  most  important  as  far  as  arrange- 
ments by  deed  were  concerned ;  and  the 
proposal  in  reference  to  it  contained  in 
the  Bill  would,  he  thought,  have  a  satis- 
factory result  as  far  as  the  commercial 
world  was  concerned.  As  far  as  com- 
positions were  concerned,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  enact  that  they  should  not  be 
accepted  unless  the  debtors  offered  5s, 
in  the  pound,  or  any  similar  sum  was 
accepted  by  four-fifths  in  number  and 
value  of  the  creditors.  His  intention 
was — when  the  Bill  got  before  a  Select 
Committee,  to  take  such  steps  and  to 
secure  the  calling  of  such  witnesses, 
mercantile  as  well  as  legal,  as  would 
enable  the  Government  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session  to  pass  an  Act  which 
would  amend  the  Bankruptcy  Law  in  a 
satisfactory  manner,  and  a  manner  su- 
perior to  the  Scotch  system,  of  which 
they  had  heard  so  much. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  there  was 
almost  an  unanimity  of  opinion  that 
the  Government  had  shown  great  judg- 
ment in  introducing  an  amendment  Bill 
instead  of  a  consolidation  of  the  law. 
The  Act  of  1869  was  a  consolidating 
Act ;  and  imdor  the  existing  Act  the 
trustee  was  invested  with  too  much 
power,  being  practically  the  master  of 
the  creditors,  mstead  of  their  servant. 
Speaking  for  the  other  commercial 
Members  of  the  House,  he  would  say 
that  they  would  endeavour  to  associate 
themselves  thoroughly  with  the  legal 
Members,  and  would  endeavour  to  turn 
out,  as  soon  as  they  possibly  could,  an 
amendment  of  the  Bill  satisfactory  to 
the  whole  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 
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And,  on  Felmiftrj  23,  CommittM 
follow! : — Mr.  Attoexet  Gestxbal,  Mr.  Sou- 
ciTOK  Geiteral,  Sir  Hexet  Jactlaox,  Mr. 
Mekewether,  Mr.  Herachell,  Mr.  Gregokt, 
Mr.  MoRLET,  Mr.  Gor«t,  Mr.  3Iv!ct2,  Mr. 
Norwood,  Mr.  SAJCpaojr  Llotd,  Sir  Charles 
MiLLA,  Mr.  McjTDELLA,  Mr.  William  Becxett 
Dexuo^t,  Mr.  RATHRfiTrE,  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton, 
Mr.  O^R/^iRXE  3I0ROAX,  3Ir.  Herxon,  Sir 
8Tri3rET  Waterlow,  Mr.  Batca,  Sir  Joseph 
M*Kc53rA,  Mr.  Exowlea,  and  Mr.  Whitwell  ; 
Fire  to  be  the  qnonun. 


CIIARTEBED  BAXKS  (COLOKIAL)  BILL. 

{Sir  Einry  fklwin^Ibbttton^  Mr,  Chancellor  0/ 
the  Exchequer.) 

[bLLL  4.]      8EC0KD   URADISQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iSir  Henry  Selmn-IbbeUon,) 

Mb.  BAMSAT,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  he  most  be  allowed  to  ex- 
press his  surprise  that,  when  introducing 
a  Bill  involving  principles  so  important, 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  who  had  charge 
of  the  measure,  had  not  ^ven  some  ex- 
planation as  to  its  provisions  and  in- 
tended effect.  He  need  not  occupy 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House  in  stating 
the  reasons  why  he  objected  to  its  pass- 
ing. He  had  opposed  the  Bill  when  it 
was  before  the  House  last  Session,  and  he 
had  hitherto  heard  neither  explanation 
nor  justification  of  it.  What  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  was  to  grant  certain 
powers,  privileges,  and   immunities  to 

g articular  institutions  specified  in  the 
chedule,  and  he  could  see  no  special 
reason  for  n^anting  such  powers  and  pri- 
vileges. He  did  not  desire  to  say  any- 
thing affainst  the  institutions  in  question. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  they  were  per- 
fectly respectable ;  but  he  could  see  no 
reason  for  granting  to  them  special 
powers  and  privileges  which  were  not 
conferred  upon  other  bodies  carrying  on 
the  same  business  in  the  same  localities, 
and  which  did  not  enjoy  such  special  ad- 
vantages. That  was  the  chief  ground 
upon  which  he  ur^ed  his  objection.  He 
would  not  feel  £sposed,  seeing  that 
these  Charters  were  terminable,  to  object 
to  a  proposal  to  extend  their  provisions 
for  a  certain  period,  say  five  years ;  but 
when  asked  to  perpetuate  indefinitely 
tiiote  powers  and  privileges  on  some  in- 


stitutionB  which  otiien  dU  not  e^joy. 
all  he  could  say  was,  zslher  tiiaa  auie- 
tion  a  proposal  so  exceptional,  it  would 
be  better  that  the  Chartos  should  be 
swept  away  at  once,  and  that  all  who 
carried  on  Uie  businees  of  banking  shocM 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing.  Certain 
institutions  had  obtained  by  Charter 
powers  which,  in  fact,  oonatitnted  a  aort 
of  monopoly,  and  that  by  the  Bill  Par- 
liament was  asked  to  sanction  for  erer. 
To  soch  a  proposal  he  had  senons  objec- 
tion. He  thought  it  detrimental  to  the 
public  interest  in  the  Coloniee  and  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  As  he  had  already 
said,  if  the  proposal  was  for  a  limited 
period,  he  would  not  offer  opposition ; 
and  probably  within  five  years  tne  whole 
subject  of  banking  would  have  to  be  dealt 
with  by  Parliament.  In  Scotland  they 
had  an  analogous  state  of  things  to  that 
which  it  was  proposed  to  institute  by  the 
Bill.  Three  of  the  leading  banks  had  cer- 
tain powers  and  privileges  which  other 
institutions  did  not  enjoy,  one  by  Act  of 
Parliament  and  two  oy  Charters,  and 
the  Bill  proposed  to  establish  a  similar 
inequality  in  the  respective  Colonies. 
To  that  system  might  be  traced  a  g^reat 
deal  of  the  evils  which  had  attended  the 
operations  of  some  of  those  institutions 
which  were  not  so  favoured.  Further, 
as  an  inducement  to  the  House  to  pause 
before  going  on  with  the  Bill,  they 
had  not  got  the  Charters  before  them 
in  order  to  judge  of  what  they  were 
doing ;  but  they  were  really  being  asked 
to  legislate  entirely  in  the  dark.  It  was 
not  reasonable  to  ask  the  House  to  sanc- 
tion a  proposal  to  confer  exceptional 
powers  and  privileges,  of  the  nature  and 
extent  of  which  neither  the  Members  of 
that  House  nor  the  public  had  any 
knowledge.  Let  the  Charters  be  produced 
and  expLEuned  that  they  mignt  know 
what  they  were  doin^.  He  did  not  say 
that  he  had  any  objection  to  the  insti- 
tutions sought  to  be  favoured  by  tiiis 
measure.  They  were,  no  doubt,  as  was 
said,  highly  respectable.  He  felt  sure  of 
that,  and  when  waited  on  himself  last 
year  to  try  to  pursuade  him  to  withdraw 
his  opposition  to  the  Bill,  he  said  that  if 
a  Bill  were  introduced  to  confer  on  all 
banking  institutions  having  offices  in  the 
respective  localities  the  same  privileges, 
he  would  not  hesitate  to  give  such  a  mea- 
sure most  favourable  consideration,  and, 
at  least,  it  might  pass  without  his  oppo- 
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sitioii.  But  he  did  deddedly  object  to 
confirm  a  monopoly  of  this  character 
— ^if  not  a  monopoly,  at  least  an  ex- 
ceptional advantage— for  if  it  was  not 
an  advantage,  why  were  they  asked 
to  legislate  on  the  subject?  Those 
were  the  grounds  upon  which  he  opposed 
the  Bill  at  first ;  they  were  now  equally 
stronfff  and  he  lEdiould  accordingly  move 
its  rejection. 

Db.  CAMERON,  in  rising  to  second 
the  Amendment,  said,  that  if  any  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  desired  to  inform 
himself    on  the  subject    of   chartered 
banks,  he  would  find  great  difficulty  in 
doing  so.     He  had  asked  the  Treasury 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  to  lay  before 
the  House  a  Betum  on  the  subject,  and 
he  was  told    that  the  Charters   were 
pubUo  documents,  and  that  they  could 
be  obtained.     He  had  foimd  that  state- 
ment correct ;  but  on  examination  he 
found  that  these  Charters  were  preserved 
in  the  Beoord  Office  in  such  a  form  as 
rendered  them  practically  unavailable 
for   reference.    They    were    often    ex- 
tremely   voluminous    and    complicated 
documents.    Yet  they  were  asked,  with- 
out a  word  of  inquiry,  to  renew  all  the 
OharterB  of   the  colonial  banks  by    a 
stroke  of  the  pen.     His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bamsay)  had  referred  to  the  banks 
scheduled  as  being  the  only  banks  dealt 
with  by  the  Bill ;  but  that  appeared  not 
to  be  the  case.     So  far  as  he  could  make 
out,  it  was  proposed  in  the  case  of  the 
banks    scheduled  that  they  should  be 
able  to  do  some  things,  which  at  present 
they  required  the  sanction  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  do,  without  any  sanction  at  all ; 
but  as  far   as  other  banks  were  con- 
cerned— [The  Chancbllor  of  the  Ex- 
CHXQUBB :    Those  are  the  only  banks.] 
The  words  of  the  Bill  were — 

**  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  authorize  any 
Banking  Companies  mentioned  under  the  Sche- 
dnle  of  this  Act  to  exercise  any  power  in  rela- 
tion to  the  iime  or  otherwise  in  respect  of  notes, 
or  in  relation  to  the  establishment  of  branches 
in  the  Colony  that  is  not  exercised  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  this  Act." 


That  did  not  refer  to  all  the  chartered 
bmks.  [The  Chakcbllor  of  the  Ex- 
CHBQT7BB :  Yos.]  On  what  ^unds, 
then,  were  they  to  deal  with  the  char- 
tered banks  in  the  Colonies  without 
deaJing  with  those  at  home  ?  The  Qo- 
vemment  did  not,  and  never  had,  car- 
ried out  the  investigations  with  regard 


to  these  banks,  for  which    they  were 
responsible.     For  instance,  banks  were 
compelled  to  hold  gold  against  notes, 
and  the  Treasury  had  the    power    of 
seeing  that  they  did  so ;  but,  as  was  shown 
after  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  failure, 
they  never  performed  that  duty.    There 
were  two  privileges  conferred  on  these 
chartered  banks  by  the  Charter  which 
it  was  proposed  to  perpetuate.    These 
were  the  limitation  of  liability,  and  the 
power  of  issuing  notes.     The  power  of 
issuing  notes  was  a  matter  which  did 
not  so  much  interest  the  public  in  this 
countiy ;  but  the  matter  of  limitation  of 
liability  undoubtedly   did.     Now,  they 
would  find  in  the  banks  scheduled  that  in 
some  cases  the  liability  was  limited  to 
the  amount  of  shares ;  in  other  cases  it 
was  limited  to  twice  that  amount ;  in  the 
case  of  the  Ionian  Bank,  it  was  limited, 
in  respect  of  the  shares  held  in  Greece, 
to    the     amount    paid    up;    while    in 
respect  of  those  held  in  England,  it  was 
double  that   amount.      Again,   in  the 
case  of  the  Egyptian  Bank  it  was  twice 
the  amount  of  shares,  and  the  liability 
ceased  at  the  time  of  transfer.    That 
was  quite  a  different  liability  to  any 
contemplated  under  the  Companies  Acts. 
Why  were  they  to  give  these  banks  perpe- 
tual Charters  ?  Even  the  Bank  of  England 
had  no  such  Charter.    Its  privileges  were 
terminable  one  year  after  the  payment 
of  the  Public  Debt.     Under  this  Bill 
they  proposed  to  give  perpetuity  to  all 
the    anomalies    existing    in    chartered 
banks — a  power  and  privilege  which  they 
did  not  consider  necessary  in  the  case  of 
the  Bank  of  England.  He  would  also  point 
out  that  it  was  not  easy  to  arrive  at  what 
the  limitations  of  the  Uabilities  of  these 
banks  were.     All  his  information  was 
gathered     from     the     Stock    Exchange 
Year  Book  ;  but  the  compiler  of  that 
work  was  compeUed  to  rely  for  his  in- 
formation on  the  officials  of  the  various 
Chartered  Companies.     There  was  prac- 
tically no  means  of  obtaining  independent 
information  as  to  the  liabilities  of  these 
banks,  and  the  subject  was  pre-eminently 
one   which,    before    being  dealt    with, 
should  be  investigated  by  a  Committee. 
He  should  have  no  objection  to  what 
was   proposed,    if  the  Bill  limited  the 
privileges  of  the  Charters  to  two,  throe, 
or  five  years';  but  he  most  decidedly  ob- 
jected to  their  being  made  perpetual. 
He,  therefore,  seconded  the  Amendment. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'now,  and  at  tlie  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
diay  six  months." — {Mr,  Ramsay,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  he  would  not  have  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  in  silence  had 
it  not  been  identical  with  that  which  was 
introduced  last  Session,  but  did  not  pass 
into  law.  The  reasons  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill  were  verjr  simple.  The 
House  was  aware  that,  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Limited  Companies  Liability 
Acts,  there  had  existed  for  more  than  80 
or  40  years  certain  banks  which  pos- 
sessed Boyal  Charters.  For  any  altera- 
tion or  extension  of  their  branches,  or 
for  the  renewal  of  a  term  upon  which 
their  Charters  were  originally  granted, 
those  banks  had  to  come  to  the  Treasury 
for  such  renewal  or  increase  of  their 
powers.  A  responsibility  was  thus  thrown 
upon  the  Treasury  in  regard  to  matters 
on  which  it  was  not  very  well  able  to 
form  an  opinion  or  to  exercise  a  sound 
judgment.  It  was,  therefore,  thought 
at  one  time  that  it  might  be  possible  to 
let  the  Charters  expire ;  but  the  disad- 
vantages of  placing  those  banks  imder 
the  Limited  Companies  Acts  were  found 
to  be  BO  great  that  the  Charters  were 
renewed  for  a  short  period,  in  order  that 
a  Bill  might  be  submitted  to  the  House 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  Treasury 
from  a  responsibility  which  it  could  not 
properly  exercise.  Under  the  present 
bill  the  banks  would  simply  have  the 
same  powers  which  they  now  possessed, 
subject  to  the  legislation  of  the  coun- 
tries in  which  they  existed.  The  only 
object  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  was  to  re- 
lievo the  Treasury  from  the  responsibi- 
lity of  renewing  the  Charters,  and  to 
place  the  banks  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  countries  in  which  they  carried  on 
business. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  imderstood  the  object 
of  the  Bill  to  be  the  perpetual  renewal 
of  the  Charters  under  which  these  banks 
existed.  The  House  had  had  no  time  to 
look  into  the  matter,  for  this  Bill  was 
not  introduced  until  the  end  of  last  Ses- 
sion, and  was  withdrawn  without  being 
faUy  discussed.  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  it  was  proposed  to  give  the 


Legislatures  of  all  the  countries  in  which 
the  banks  carried  on  business  power  to 
alter  their  constitutions  ?  For  instance, 
was  the  Bank  of  Egypt  to  be  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Khedive  ?  Then, 
with  regard  to  Canada,  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  the  House  had  power  to 
make  laws  with  regard  to  banks  in  the 
Dominion.  Before  a  measure  of  this 
kind  was  passed  they  ought  to  have 
time  to  consider  the  subject  fully. 
There  must  be  some  object  in  view 
with  regard  to  the  Bill ;  and  if  that  ob- 
ject were  only  to  relieve  the  Treasury 
from  an  unpleasant  duty,  he  should 
suggest  that  the  Charters  should  be  re- 
newed for  five,  seven,  or  10  years,  and 
not  in  perpetuity. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEE  said,  that  one  of  the  greatest  ob- 
jections  to  continuing  these  Charters  for 
a  limited  time  was  that  one  of  the  banks 
held  a  perpetual  Charter.  He  would 
endeavour  to  explain  how  the  matter 
stood.  A  good  many  years  ago,  before 
the  establishment  of  joint  stock  banks 
was  authorized  by  law,  banks  oould  not 
exist  without  some  kind  of  Charter. 
About  1840,  and  in  later  years,  the  pro- 
moters of  banks  in  the  Colonies  were  in 
the  habit  of  asking  the  Crown  for 
Charters  to  enable  them  to  exist.  In  no 
other  way  oould  they  be  established,  and 
the  Crown  usually  granted  the  Charters. 
Almost  all  those  Charters  contained  a 
proviso  that  the  actions  of  the  banks 
should  be  regulated  by  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury.  Subsequently,  joint  stock 
banks  were  founded  imder  the  sanction 
of  Parliament.  The  1 1  banks  referred 
to  in  the  Bill  had,  however,  remained 
in  the  condition  of  chartered  banks,  and 
as  such  had,  no  doubt,  certain  advan- 
tages, both  as  regarded  their  standing 
and  also  as  being,  to  a  certain  extent, 
independent  of  Ihe  legislation  of  the 
Colonies.  They  were  under  the  reg^ula- 
tion  of  the  Treasury ;  but,  as  time  went 
on,  the  Treasury  found  it  exceedingly 
awkward  to  exercise  the  power  con- 
fided to  it.  Matters  requiring  altera- 
tions of  the  Charters,  either  by  the 
establishment  of  branch  banks  or  by 
changes  in  the  system  of  issuing  notes, 
had  to  be  decided  in  Downing  Street  by 
officers  of  the  Treasury,  who  had  no 
n-eat  knowledge  of  the  matter.  The 
Treasury  would  have  been  fflad  to  renew 
the  Ghaxters  for  a  limited  tune,  and  then 
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allowed  them  to  cease.  But  that  would 
have  thrown  the  banks  out  of  gear,  and 
it  would  have  been  exceedingly  diiO&cult 
for  them  to  register  themselves  as  joint 
stock  banks,  and  there  was  the  further 
difficulty  that  one  of  the  banks  had  a 
peipetual  Charter.  The  banks  had  car- 
ried on  their  business  exceedingly  well, 
and  there  was  no  reason  for  wishing  to 
put  an  end  to  their  existence.  The  dif- 
nculties  in  the  way  of  altering  their  con- 
stitution by  bringing  them  under  the 
Companies  Acts  were  veiy  great,  owing 
to  numbers  of  the  shares  being  in  the 
names  of  trustees,  and  other  matters  of 
that  kind.  Moreover,  the  effect  of  that 
measure  would  have  been  still  to  leave 
one  chartered  bank,  and  one  only,  in 
existence.  The  Government,  therefore, 
thought  it  best  to  get  rid  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  having  to  revise  and  correct 
the  proceedings  of  these  banks,  and  to 
establish,  in  me  first  place,  certain  gene- 
ral principles  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
thev  were  to  act  in  matters  affecting 
their  constitution ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  to  leave  to  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments such  power  of  regulating  their 
Eroceedings  as  might  prevent  their 
aving  any  unfair  advantages  in  compa- 
rison with  other  banks.  They,  there- 
fore, proposed  in  this  Bill  to  make 
Charters  perpetual,  and  to  leave  to  the 
bai^  itself,  under  proper  conditions,  the 
power  of  increasing  its  capital,  altering 
the  amount  of  its  shares,  and  other  such 
matters — in  fact,  to  apply  to  them  simi- 
lar provisions  to  those  by  which  other 
joint  stock  banks  were  regulated. 
Clause  6  was  very  important,  for  it  was 
the  clause  which  put  the  bank  under  the 
regulation  of  the  Government  of  the 
Colony  in  which  it  existed.  First  of  all, 
with  regard  to  the  issue  of  notes,  it 
was  provided  that  nothing  in  the  Act 
should  authorize  the  banks  to  exercise 
any  power  which  they  were  not  exer- 
cising at  the  passing  of  the  Act,  save 
with  the  consent  of  the  Governor  of  the 
Colony.  Further,  the  banks  were  to  do 
nothing  at  any  time  or  place  which 
might,  at  that  time,  be  Ulegal  according 
to  the  law  in  force  in  the  Colony.  If 
the  Legislature  of  any  Colony  passed  a 
law  regulating  banks,  then  these  banks 
would  be  as  much  subject  to  it  as  other 
banks  in  the  Colony.  The  Treasury  had 
oonsidered  whether  it  would  be  best  for 
it  to  take  the  responsibility  of  extin- 


guishing the  Charters  of  the  banks,  or 
introducing  new  restrictions.  They  had 
found  that  they  would  not  be  able  to  ex- 
tinguish the  Charter  of  one  of  the  largest 
and  most  important  of  these  banks;  and 
they  had,  therefore,  thought  it  best  to 
introduce  the  present  measure.  I£  the 
House  rejected  the  Bill  their  present 
difficulties  would  continue.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  House  would  see  that 
there  was  nothing  in  it  which  should 
cause  anxiety,  and  would  allow  it  to 
proceed. 

Me.  RATHBONE  did  not  see  that 
there  was  any  objection  to  relieving  the 
Treasury  from  its  present  responsibility ; 
but  he  thought  they  should  know  exactly 
what  they  were  doing.  No  doubt,  if  the 
House  had  everything  before  it,  it  would 
agree  with  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  had  not  at  present  the  ma- 
terials before  it  upon  which  to  form  an 
opinion.  He  should  like  to  know  what 
the  provision  of  the  Charters  in  ques- 
tion were  ?  He  would  venture  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  lay  the  Charters  be- 
fore the  House  prior  to  asking  it  to 
come  to  a  conclusion.  He  did  not  mean 
to  suggest  that  the  Charters  should  be 

grinted  and  circulated,  but  that  hon. 
[embers  should  have  access  to  them. 
No  doubt  it  would  be  foimd  that  the 
banks  had  been  well  conducted,  and 
that  their  Charters  were  good  ;  but  at 
present  they  had  no  means  of  knowing 
whether  the  banks  were  complying  with 
their  Charters  or  not.  It  seemed  to  him 
to  be  very  important,  for  the  safety  of 
the  public  and  of  the  proprietors  of  the 
banks,  that  they  shoula  have  eveiy  infor- 
mation before  them  before  passing  this 
Act. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  did  not  object  to  the 
Bill,  but,  on  the  contrary,  was  entirely  in 
its  favour.  The  Bill  appeared  to  him 
to  be  not  onlyareasonablebut  a  necessary 
measure.  He  was  aware  that  the  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  chartered  banks 
had/oimd  great  difficulties  in  developing 
their  business  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  Treasury.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  looked  with 
very  great  suspicion  upon  the  proposal 
to  place  these  chartered  banks  upon  a 
permanent  footing.  The  possession  of 
a  Charter  was  a  considerable  advantage 
to  a  bank,  and  the  public  had  a  riffht  to 
know  that  the  powers  and  privileges 
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given  to  the  chartered  banks  were  of 
such  a  nature  as  not  to  be  injurious  to 
the  publio  at  large,  or  to  be  an  inter- 
ference with  the  fair  prosecution  of  busi- 
ness by  similar  institutions.  With  every 
disposition  to  support  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  he  was  very  much  inclined 
to  think  that,  before  the  Bill  was  abso- 
lutely passed  into  law,  it  would  be  desir- 
able that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given,  by  referring  the  matter  to  a  Select 
Committee,  to  ascertain  the  exact  position 
now  occupied  by  the  chartered  banks. 
It  did  appear  to  him  that,  without  the 
publication  of  Charters,  it  might  be  pos- 
sible for  a  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
could  be  referred  to  ascertain  the  nature 
of  the  Charters  and  the  way  in  which 
business  was  now  carried  on.  If  it  were 
found  that  the  nature  of  the  Charters 
was  unobjectionable,  then  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  right  to  refuse  to 
grant  the  holders  a  permanent  interest 
in  them.  He  observed  that  there  was 
a  provision  in  the  Bill  which  met  some 
of  the  objections  raised.  It  was  pro- 
vided that  nothing  in  the  Act  should 
prevent  Her  Majesty  revoking  the 
Charters  if  necessity  should  arise.  There 
was  another  provision — namely,  in  the 
event  of  insolvency  the  Charters  and 
supplemental  Charters  issued  to  the 
bank  should  be  revoked  and  become 
void.  That  was  necessary  to  prevent 
some  arrangement  being  made  by  which, 
in  the  case  of  insolvency,  the  bank  could 
pass  its  Charter  over  to  another  institu- 
tion. He  presumed  that,  had  there  been 
any  legal  means  of  establishing  joint 
stock  banks  in  former  days,  these 
Charters  would  never  have  been  granted ; 
and,  undoubtedly,  no  further  Charters 
would  be  issued,  because  banks  would 
be  established  under  the  Acts  now  in 
operation.  But  they  were  dealing  with 
•property  which  did  exist,  and  which 
ougnt  not  to  be  interfered  with  unless 
good  cause  could  be  shown  to  the  con- 
trary. Before  legislating  on  the  sub- 
ject, it  would  be,  however,  only  rea- 
sonable that  the  House  should  know 
exactly,  through  a  Committee,  or  other- 
wise, ihe  position  of  the  banks  under  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  the  Bill  from  more  than 
one  point  of  view.  In  the  Colony  with 
whicn  he  had  been  manv  years  ago  con- 
nected, they  had  some  banks  chartered 
by  the  Imperial  Government,  and  others 

Mir.  RyhfUU 


by  the  local  Le^islatare  under  Bpedal 
Acts.  The  question  was  more  than  onoe 
raised  in  the  Colony  of  a  general  Bank- 
ing Act,  especially  in  connection  with 
the  issue  of  paper  money ;  audit  became 
his  duty  as  a  Minister  of  the  Colony  to 
look  carefully  into  the  question  whether 
these  anomaHes  could  be  removed,  and 
especially  that  Charters  should  be  made 
umform.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
result  of  his  consideration  was  that  some- 
thing like  the  present  Bill  would  be  an 
improvement.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  Treasury  or  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  be  allowed  to  retain  the  power  of 
granting  Charters  in  Her  Majesty's 
name  ;  but  he  thought  that  the  banks 
that  now  existed  might  be  allowed  to 
retain  their  Charters  permanently  if  the  j 
were  adapted  to  the  present  condition  of 
things.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
general  scope  of  the  Bm  which  was  now 
brought  forward.  From  an  Imperial 
point  of  view,  he  was  strongly  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  taking  the  conduct 
of  this  business  from  the  Treasury  and 
the  Board  of  Trade,  by  passing  some 
general  Act  which  would  relieve  them 
from  fimctions  which  they  could  not 
satisfactorily  perform.  From  both  points 
of  view,  therefore,  he  could  not  but 
give  his  support  to  the  Bill.  The  only 
question  that  presented  itself  was  whe- 
ther the  Charters  were  well  adapted  to 
the  state  of  things  which  now  existed ; 
and  it  struck  him  that  the  words  of  the 
Act  did  not  make  it  sufficiently  clear 
that  it  was  absolutely  left  to  every  Colony 
to  make  its  own  general  laws  with  re- 
spect to  banks  and  to  deal  with  the 
privileges  of  the  chartered  banks  pro- 
vided the  Acts  referred  to  all  other  banks 
in  the  Colony.  On  the  other  band,  it 
was  necessary  to  remember  that  many 
of  these  banks  did  not  carry  on  business 
in  one  Colony,  only  but  in  several,  and  thus 
could  not,  without  complication,  rest  on 
local  Charters  only.  In  providing,  there- 
fore, that  the  Colonial  Legislature  should 
be  at  liberty  to  take  away  the  privileges 
of  these  banks  they  must  be  careful  to 
make  them  also  subject  to  Imperial 
legislation,  where  they  existed  in  more 
than  one  Colony.  He  thought  it  very 
desirable  that  the  Bill  should  pass  into 
law,  subject  to  such  minute  inquiry  as 
would  be  made  before  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. He  could  hardly  support  the  sug- 
gestion that  all  they  requured  to  know 
was  the  nature  of  the  Charters.     Al* 
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thouffli,  from  one  point  of  view,  this  was 
a  public  measure,  yet  it  was  also  essen- 
tieuly  a  Private  Bill,  because  it  endowed 
certain  private  companies  with  various 
powers  and  privileges.  It  partook, 
therefore,  both  of  the  nature  of  a  public 
and  a  Private  Bill,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  House  should  pass  it  without  careful 
examination;  and  he  would  propose 
that  it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  If  the  Government  would 
consent  to  that  course  being  taken,  he 
thought  theobjections  of  his  hon.  Friends 
would  be  very  fairly  met.  The  Bill 
could  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
with  power  to  make  the  fullest  investi- 
gations into  each  Charter,  and  when 
&eir  Beport  had  been  received  the 
Bill  womd  again  come  before  the 
House. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  entirely  con- 
curred with  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ponte- 
fract  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee.  He  thought  that 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
modify  Clause  2  by  allowing  the  Trea- 
sury, after  the  expiry  of  the  Charters, 
to  terminate  them  at  any  time  on  giv- 
ing reasonable  notice,  and  that  until 
this  was  done,  thev  should  continue  in 
force,  the  proposal,  he  believed,  would 
meet  a  great  many  of  the  objections 
raised. 

Mb.  EAMSAY  would  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  on  the  un- 
derstanding diat  tiie  Bill  went  before  a 
Select  Committee,  with  power  to  have 
the  Charters  before  it.  He  hoped  that 
the  question,  in  all  its  bearings,  would 
be  fully  gone  into  before  the  Committee. 
He  only  required  investigation  of  the 
subject,  and  fully  approved  of  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill  to  relieve  the  Treasury 
of  the  responsibility  of  dealing  with 
these  Charters. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Andf  on  February  20,  Conamiieo  nominated  aa 
follows : — Mr.  Lowe,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr- 
MuLHOLLAND,  Mr.  Ramsat,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills, 
Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  Freahfikld,  Mr.  Samphon 
Llotd,  and  Sir  Hknrt  Sblwix-Ibrbtson  : — 
Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ; 
Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

VOL.  CCL.        [third  series.] 


ARTIZANS*  AND  LABOURERS'  DWELL- 
INGS IMPROVEMENT    (SCOTLAND) 
ACT  (1875)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{Th^  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  Matthew  Eidley.) 
[bill   5.]      COMHITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  did  not  think  that 
this  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with  at  so 
late  an  hour.  The  measure  interfered 
considerably  with  the  rights  at  present 
enjoyed  by  owners  of  property  in  Scot- 
land. Ho  did  not  wisn  at  the  present 
moment  to  express  any  opinion  concerning 
the  measure  ;  but  he  considered  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  brought  on  without  those 
interested — landlords,  tenants,  and  mu- 
nidpal  authorities  in  the  various  towns 
in  Scotland — having  some  opportunity  of 
making  their  views  known  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son)  said,  it  was  with  very  considerable 
surprise  that  he  had  heard  a  borough 
Member  ^m  Scotland  object  to  this 
Bill.  The  object  of  the  measure  was  to 
enable  municipal  authorities  in  Scotland 
to  carry  out  more  effectively  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Artizans'  and  Labourers' 
Dwellings  Act.  The  whole  purpose  of 
the  Bill  was  to  extend  to  Scotland  the 
provisions  of  the  amending  Act  with  re- 
gard to  artizans'  and  labourers'  dwell- 
ings which  passed  through  Parliament 
last  year,  but  which  was  only  made  ap- 
plicable to  England  and  Lreland.  Cer- 
tain Scotch  boroughs  had  not  taken  it 
very  kindly  that  they  were  left  under 
disadvantages  from  which  England  and 
Lreland  were  freed  by  the  Act  of  last 
Session.  It  was  at  their  instigation 
that  he  had  introduced  the  present  Bill, 
the  sole  purpose  of  which  was  to  place 
local  authorities  in  Scotland  in  the  same 
position  as  those  in  other  parts  of  the 
United  Elingdom.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, he  trusted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  throw  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  the  Bill. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

ANCIENT  MONUMENTS   [eXFENSSs]. 

Cotuidered  in  Coxnmitteo. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Jiesohedj  That  it  if  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  ont  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par* 

u 


A'r'n  '^ar — AT'^m 


5«V)!rT?w«  Mg  Cahtl. 


580 


■  tr".ir- 

Lli    3^7 

:»»*'"Tnrt 

~il"^t '. 

~T.*1    ZJ 

"        •*" 

r:r   :r 

-jp.  f    •  • 

V  , . 

2  i 


-^    --^ 


vMch,  irith  the 
I  viU 


-■« 


Z.-.'T  .l—.C"!'.    !r  r'-T'TT:--   .    -W/-.'"'l* 


»  ..fc 


j^  '.•  r  f  r  V  ? . 


« -  -■ 


r^izdly  cnzcfil  :c  j:"!  for  sc-  kindly 

=.  i-zari'Srs  resiwctingr  ill- 
i=.-i  »;d ird  ai  ihe  battle 
c  irr  f  :r«-uuin^  to  me  a 

::r  T •:«:»£=.*: rr.  l^adri  '^I^rtiil  Li*  in  Cabul.* 
I  ""-^V  'Ju,z  1  ti:r:  cTjlisidrn  zf  what  haj 

.:t  w-r  tii:cr>=<i  JLfjrhAnistan 


■I-  il.r.  - 

:1t  Lii?  r:Li: 


•  • 


Ay:£'  5  ILL.  ! 

Bi.*  ti  .x=.r^.:r  i:r  a  .iZLitc^i  Trr.;»i  the  powers 
of  th-i  Ar-.i-.riMr  z.z.i-.r  "T:jz  Ejji::^  F:r«: 

BIU/  r  I:   -. ;.  an  i  rra  2  the  first  rlsie.  >I1  TS/ 


IXDIAX   SAULRIZS   AXD   ALLOW AJfCES    BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  E:>"WAr.D  Stanhope.  Bill 
to  amond  the  Law  relatinsr  to  the  Salaries  and 
Allowances  of  certain  OtMt.era  in  India ;  and  for 
otL'.-r  purp-'^s's  rolalin-''  thtrvl-:-,  '^rd'.itd  to  In: 
Lrou^ht  in  hy  Mr.  Eijwaud  Stanuope  and 
Lord  George  Hamilton. 

Bill/>rfj»f;«^'/,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  72.] 
House  adjonmed  at  One  o* clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday y  IZth  February ,  1880. 


AFCULVX  WAK— ALLEGED  SEVERITIES 
AT  CABTTTi—EXPLANATION  OF 

cjENERAL  KOBpnrrs. 

ViHcoiTNT  CRANBROOK :  My  T^rds, 
your  LonlshipH  aro  awaro  that  cortain 
clmrj^oH  liavn  hpon  mndo  apninst  Qonoral 
Hir  Frodrrirk  KolxTts  of  cnioltios  at 
C'ulml.     "Wr  liavo  ruoived  at  the  India 


L:»!r  ■»-—  cCAi.r  j-::i  t.>  satisfy'  all 

ii.;*r  Ti.;  n^T  rfef^r  M  ti=  Kibj^ct  in  Parlia- 
--==.:  zJLLi  w.-i-isd  Afi:hjL=j  hiv^  not  teen  iU- 
i  -JiiS  th-:rr "is  =.:  f:un.iativii  for  the 
r^:=_Lr£*  niif  Vr  Mr.  H&rrtsczi  in  TA^  F-.'rt' 
■  / ' :•"/  1-^.f'^-.    ^W^th  r=c»ri  lo  the  bnnung  of 
A^jTii"  b.-ii:^  i:  the  l<ittl?  ex  Char-Aaiab.  I 
•rJzli  1^^  :;  say  tlit  I  nrtt  heard  ci  the  cir- 
:-.T-.*'..i-  >a  fr:=.  thf  s-cwsjAp^rs.  and  that  I  at 
:-:-:  iir^rtcd  &  Ci^rt  cf  Inqnirv  to  investigate 
thr  zii.zzrz.  thr  pp:<«diniri  cf  which  have  lome 
ti:nr  £fr:«  :<«n  forwarded  for  the  information 
^  the  C::^=ianicr-in-Chief  and  GoTemment  of 
Iniia.    It  wculi  ar;<ar  that  the  act  was  com- 
zLl'-.cd  z=.  the  r^ar  :f  the  trcC'pa  engaged  by  two 
:r  thr«  G-r^rrkhas  who  wer*  by  thexnielves,  and 
^y  the  evidence  given  life  must  have  be«n  aj 
c:-:d  as  extinct  at  the  time  the  dothea  were  set 
•:n  nre.     I  need  not  assure  vou  that  no  blame 
izT  the  act  in  question  can  \>e  attached  to  any 
•:£cer  of  the  force  under  my  command,  and 
that  with  this  exception  every  consideration  has 
been  shown  to  the  wounded  and  the  dead,  inas- 
much as  they  have  been  treated  as  if  they  were 
our  own  soldiers,  and  after  Char-Aaiab  some  of 
the  wounded  Afghans  were  taken  into  hospital 
and  placed  alongside  of  our  own  wounded  men. 
This  fact.  I  think,  speaks  for  itself  as  regards 
the  general  treatment    of  the  Afghans    who 
fought  against  us.    With  reference  to  marti.il 
law  ha\ing  been  proclaimed  within  a  radius  of 
-10  miles  round  Cabul,  I  can  safely  aflSnn  that 
for  many  reasons  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
do  so,  the  chief  one  being  to  prevent  the  inhabit* 
ants  carrying  firearms  and  other  weapons  which 
might  render  it  possible  for  them^  to   make 
sudden  attacks  on  soldiers  and  other  individuals 
belonging  to  this  force.    Had  this  precaution 
not  b^n  taken,  I  venture  to  lay  that,  living  as 
we  are  among  a  nation  of  fanatical  muraen 
would  have  been  of  frequent  occurrence.    I  am 
not  at  all  in  favour  of  znartial  law,  and  shall  bo 
glad  to  BOO  it  discontinued,  as  soon  as  somo 
other  form  of  government  can  be  dedded  upon. 
As  to  tho  Proclamation  published  relative  to  the 
treatment  of  soldiers  and  others  concerned  in  tho 
attack  on  Iho  Embassy  and  of  those  who  had 
apparently  shown  themselves  to  be  rebeb  against 
the  Ameer  by  fighting  against  us,  I  would  men- 
tion that  at   the  timo  the  Proclamation  was 
issued  Yakoob  Khan  was  outwardly  our  friend, 
and  repeatedly  spoke  to  me  of  the  peonle  who 
fought  against  us  at  Char-Asiab  as  rebels  to  his 
rule ;  and  on  that  account  they  were  referred  to 
in  the  terms  of  the  Proclamation.    As  to  men 
l>oing  hanged  for  tho  simple  fact  of  thoir  having 
fought  n gainst  us,  such  was  not  the  case.    Itc- 
wurds  were  certainly  offered  for  their  capture ; 
1)ut  this  was  done  with  a  view  of  arresting  those 
who,  diroctly  or  indirectly,  bad  taken  part  in 
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the  maBsacre  of  the  several  members  of  the 
British  Embassy.  All  convicted  of  such  a  crime 
would,  I  believe,  have  been  sentenced  to  death 
in  any  country,  whether  civil  or  martial  law 
had  been  in  force.  The  Kotwal  (chief  ma^s- 
trate  of  the  city)  was  found  guilty  of  havmg 
incited  the  troops  to  the  massacre,  of  having 
taken  an  active  part  in  dishonouring  the  dead 
bodies,  and  of  having  subsequently  instigated 
the  troops  and  people  of  Cabul  to  resist  our  ad- 
vance. On  these  accounts  he  was  hanged.  As 
to  prisoners  taken  in  tight  being  shot,  such  is 
totally  devoid  of  truth,  further  than  in  one  or 
two  instances  summary  punishment  has  been 
inflicted  on  individuals  who  have  been  found 
mutilating  our  wounded  soldiers;  indeed,  all 
the  wounded  that  have  fallen  into  the  enemy's 
hands  at  different  times  have  been  treated  in 
the  most  cruel  manner  and  horribly  mutilated. 
With  regard  to  the  men  who  were  not  impli- 
cated in  the  attack  on  the  Embassy,  some  short 
time  after  Yakoob  Khan  had  been  made  a  pri- 
soner an  amnesty  was  proclaimed,  and  the  peo- 
ple of  every  district  visited  by  our  troops  have 
mvariably  been  informed  that  those  soldiers 
have  nothing  to  fear  from  us ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  they  came  in  and  gave  np  their  rifles  or 
guns  they  would  receive  the  amount  authorized 
for  the  same.  This  was  fully  understood,  and 
a  considerable  number  of  arms  have  from  time 
to  time  been  brought  in.  Recently,  quite  irre- 
spective of  any  action  taken  by  us,  the  Mollahs 
have  been  preaching  a  *  jehad,  or  religious  war, 
and  have  b^  these  means  got  together  by  coer- 
cion, practical  as  well  as  religious,  a  gigantic 
collection  of  people.  On  reaching  Cabiu  this 
mass  was  joined  by  all  the  rifi'-raff  of  the  city 
and  neighbouring  N'illagcs ;  but  the  Kazilbashis, 
merchants,  and  respectable  inhabitants,  so  far 
from  throwing  in  their  lot  with  our  opponents, 
hold  aloof,  and  from  time  to  time  gave  us  valu- 
able information.  The  greater  portion  also  of 
the  Sirdars  of  Cabul  remained  during  the  dis- 
turbances in  our  camp.  As  soon  as  I  was  aware 
that  the  enemy  had  been  completely  dispersed 
I  published  a  general  amnesty,  feeling  that  the 
people  generally  were  not  to  blame  for  what 
haa  occurred,  and  the  quickest  way  of  restoring 
order  was  to  invite  the  people  to  Cabul  and  to 
let  them  see  that  they  could  trust  implicitly  to 
our  forbearance  and  generosity.  At  the  same 
time  the  Civil  Dispensary  was  re-established, 
and  notice  was  sent  through  the  city  and  to  all 
the  neighbouring  villages  inviting  the  wound<}d 
to  hospital  and  assuring  them  tnat  they  had 
nothing  to  fear.  Many  wounded  have  been 
brought  in  and  are  being  taken  every  care  of. 
Afghans  are  naturally  very  suspicious  and  re- 
quire time  to  be  re-assured ;  but  so  many  ^laliks 
and  other  headmen  had  responded  to  the  Am- 
nesty Proclamation  that  yeuterday  I  was  en- 
abled to  hold  a  Durbar  at  which  nearly  200  of 
the  principal  men  who  had  fought  against  us 
were  present.  Others  will  doubtless  follow 
their  example,  and  I  hope  in  time  the  country 
will  quiet  down.  Refemng  to  the  administra- 
tion of  affairs  in  the  city  and  surroundings  of 
Cabul,  I  can  conscientiously  say  that  our  rule 
fnim  the  first  has  been  extraordinarily  mild  and 
lenient.  No  harsh  measure  of  any  kind  have 
been  adopted.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  since 
had  reason  to  regret  that,  from  a  desire  not  to 
do  anything  that  could  possibly  set  the  people 


against  us,  I  abstained,  on  our  first  occupation 
01  Sherpur,  from  levelling  the  forts  and  en- 
closures by  which  it  is  surrounded  on  all  sides, 
and  which  during  the  late  siege,  by  affording 
shelter  to  the  enemy,  were  the  causes  of  much 
annoyance  and  some  loss  to  us.  Two  proofs 
whicn  to  my  mind  are  fairly  conclusive  as  to  the 
feelings  of  security  and  trust  which  the  people 
of  Cabul  city  and  adjoining  villages  reposed  in 
us  are  the  rapid  manner  in  which  the  city  filled 
immediately  the  enemy  dispersed,  and  the  fact 
that  since  our  arrival  there  had  not  been  a 
single  complaint  against  a  European  soldier, 
and  only  a  few  of  a  trivial  nature  against  one 
or  two  men  belonging  to  the  Native  regiments. 
The  strictest  discipline  has  been  maintained, 
and  there  has  not  been  an  instance  of  violence 
against  the  people,  notwithstanding  that  our 
soldiers  have  witnessed  the  cruel  treatment  of 
their  comrades  on  every  occasion  of  their  fall- 
ing into  the  enemy's  hands.  There  is  one  point 
mentioned  by  Mr.  Harrison  in  Th^  Fortnightly 
Review — namely,  that  civilian  special  corre- 
spondents have  been  prevented  from  accom- 
panying the  force  under  my  command — in  an- 
swer to  which  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words. 
I  certainly  never  received  any  orders  prohibit- 
ing civilian  correspondents  accompanying  the 
force,  and  from  the  first  one  has  oeen  in  my 
camp.  He  had  considerable  difficulty  in  reach- 
ing Ali-khel  before  the  force  inarched,  as  our 
movements  were  very  rapid  after  the  order  for 
an  advance  on  Cabul  was  received.  This  may 
have  prevented  other  correspondents  joining  me 
at  the  time.  Had  any  come  they  would  have 
received  every  assistance.  Some  correspondents 
have  arrived  since  we  reached  this.  No  restric- 
tions whatever  are  placed  on  them,  and  they  are 
allowed  to  send  any  teleg^ms  they  please,  even 
when  the  information  contained  in  them  is  in- 
correct, always  excepting  such  information  as 
by  nature  of  its  inaccuracy  is  calculated  to  pro- 
duce an  evil  effect." 


PERSIA  AND  HERAT. 
OBSERVATIONS.        QXJESTIOW. 

Earl  GKANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
rogrot  having  arrived  in  the  House 
yesterday  a  few  minutes  too  late  to  hear 
a  statement  made  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  The  object  of  that  state- 
ment appeared  to  be  to  correct  a  mis- 
apprehension which  had  arisen  concern- 
ing an  explanation  he  had  given  a  day 
or  two  before  in  answer  to  a  Question 
which  I  put  to  him.  I  should  like  now 
to  ask  him  to  be  good  enough  to  state 
what  was  the  character  of  the  misunder- 
standing which  he  desired  to  obviate. 
The  two  statements  seem  to  have  been 
the  same,  with  the  imimportant  excep- 
tion of  the  transposition  of  the  two  sen- 
tences. One  was  that  there  had  been 
communications  with  Persia  respecting 
the  North-Eastem  Frontier,  about  which 
it  was  premature  to  give  information  to 
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the  House ;  the  other  that  no  conceBsion 
had  been  made  to  Persia  with  regard  to 
the  clause  of  the  Treaty  respecting. her 
possession  of  Herat.  I  wish  now  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl,  Did  the  sentence  mean 
merely  that  the  concession  had  not  yet 
been  granted,  or  that  such  a  concession 
would  be  contrary  to  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment? 

The  Earl  of  BEAOONSFIELD  :  My 
Lords,  the  misapprehension  to  which  I 
referred  was  an  impression,  which  I 
found  somewhat  general,  that  in  the 
statement  I  originally  made  in  this 
House  in  answer  to  the  noble  Earl,  I 
stated  that  no  communications  had  been 
made  by  Persia  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  Herat.  That, 
as  your  Lordships  Know,  is  not  the  case. 
I  stated  that  we  had  not  released  Persia 
from  her  engagement  not  to  occupy 
Herat ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  in- 
formed the  House  that  there  had  been 
communications  from  Persia — and  not 
infrequent  communications  —  though 
they  had  led  to  no  conclusion.  As  to 
the  other  inquiry  of  the  noble  Earl,  he, 
who  is  himself  so  well  acquainted  with 
the  conduct  of  public  affairs,  wiU,  I  feel 
sure,  agree  with  me  that  these  frag- 
mentary allusions  to  negotiations  BtiU 
pending  will  only  lead  to  further  mis- 
understanding if  I  went  beyond  the  ab- 
solute statement  I  have  already  made, 
that  we  have  not  released  the  Persian 
Government  from  their  engagement  not 
to  occupy  Herat. 

COAL  MINES—THE  LEYCETT  COLLIERY 

EXPLOSION. 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE,  in  moving  for 
the  Report  of  the  Inquiry  into  the  Ley- 
cett  Colliery  Explosion,  said,  his  object 
in  doing  so  was  that  it  might  be  placed 
in  their  Lordships'  hands  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, the  accident  being  of  an  unusually 
fatal  character,  resulting,  he  believed, 
in  the  loss  of  61  lives,  and  attended  by 
circumstances  which  seemed  to  render  a 
strict  inquiry  specially  necessary.  He 
might  also  add  that  it  was  a  case  bear- 
ing very  much  upon  the  question  now 
before  their  Lordships'  House  with  re- 
gard to  the  liability  of  employers  for 
injuries  to  their  servants.  It  had  been 
stated  that  another  fatal  explosion  oc- 
curred in  this  mine  so  recently  as  Sep- 
tember last,  and  that  its  dangers  were 

Earl  OranvilU 


so  well  known  that  safety-lamps  of  a 
peculiar  constmotion  were  nsed;  but, 
notwithstanding  that  fact,  in  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  masistratea  it 
appeared  that  the  manager  of  the  mine, 
though  required  by  the  Mines  Begola- 
tion  Act  to  exercise  daily  supervision, 
was  absent  for  10  days  previous  to  the 
accident.  Mr.  Wynne,  Government  In- 
spector of  Mines,  said,  at  the  examina- 
tion before  the  magistrates — 

<<He  was  present  at  the  inquest  and  heaid 
the  defendant  (Uie  manager)  state  that  he  had 
not  been  into  the  Fair  Lady  pit  (•'.#.,  where  the 
accident  happened)  for  10  days  prior  to  the  ex- 
plosion. It  was  very  wrong  for  a  manager  to 
absent  himself  from  the  mine  for  so  long  a  pe- 
riod as  10  days.  In  a  pit  like  this,  knowing 
they  were  driving  into  virgin  ^ond,  the  de- 
fendant ought  never  to  have  missed  more  than 
one  day,  especially  when  he  might  have  exa- 
mined the  place  in  an  hour.  .  .  .  He  waa  not 
justified  in  trusting  to  the  contractor.  A  con- 
tractor ought  not  to  act  as  underlooker.  He  was 
astomshed  when  he  saw  the  lower  level  that 
such  a  thing  should  have  been  done.  If  Mr. 
Stevenson  had  gone  down  the  pit  and  seen  what 
was  being  done,  he  (witness)  aid  not  believe  he 
would  have  allowed  it  to  go  on.  In  fact,  Mr. 
Stevenson  said  himself  he  did  not  know  what 
was  being  done.  Driving  the  level  in  the  way 
they  were  doing,  with  the  means  of  ventilation 
employed,  rendered  it  almost  imj^oasible  for  the 
thing  to  go  on  without  an  explosion." 

Such  was  the  evidence  nven  by  the 
Government  Inspector  of  Mines  at  the 
recent  inquiry  before  the  magistrates, 
which  resulted  in  the  conviction  of  the 
manager  for  not  having  exercised  the 
control  and  supervision  which  the  Act 
required.  A  full  report  of  this  terrible 
accident  would  doubtless  appear  in  Uie 
usual  Mining  Beports ;  but  as  probably 
some  time  would  elapse  before  they  were 
presented,  it  was,  he  thought,  very  de- 
sirable that  their  Lordships  should  have, 
as  early  as  possible,  such  mformation  as 
could  without  inconvenience  be  given. 

Movedj  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  Report  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  Leycett  Colliery  explosion. — {Ths  Earl 
Le  La  Warr.) 

Earl  BEAUGHAMF  said,  that  the 
noble  £arl  seemed  to  have  confused  one 
or  two  matters  which  should  have  been 
kept  separate.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that, 
unfortunately,  two  accidents  had  occurred 
at  this  colliery— one  on  September  8, 
and  the  other  on  January  22  last.  The 
noble  Earl,  in  the  reports  which  he  had 
quoted,  had  referred  to  the  accident  that 
occurred  on  September  8.    After  that 
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explosion  an  inquiry  was  held  bj  the 
Oovernment  Inspeotor,  and  a  Queen's 
Counsel,  Mr.  Wheelhouse.  was  em- 
ployed to  watch  the  proceedings  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  The  Inspector 
duly  presented  his  Beport  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  subsequently  proceedings 
were  taken  against  the  manager  and  two 
other  persons  concerned  with  the  mine. 
One  of  the  cases  was  dismissed,  and  in 
the  other  two  fines  were  inflicted.  In 
this  explosion  eight  men  lost  their  lives ; 
but  in  the  last  explosion  last  month  be- 
tween 60  and  70  men  were  killed.  In 
the  last  explosion  the  loss  of  life  had 
been  so  serious  that  the  inquest  which 
had  been  held  had  been  adjourned  until 
the  18th  instant;  and  up  to  the  present 
time  no  Beport  of  these  proceedings  had 
been  received  from  the  Inspector  of 
Mines  as  to  that  accident.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  was  unable  to  comply 
with  the  request  of  the  noble  Earl,  and, 
for  the  best  of  all  reasons,  that  the  Be- 
port had  not  yet  been  presented.  He 
was  not  sure  when  the  Beport  would  be 
received ;  but  Mr.  Wheelhouse  had  been 
again  instructed  to  watch  the  proceed- 
ings on  the  part  of  the  Government 
until  a  verdict  had  been  arrived  at.  It 
was  impossible  to  say  what  steps  would 
be  taken.  He  could  not  produce  the  Be- 
port as  to  the  first  accident. 

Lord  ABEBDABE  asked  whether  it 
was  not  a  fact  that  the  manager  who 
was  now  on  his  trial  was  one  of  the  per- 
sons who  was  convicted  of  an  offence 
arising  out  of  the  explosion  of  Sep- 
tember ? 

Eahl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  he  had  no 
information  on  the  subject. 

On  Question?  JReioked  in  the  Nega- 
tive. 


OFFICE    OF    REGISTRAR    GENERAL— 

DR.   FARR. 

OBSEBVATIONS.      QUESTION. 

The  Makqtjess  op  LOTHIAN,  in 
rising  to  ask  a  Question  of  which  he  had 
g^ven  Notice  on  this  subject,  said,  his 
object  was  to  ascertain  if  the  Prime 
Minister  would  give  an  authoritative 
statement  as  to  wny  Dr.  Farr  had  been 
passed  over  in  fiUin?  the  appointment 
of  Begistrar  Gener^.  Dr.  Tarr  had 
been  mr  many  years  employed  in  the 
office,  and  he  believed  that  during  the 
whole  of  that  time  he  had  fulfill^  his 


duties  with  ability  and  devotion.  He 
(the  Marquess  of  Lothian)  did  not 
mean  to  imply  that  it  was  necessary 
that  a  person  who  had  been  long  in  an 
office  should,  when  a  vacancy  occurred, 
be  promoted  to  it ;  but  there  was  a 
general  tendency  to  believe  that  when 
a  person  had  been  so  long  in  a  Depart- 
ment, and  was  not  promoted,  there  must 
be  something  aeainst  him.  His  (the 
Marquess  of  Lothian' s)  reason  for  asking 
this  Question  was  that  it  had  come  to 
his  knowledge  that,  certainly  in  Scot- 
land, and  to  some  extent  in  England 
also,  an  impression  had  arisen  among 
the  Medical  Profession — an  impression 
which  he  was  sure  was  mistaken — that 
Dr.  Farr  had  not  been  promoted  only 
because  he  was  a  medical  man.  He 
was  certain  that,  in  appointing  Sir 
Brydges  Henniker  to  the  vacant  office, 
therehad  been  no  intention  to  throw  any 
reflection  on  the  Medical  Profession, 
many  individual  members  of  which 
must  be  known  to  their  Lordships  as 
honourable  men  of  great  business  capa- 
city. He  trusted  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  would  not 
think  him  unreasonable  in  asking  this 
Question,  but  would  agree  with  him 
that  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  that 
any  misapprehension  which  had  arisen 
should  be  allowed  to  continue  if  it  were 
possible  to  remove  it.  In  conclusion, 
the  noble  Marquess  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to  the  re- 
cent appointment  to  the  office  of  Begistrar 
Generai,  Whether  the  long  services  of 
Dr.  Farr  had  been  taken  into  considera- 
tion ;  and  whether  he  would  state  why 
Dr.  Farr  had  not  been  selected  as  the 
successor  of  George  Graham,  Esquire, 
in  that  office  ? 

The  Eahl  of  BEACONSFIELD  : 
My  Lords,  I  know  nothing  in  the 
duties  of  a  Minister  more  difficult  than 
the  distribution  of  patronage.  It  has 
fallen  to  my  lot  several  times  since 
I  acceded  to  Office  to  exercise  that 
function,  and  I  can  truly  say  that 
I  never  make  an  appointment  of  any 
kind  without  due  regard  to  the  interests 
of  the  Public  Service.  Now,  with  respect 
to  this  question,  my  noble  Friend  inti- 
mates that  I  have  even  incurred  the  ill- 
feeling  of  a  learned  and  illustrious  Pro- 
fession, on  whose  skill  most  of  your 
Lordships  and  I  myself  much  depend. 
Generally  speaking,  however  actuated 
one  may  bo  by  a  mgh  sense  of  duty  in 
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the  distribution  of  patronage,  Questions 
are  generally  asked  in  Parliament  in 
regard  to  it.  Sometimes  Votes  of  Cen- 
sure are  passed,  and  sometimes  Votes  of 
Censure  are  rescinded.  In  the  present 
case  of  Dr.  Farr,  the  original  wish  of 
the  Government  was  to  appoint  him  to 
the  vacant  office.  I  know  Dr.  Farr  by 
reputation;  his  claims  are  obvious,  his 
labours  in  his  office  have  always  been 
admitted;  but  I  may  add  that  they 
have  been  amply  recognized  by  the 
State.  But  when  I  had  to  make 
those  inquiries  which  were  necessary 
before  the  appointment  was  made,  such 
a  representation  was  made  to  me  as  to 
the  state  of  health  of  Dr.  Farr  that  I 
shrank  from  the  responsibility  of  ap- 
pointing him  to  discharge  such  very 
arduous  duties  as  the  office  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  referred  entails.  I  have 
here — I  am  unwilling  to  read  it,  and  I 
shall  not  read  it,  though  it  is  at  the  service 
of  my  noble  Friend — an  official  document 
asking  for  a  superannuation  for  Dr. 
Farr ;  and  the  statement  as  to  his  health 
which  is  made  in  that  document,  com- 
bined with  the  fact  that  he  is  now  72 
years  of  age,  is  of  that  description  that 
I  feel  confident  none  of  your  Lordships, 
on  whichever  side  of  the  House  you  sit, 
would,  after  reading  that  document,  au- 
thorize the  appointment  of  Dr.  Farr  to 
the  post  in  question.  This  is  the  ground, 
and  the  only  ground,  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment acted  as  regards  Dr.  Farr;  and  as  to 
supposing  there  was  a  prejudice  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  against  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  medical  man  to  the  head 
of  an  office,  the  duties  of  which  are  inti- 
mately connected  with  the  qualifications 
and  acquisitions  of  the  Medical  Profes- 
sion, I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will, 
without  a  moment's  hesitation,  acquit 
me,  or  anyone  occupying  my  position,  of 
being  influenced  by  such  a  feeling.  After 
I  found  it  to  be  out  of  my  power  to  appoint 
Dr.  Farr,  the  office  was  open  for  a  con- 
siderable period.  A  great  many  names 
were  mentioned;  and  the  gentleman 
who  now  fiUs  the  office  received  the 
appointment  because  I  believed,  on  the 
whole,  that  he  was  the  most  competent 
to  perform  its  duties.  I  had  no  per- 
sonal acquaintance  with  him;  but  he 
was  the  one  who,  to  my  mind,  gave  the 
best  promise  of  the  ability  to  fulfil 
duties  which  are  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance, and  which  certainly  require  health 
and  vigour  for  their  performance,  par- 

Th$  Earl  of  BeaeomJUld 


ticularly  at  this  moment,  when  prepara* 
tions  are  making  for  taking  a  new  Cen- 
sus of  tho  coun^. 

IIouso  adjoamcd  at  a  quarter  beloro 

Six  o'clock,  to  Monday  next. 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

« 

Friday,  l^th  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— New  Membbbs  Sworn— Samuel 
Danks  Waddy,  esqmre,/or  Sheffield ;  Viscount 
Lymington,  for  Barnstaple. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Reading — ^Alkali 
Acts  Amendment,  &c.  *  [74] ;  Poor  Law 
Guardians  (Ireland]  (Miniflters  of  BeUgion)  * 
[75]. 

Committee — Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  {re^eowun.) 
[68]— lup. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Companies  Acts  Amend- 
ment* [62]. 

Third  Reading — Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwell- 
ings Improvement  (Scotland)  Act  (1875) 
Amendment*  [5],  tuiApaeHd, 

QUESTIONS. 


CrPRUS  —  THE  ORDINANCE  SUPER- 
SEDING THE  EXTRA-TERRITORIAL 
JURISDICTION  OF  FOREIGN  CONSUIiJ. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DELKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  IMEajesty's  (Govern- 
ment can  now  lay  before  the  House  the 
correspondence  with  Foreign  Powers 
with  regard  to  the  ordinance  under 
which  extra-territorial  jurisdiction  of 
Foreign  Consuls  in  Cyprus  under  the 
Capitulations  is  superseded,  and  Lord 
Salisbury's  Despatch  to  Lord  Lyons,  No. 
57,  of  the  16th  of  January  1879,  which 
states  the  grounds  on  which  the  OoTem- 
ment  consider  that  the  continuance  of 
this  Consular  jurisdiction  should  not  be 
permitted  ? 

Mil  BOUEKE:  I  have  had  an  op- 
portunity  of  consulting  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
with  reference  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  and  he  is  of  opinion  that 
it  would  not  be  expedient  at  present  to 
lay  before  tho  House  tho  Correspondence 
to  which  tho  hon.  Baronet  refers. 
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RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (for  Mr.  CnAifBEB- 
laik)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Correspondence,  recently 
referred  to  by  him,  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment warned  boards  of  guardians  to  pro- 
vide stores  of  food  and  fuel,  with  Copies 
of  any  Eeplies  received  to  this  Com- 
munication ? 

The  CHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  have  to  say  that  there  is 
no  Correspondence  to  proauce.  What  I 
stated  was  that  instructions  had  been 
given  by  the  Irish  Government  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  the  In- 
spectors of  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  they  should  take  care  that  proper 
steps  wore  taken  for  the  purpose  to 
which  the  Question  refers.  I  alluded  to 
a  passage  in  a  private  letter  from  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  one  of  his 
Colleagues  with  regard  to  the  steps  so 
taken,  and  I  did  so  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  as  early  as  the  date  of  that 
letter  we  had  the  subject  before  us ;  but 
there  is  no  Correspondence  which  can  be 
laid  before  the  House. 


EAST  COAST  OF  AFRICA— ZANZIBAR- 
SLAVERY. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  is  respon- 
sible for  a  Keturn,  numbered  381,  on  the 
subject  of  **  Slave  Vessels  and  Slaves," 
distributed  to  Members  a  few  days  ago ; 
and,  if  so,  why  that  Eetum  has  been 
presented  to  Parliament  with  a  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  information  ordered 
oy  the  liouse  absent  from  it  ?  He  might 
explain  that  an  amended  Beturn  had 
been  placed  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  morning ;  and  he  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  information  contained 
in  it  was  all  the  information  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to  give  ? 
For  instance,  it  referred  to  the  deporta- 
tion of  Natives  of  Zanzibar  and  other 
places,  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
they  had  been  set  to  work  as  free 
labourers  or  under  some  indenture  sys- 
tem ;  and,  in  the  latter  case,  whether 
any  regulations  had  been  framed  by  the 
Treasury  us  provided  by  the  Act  ? 

Mk.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  re- 
gretted that  the  Eeturn  had  been  sent 
out  in  an  incomplete  form  through  the 
mistake  of  a  clerk  whose  duty  it  was  to 


prepare  it ;  but  all  the  additional  infor- 
mation which  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  was  contained  in  the  Paper 
distributed  this  morning.  He  was  not 
in  a  position  just  now  to  answer  the 
further  Question  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asked. 


NAVAL  discipline  BILL. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  the  Bill  pro- 
mised last  year  on  Navy  Discipline  is  to 
be  introduced  this  Session  ;  whether  he 
has  issued  any  instruction  as  to  the  use 
of  the  cat  or  flogging  in  the  Navy;  and, 
if  he  will  lay  a  Copy  of  such  instructions 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  not  intended  to  amend  or  to  con- 
solidate the  law  relating  to  Navy  disci- 
pline this  Session.  Other  Business  before 
the  House  would  prevent  that  being 
done.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  move 
for  a  Copy  of  the  Instructions  issued  in 
July  last  as  to  the  use  of  the  cat  in  the 
Navy  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
produce  them. 

ARMY— SOUTH  AFRICA— NATAL  AND 
THE  TRANSVAAL  —  ALLEGED  MIS- 
CONDUCT OF  BRITISH  TROOPS. 

Mr.  a.  mills  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  any  infor- 
mation has  been  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment respecting  the  breaches  of  disci- 
Eline  stated  in  the  public  newspapers  to 
ave  been  committed  by  British  Troops 
in  Natal  and  the  Transvaal  ? 

Me.  J.  HOLMS  also  asked.  Whether 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
the  **  Daily  Telegraph  *'  of  the  10th  inst. 
signed  William  Howard  Eussell,  con- 
taining gprave  charges  against  troops 
serving  in  South  Auica ;  and,  whether 
he  has  taken  steps  to  investigate  these 
charges;  and,  if  so,  will  he  state  what 
these  steps  are,  and  when  he  will  be 
able  to  communicate  the  result  to  the 
House  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY:  In  answer  to 
the  two  Questions  which  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  hon.  Gentlemen,  I  have 
to  say  that  Mr.  Hussell's  letter  to  ITis 
Daily  Telegraph  of  the  10th  instant  is  an 
amplification  of  that  published  oa  the 
21st  of  November  last.  When  the  letter 
of  the  21  at  of  November  last  appeared 
a  oommonioation  was  immediately  ad- 
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dressed  to  the  General  Officer  command- 
ing Natal — Sir  Garnet  Wolseley — on 
the  subject,  and  a  telegraphic  reply  was 
received  from  him  on  the  8th  of  January, 
in  which  Mr.  Eussell's  statements  were 
stigmatized  as  ''gross  exaggerations" 
and  ''transparent  untruths."  Since  then 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  has  addressed  a 
confirmatory  letter  to  me,  dated  January 
2,  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  the  copy 
of  The  Daily  Telegraph  of  the  21st  of  No- 
vember, and  asserting 

"  That  tho  Btatcmonts  therein  contained 
grossly  exaggorato  any  act  of  disorder  which 
may  have  boon  committed." 

He  also  states  that,  in  order  to  inform 
the  War  Department  exactly  what  truth 
and  what  falsehood  there  is  in  the 
statements  of  the  Special  Correspondent 
of  The  Daily  Telegraph,  he  has 

"  Desired  that  tho  Landdrost  and  the  magis- 
trates in  the  sovcral  districts  in  the  Transvaal 
and  Natal  in  which  Her  Majesty's  troops  have 
been  quartered  should  report  specifically  on  the 
various  assertions  referred  to. 

In  answer  to  a  telegram  since  addressed 
to  him,  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  telegraphs 
from  Pietermaritzburg  this  morning  to 
'say  that  his  report  on  Mr.  Bussell's 
charges  was  sent  to  me  on  the  16th 
ultimo,  and  that  other  reports  follow. 
I  suppose,  therefore,  that  I  may  receive 
it  by  next  mail ;  but  it  has  not  arrived 
yet. 

RIVERS    CONSERVANCY  BILL— LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  peel  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
When  he  proposes  to  re-introduce  tho 
Rivers  Conservancy  Bill  of  last  Session  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said.  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  of 
opinion  that  it  would  not  be  expedient 
to  introduce  it  during  tho  present  Ses- 
sion. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND). 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretarv  for  Ireland,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table,  on  as  early  day  as  possible,  a 
Return  giving  the  names  of  those  land- 
lords who  have  applied  for  loans  in  an- 
ticipation of  the  passine  of  the  Relief  of 
Distress  (Ireland)  Bm,  the  names  of 
those  to  whom  advances  have  already 
been  made,  and  the  locality  where  their 
property  is  situated ;  and,  whether  ho  will 

Colonel  Stanley 


suspend  the  giving  of  further  advances 
to  landlords  till  the  Bill  has  received  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  A  Return 
containing  the  information  which  the 
hon.  Member  asks  for  was  ordered  on 
Tuesday  last  by  the  House,  and  will,  I 
hope,  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
shortly.  I  may  remark  that  the  Relief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill  havingreceived 
the  unanimous  approval  of  the  Moose  on 
the  second  reading  last  night,  I  shall 
not  feel  justiGed  in  entertaining  any 
doubts  as  to  its  receiving  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  nor  in  any  way  suspending 
the  action  that  has  already  been  taken 
in  giving  advances  to  landlords. 

PARLIAMENT  — BUSINESS   OP   THE 
HOUSE— SUPPLY. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  intended 
to  take  Supply  on  Monday  next ;  and, 
if  so,  what  Estimates  will  be  taken  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  apprehended 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  take  Sup- 
ply on  Monday,  as  they  would  have  to 
make  progress  with  the  Relief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  Bill. 

AFGHAN  WAR— ALLEGED  SEVERITIES 
AT  CABUL— EXPLANATION  OF  GENE- 
RAL ROBERTS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  it  wiU  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  a 
good  many  Questions  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  Government  since  the 
opening  of  the  Session  with  reference  to 
certain  executions  at  Cabul,  and  that  the 
Government  promised  to  give  the  House, 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  any  in- 
formation which  they  might  receive  on  the 
subject.  On  the  5th  of  December  last, 
shortly  after  the  reports  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  I  addressed  a  letter  to  Ge- 
neral Sir  Frederick  Roberts,  and  I  in- 
closed in  that  letter  a  copy  of  an  article, 
which  many  hon.  Members  will  have 
seen,  and  which  appeared  in  the  De- 
cember number  of  The  Fortnightly  Review. 
In  answer  to  that  communication  I  have 
to-day  received  a  letter  from  General 
Roberts ;  and  although  it  is  rather  long, 
I  hope  that  I  shall  have  the  permission 
of  the  House  to  read  it  now  to  them.  It 
is  dated  Cabul,  January  10,  1880. — [See 
Lords'  Report,  page  579.] 


593 


India — Popular       (Febbuabt  13,  1880)  Bepresentation. 


594 


Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  wiBh 
to  ask  thehon.  Gentleman,  Whether  the 
letter  from  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  is  the 
detailed  statement  to  which  he  alluded 
on  Friday  as  being  on  its  way  homo ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  accompanied  by 
any  list  of  the  100  persons  who  were 
stated  to  have  been  executed  at  Oabul, 
with  the  charges  against  them  and  the 
findings  of  the  Court  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  As  I  said,  the 
letter  I  have  road  is  an  answer  to  one  I 
addressed  to  Sir  Frederick  Roberts.  A 
detailed  statement  is,  undoubtedly,  on 
its  way  home. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY, 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

I NDIA  —  POPULAR  REPRESENTATION. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  DAVID  WEDDERBURN,  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  importance 
of  conferring  upon  the  people  of  India 
some  measure  of  representation,  either 
in  the  Legislative  Councils,  or  other- 
wise, in  order  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment may  have  greater  facilities  than 
those  at  present  existing  for  ascertain- 
ing Native  opinion  upon  public  ques- 
tions, said,  he  brought  forward  the  ques- 
tion in  redemption  of  a  promise  he  had 
made,  that  if  ever  he  again  had  a  seat 
in  the  House  he  would  lay  it  before  Par- 
liament. Last  year  he  nad  no  oppor- 
tunity ;  but  this  Session  had  been  more 
fortunate,  and  he  was  seeking  now  to 
redeem  his  pledge.  He  woula  not  en- 
deavour at  that  moment  to  extract  a 
promise  from  the  Government ;  nor  did 
he  inten<^  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  the  question.  He  should  also 
wish  in  every  way  to  deprecate  Party 
bias,  for  he  had,  at  every  opportunity, 
asserted  to  the  people  of  India  that  they 
hadg^ood  and  sincere  friends  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  At  one  time  it  appeared 
to  him  that  a  fair  method  of  conferring 
representation  upon  the]  people  of  India 
would  bo  to  confer  upon  a  few  of  the 
gpreat  centres  of  copulation  in  that  country 
the  privilege  of  sending  Representatives 


or  Delegates  to  that  House ;  but  although 
that  method  had,  doubtless,  a  good  deal 
to  recommend  it,  it  was  beset  with  many 
peculiar  difficulties;  and,  upon  mature 
reflection,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
most  practical  method  would  be  to  have 
representative  Native  Members  in  the 
Legislative  Councils  of  India.  It  was, 
after  all,  these  Legislative  Councils — 
which  must  not  bo  confounded  with  the 
Executive  Councils — that  made  the  laws 
under  which  India  was  governed.  At 
present  these  Councils  were  of  such  a 
nature  that  the  representative  element 
was  excluded  from  them  ;  and  although 
the  Native  element  was  not  entirely  ex- 
cluded the  Natives  were  not  elected  by 
the  people.  Perhaps  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  state  briefly  what  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Legislative  Council  of  Bom- 
bay was.  It  consisted  of  13  Members. 
Of  these  there  were  nine  officials,  eight 
of  them  being  Europeans,  and  compris- 
ing the  Governor,  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  two  of  the  Members  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Council,  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Government,  the  Advocate  General, 
and  two  Heads  of  Departments.  These, 
with  one  other  gentleman,  constituted 
the  European  element.  There  were 
also  four  Natives,  one  of  whom  was 
a  Native  official.  Of  course,  a  Council 
so  composed  could  not  be  regarded  in 
any  way  as  representative.  Neverthe- 
less, the  non-omcial  Members  expressed 
their  opinions,  and  occasionally  an  in- 
terestinc;  and  instructive  debate  arose. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  Report  of  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Bombay  Legislative  Council 
which  took  place  in  April  last.  Nine 
Members  were  present,  two  of  whom 
were  Native  non-official  Members.  The 
debate  was  a  long  one,  and  the  Native 
gentlemen,  who  took  a  very  active  peurt, 
stated  a  great  many  important  facts  in 
regard  to  the  opinion  of  their  country- 
men on  the  question  before  the  Council, 
which  was  that  of  irrigation.  They 
moved  as  many  as  seven  Amendments ; 
but  he  regretted  to  say  that,  owing  to 
the  great  preponderance  of  the  official 
element,  they  met  with  no  support,  and 
every  one  of  them  was  lost.  Indeed, 
they  were  only  supported  by  the  Native 
unofficial  Members.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  if  there  had  been  a  few 
more  of  the  same  class  in  the  Council 
the  debate  would  have  been  more  valu- 
able and  instructive,  and  that  some 
of  the  Amendments  incorporating  the 
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Native  view  would  have  been  adopted. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  would  cite  the 
case  of  the  Municipality  of  Bombay, 
where  the  representative  principle  had 
been  thoroughly  adopted.  The  Corpo- 
ration of  Bombay  was,  he  believed, 
most  popularly  constituted,  and  con- 
sisted of  64  Members.  Of  these,  16 
were  nominated  by  the  Government,  1 6 
were  elected  by  the  Bench  of  Justices, 
and  the  remaining  32  wore  elected  by 
the  ratepayers  who  paid  above  a  cer- 
tain sum  in  direct  taxation.  Both 
Europeans  and  Natives  were  fully 
eligible  to  be  elected  upon  the  Corpora- 
tion ;  but  the  affairs  generally  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  Town  Council,  which 
was  composed  of  12  members  nomi- 
nated or  elected  from  among  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Corporation.  The  power 
of  initiating  as  well  as  of  executing 
the  decisions  of  the  municipality  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Municipal  Commis- 
sioner. There  were  two  classes  of  muni- 
cipality—one known  as  the  City  Muni- 
cipality, and  the  other  as  the  Town 
Municipalitv.  These  two  classes  together 
had  control  and  management  of  reve- 
nues, which  amounted  to  a  total  of 
nearly  £2,000,000.  In  Bombay,  where 
the  municipal  constitution  was  more 
popular  than  in  any  other  part  of  India, 
he  had  the  highest  authority  for  stating 
that  the  system  had  worked  admirably 
well.  A  late  Municipal  Commissioner 
assured  him  that  ho  only  observed  one 
failing  in  the  working  of  the  system, 
and  that  was  a  tendency  to  abstention 
on  the  part  of  the  electors  from  voting 
—  a  failing,  however,  which  would, 
doubtless,  be  cured  by  the  lapse  of  time, 
and  as  the  people  became  more  accus- 
tomed to  the  arrangement.  Two  suc- 
cessive Governors  of  Bombay — the  only 
two  under  whom  this  municipality  had 
existed — had  spoken  in  very  high  terms 
of  its  influence  for  good.  Sir  Eichard 
Temple,  in  particular,  said  that  in  Bom- 
bay the  municipal  institutions  would 
never  fail,  knowing,  as  he  did,  the  pub- 
lic spirit  and  self-sacrificing  spirit  of  the 
Members.  In  the  case  of  these  corpora- 
tions and  municipalities,  it  seemed  to 
him  (Sir  David  Wedderbum)  that  there 
already  existed  constituencies  which 
might  be  made  use  of  in  extending  this 
Boi^  of  representation  to  the  Legislative 
Councils,  and  thev  might  be  fairly  in- 
trusted with  the  duty  of  electing  a  cer- 
tain number  of  representatives.    One  of 
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the  principles  of  Uie  Govemment  of 
India  Bill  of  1858,  as  introduced  by  the 
present  Prime  Minister,  was  to  give  He- 
presentatives  to  the  principal  centres  of 
population.  Under  that .  Bill,  it  was 
proposed  to  have  in  the  India  Council 
five  Hepresentatives  elected  by  the  prin- 
cipal cities  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
in  the  same  spirit  an  arrangement  might 
be  made  to  give  two  Members  to  each  of 
the  Presidencies,  and  to  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal cities  of  the  Empire.  He  thought 
the  criticism  and  opinions  of  Members  so 
elected  would  be  of  the  utmost  value  on 
questions  of  finance  when  the  Budget 
was  submitted  each  year.  He  mieht 
quote  many  authorities  for  the  beuef 
that  in  matters  of  finance  they  ous^ht  to 
have  authoritative  expression  or  the 
feelings  and  wishes  of  the  Natives.  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  had  drawn  up  with  con- 
siderable elaboration  a  complete  system 
of  representation,  with  Local  Councils, 
Municipal  Councils,  and  arrang^ements 
for  electing  Members  to  send  to  tho 
Legislative  Council.  After  explaining 
the  system  at  considerable  leng^,  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  went  on  to  say  that — 

**  If  two  elected  Members  were  sent  up  from 
each  of  tho  Provinoial  centres  —  of  which  I 
pro{>08c  to  make  five  altogether — ^to  the  Local 
Legislative  Council,  they  would  in  every  wav 
greatly  strengthen  the  Council,  and  give  aa- 
ditional  weight  to  its  proceedings." 

A  Commissioner  of  the  Punjaub,  in  a 
letter  to  The  Times,  pointed  out  that  tho 
conviction  was  deeply  implanted  in  the 
mind  of  every  Native  of  India  who 
thought  at  all  on  tho  subject,  that  if  the 
principle  of  representation  in  the  Legis- 
lative Councils  was  fairly  conceded,  it 
would  tend,  in  regard  to  expenditure, 
to  introduce  a  more  healthy  tone  than  at 

S resent  existed.  A  very  learned  and 
istinguished  Native,  speaking  on  the 
subject,  said  the  Natives  were  prepared 
to  understand  the  general  working  of  the 
representative  system ;  and  he  declared 
that  double  the  amount  of  the  deficit 
mi^ht  be  raised  by  the  Natives  if  their 
prejudices  were  not  affected,  and  if  tho 
taxation  wore  arranged  in  a  way  more 
consistent  with  their  feelings,  in  this 
way,  he  (Sir  David  Wedderbum)  cer- 
tainly thought  the  Government  would 
find  their  hands  greatly  strengthened  by 
the  establishment  of  tibe  representative 
system.  Throughout  India  the  people 
were  fully  alive  to  the  difficulties  unaer 
which  the  Bulers  of  that  country  laboured, 
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and  their  inabiliiy  to  understand  and 
realize  the  feelings  and  requirements  of 
those  whom  they  were  called  on  to 
govern.  It  was  upon  this  practical  diffi- 
culty, rather  than  upon  any  abstract 
question  of  justice  to  the  taxpayers, 
that  he  would  base  the  plea  of  giving 
thom,  without  loss  of  time,  representa- 
tion in  some  modified  form.  The  autho- 
rities on  the  subject  whom  he  could  quote 
were  of  the  very  highest  class.  Lord 
Minto,  the  Governor  General  of  India, 
so  long  ago  as  the  year  1807,  spoke  of 
the  mutual  ignorance  of  each  other's 
motives,  intentions,  and  acts  in  which 
Europeans  and  Natives  were  contented 
to  live.  According  to  Lord  Minto,  the 
chief  impediment  to  the  improvement  of 
the  Native  races,  and  the  chief  disad- 
vantage under  which  their  European 
rulers  laboured,  was  to  be  found  in 
ignorance  of  each  other's  language  and 
modes  of  thought.  One  of  the  first  ob- 
jects of  the  Government  should  be  to 
assist  them  to  understand  each  other. 
Another  Governor  General,  Lord  Mayo, 
said  there  were  lar^e  districts  in  which 
men  of  sufficient  ability  and  intelligence 
were  willing  to  assist  the  Government,  and 
what  was  wanted  was  to  recognize  that  the 
principle  of  associating  with  each  other 
whenever  it  was  possible  was  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  country.  Lord  Mayo  had 
also  g^ven  an  opinion  on  the  subject  that 
wherever  possible  the  Natives  should  be 
consulted.  Those  were  two  Governors 
General  belonging  to  opposite  Parties  ; 
but  in  respect  of  their  opmion  as  to  the 
Natives  of  India  in  the  conduct  of  affairs 
they  were  completely  unanimous,  as 
would  be  found  in  the  case  of  nearly  all 
the  great  Hulers  of  India.  He  should 
not  attempt  to  sketch  a  scheme  for  the 
Government  as  to  the  mode  of  election 
further  than  to  say  that,  to  some  extent, 
arrangements  seemed  to  have  been  made 
alrea(^  for  such  a  purpose.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  quoting  a  passage 
from  an  address  by  Sir  Charles  Turner, 
Chief  Justice  of  Madras,  when  presiding 
over  the  anniversary  meeting  at  Pre- 
sidency College,  Madras,  favourable  to 
the  principle  of  consultation  with  the 
Natives,  and  the  raising  of  their  con- 
dition to  the  stage  which  would  enable 
them  to  take  part  in  the  responsibilities 
of  government.  He  impressed  upon  the 
House  and  the  Government  that  tne  time 
seemed  to  have  come  when,  at  least,  they 
might  make  a  commencement  by  con- 


ferring the  privileges  he  had  indicated. 
There  were  Natives  who  had  shown  their 
complete  power  to  appreciate  what  had 
been  done  for  them  in  the  use  of  the 
powers  of  self-government,  and  ho 
thought  the  time  had  come  for  a  wider 
extension  of  those  privileges.  As  he  had 
before  intimated,  he  would  not  ask  the 
House  to  express  its  opinion  on  the  Ke- 
solution ;  but  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  give  that  due  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject which  it  deserved. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  there 
was  no  question  that  representative  insti- 
tutions were  dear  to  all  Englishmen,  and 
that  they  were  all  desirous  of  extending 
such  institutions  wherever  it  was  possible 
to  do  so ;  but  when  they  came  to  the 
case  of  India  they  had  to  remember 
what  India  was.  It  was  not  a  country 
of  one  people,  but  a  conglomeration  of 
many  peoples,  differing  in  caste  and 
religion,  and  having  no  cohesion  what- 
ever. Indeed,  the  only  possible  unit 
was  the  unit  of  the  family.  Therefore,  as 
a  basis  of  representation  was  altogether 
wanting,  it  would  be  impossible,  taking 
India  as  a  whole,  at  any  rate  for  many 
years,  to  extend  representative  institu- 
tions to  that  country.  Still,  when  people 
could  be  congregated  in  large  masses, 
the  case  mi^ht  be  different ;  and  there 
were  municipalities  in  India,  like  that 
of  Bombay,  which  were  cases  in  point. 
In  such  instances  the  Natives  had  be- 
come associated  with  Europeans ;  they 
had  become  accustomed  to  European 
ideas,  and  had,  so  to  speak,  been  edu- 
cated into  a  condition  which  was  pretty 
nearly  ripe  for  some  sort  of  self-govern- 
ment. He  ventured  to  say  that,  so  far 
as  it  was  possible  to  extend  their  repre- 
sentative institutions,  the  Government 
of  India,  in  what  it  had  done  of  late 
years,  was  endeavouring  to  do  so.  That 
they  would  be  glad  to  extend  it  further 
there  could  be  no  doubt  whatever ;  be- 
cause every  extension  of  that  principle 
tended  to  diminish  the  responsibility 
they  themselves  had  to  bear.  He  had 
been  looking  into  the  matter  of  munici- 
palities, and  found  that  there  were  894, 
and  within  the  limits  of  those  governing 
bodies  there  wore  12,000,000  people  who 
were  governed  by  them,  and  those  bodies 
contained  no  less  than  three  Natives  to 
every  one  European.  In  a  large  number 
of  cases  the  Natives  were  elected,  and 
they  did  good  work.  In  the  Presidency 
towns  there  was  also  a  large  proportion 
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of  Native  Members  in  the  municipal 
bodies.     No  doubt,   those  towns    had 
come  to  partake  very  much  more  of  a 
European  character,  the  people  being 
brought  together,  being  engaged  in  com- 
mon pursuits,  and  he  thougnt  the  Na- 
tives had  not  shown  much  interest  by 
voting,  yet  they  selected  good  members 
who  were  zealous  for  the  prosperity  of 
the  places  in  which  they  were  resident. 
He  Delieved  in  one  case — that  of  Luck- 
now —  only  seven  voters  came  to  the 
poll.     In  Bombay,  which  town  was  the 
most  favourable  instance  in  India,  it 
could  not  be  said  that  a  great  number 
of  the    electors   came   forward  to   the 
poll ;  but  it  was  said  that,  on  the  whole, 
they  did  elect  good  men,  and  those  men 
undoubtedly  did   very    good    work  in 
the  Government.     But  when  they  went 
beyond  those  large  populations,  when 
they    went    outside    those    Presidency 
towns  and  other  municipalities,  they  got 
to  people  who  were   governed  by  the 
headmen  of  their  villages,  who  did  not 
know    anything    about    Councils,    and 
were  pretty  well  content  to  be  let  alone, 
so  long  as  they  were  not  too  much  taxed. 
The  great  object  the  Government  must 
bear  in  mind,  therefore,  for  many  years 
to  come  was  this — that  although  they 
could  not  hope  to  introduce  generally  re- 
presentative institutions  in  India,  they 
should  endeavour  by  every  means  in 
their  power  to  get  at  the  real  feeling  of 
the  people  of  the  country.     One  of  the 
steps  always  taken  for  that  purpose  was 
this — whenever  a  Bill  altering  the  law 
was  brought  in,  it  was  published,  trans- 
lated into  the  Native  languages,  sent  to 
the  different  Local  Governments,  and  dis- 
tributed to  the  district  officers,  who  re- 
ceived instructions  to  elicit  the  Native 
feeling  on  the  subject  of  the  measure. 
A  great    step  in    advance  was    tfiken 
by  the  East  India  Council  Act  of  1861, 
by  which  it  was  provided  that  there 
should  be  official  and  non-official  Mem- 
bers in  each  of  the  Legislative  Councils. 
The  Act  did  not  say  an3rthing  about  the 
non-official  Members  being  Natives;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  large  proportion 
of  them  were  Natives.    In  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  Madras,   out  of  seven 
non-official  Members  four  were  Natives. 
In  the  Legislative  Council  of  Bombay, 
out  of    six  non-official  Members  four 
were  Natives;   and  in  Bengal,  out  of 
seven  non-official  Members,  five  were 
Natives.    In  the  Legislative  Council  of 
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the  Governor  General  for  India,  out  of 
seven  non-official  Members  four  were 
Natives,  so  that  it  might  be  said  among 
the  non-officials  the  Natives  were  very 
well  represented.  The  hon.  Member 
had  made  a  suggestion — and  it  was  the 
only  practical  suggestion  he  had  made— 
that  the  municipal  bodies  should  send 
representatives  to  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cils. Well,  he  ventured  to  say  at  once 
that  that  was  a  proposition  which  was 
worthy  of  consideration.  It  was  one  he 
knew  that  had  frequently  been  brought 
under  the  attention  of  the  authorities  in 
India,  and  it  was  one  that  he  should  not 
for  a  moment  think  of  condemning ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  there  were  certain  prac- 
tical difficulties  that  occurred  to  one  in 
the  way  of  carrying  the  proposal  out. 
Very  often  the  chairman  of  the  muni- 
cipal bodies  in  the  Presidency  towAs  was 
already  a  Member  of  the  Legicdative 
CouncU,  and  in  that  capacity  had  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  the  views  of 
those  over  whom  he  presided.  But  if 
they  were  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member,  he  was  not  quite  sure  they 
would  attain  all  they  desired  to  attain. 
On  the  one  hand,  there  would  be  g^at 
difficulty  in  selecting.  If  they  chose  the 
most  prominent  men  they  were  likely 
to  have  a  Europeanized  Native  who 
would  not  represent  the  Native  ideas. 
They  would  have  a  man  with  European 
ideas,  but  without  sympathy  with  the 
great  mass  of  the  population.  He  would 
look  at  things  with  European  rather 
than  with  Native  eyes.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  it  were  attempted  to  elect  a 
simple  Native,  one  or  two  practical 
difficulties  presented  themselves.  He 
understood  it  was  very  often  found  that  a 
Native  selected  in  that  way  had  the  very 
greatest  possible  dislike  to  being  called 
upon  to  leave  the  place  where  ne  was 
residing  and  to  go  to  live  in  the  Presi- 
dency towns.  It  was  a  change  of 
climate  which  he  disliked  to  make ;  and 
when  he  went  to  take  a  seat  in  the 
Council  with  the  Governor  General  or 
with  the  Provincial  Governor  there  was 
something  a  little  abhorrent  to  the  Na- 
tive mind  in  opposing  the  authority  of 
the  Government ;  and  when  the  Go- 
vernor General  said  one  thing  the  Na- 
tive had  the  greatest  possible  difficulty 
in  not  sayinff  that  he  agreed  with  him. 
In  course  of  time  that  attitude  of  the 
Natives  changed  ;  he  found  that  his 
opinion  was  invited,  and  after  a  time 
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such  Natiyes  were  found  very  useful 
men  for  the  purpose  of  consultation. 
To  that  extent  the  Government  had 
already  gone  ;  further  than  that  he 
doubted  whether  they  could  safely  go. 
They  would  proceed  in  this  matter,  un- 
douotedly,  by  tentative  steps.  There 
were  some  who  thought  the  Goyem- 
ment  had  already  proceeded  too  far. 
At  any  rate,  they  were  careful  not  to 
press  me  matter  beyond  the  point  they 
thought  they  could  reasonably  aim  at ; 
and  it  must  be  recollected  that  the  Na- 
tives in  India,  unlike  those  in  many  other 
countries,  hcul  freedom  of  speech  and 
meeting,  and,  so  long  as  they  did  not 
use  decidedly  seditious  language,  had 
perfect  freedom  of  the  Press,  and  they 
had  thus  many  w^s  of  making  their 
views  known  to  the  Government.  There- 
fore, he  thought  the  hon.  Member  had 
exercised  a  very  wise  discretion  in  only 
throwing  the  subject  out  for  discussion 
in  the  House,  and  not  pressing  his  Be- 
solution;  but  his  suggestions,  like  all 
others  that  might  be  made  by  the 
House,  would  receive  the  careful  atten- 
tion of  his  Colleagues  and  himself. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  s^d,  that 
although  it  would  be  very  desirable  to 
have  tno  assistance  of  Natives  in  the 
administration,  yet  he  was  very  much 
in  doubt  whether  we  had  it  in  our  power 
to  get  at  the  real  feeling  of  the  people. 
At  all  events,  he  could  see  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  a  formidable  character. 
Educated  Natives  were  very  much  apt 
to  caricature  European  ioeas  and  to 
exaggerate  the  notions  of  freedom.  He 
thought,  as  a  rule,  that  those  opinions 
were  not  the  real  opinions  of  tne  Na- 
tives. That  applied  to  the  Presidency 
towns,  and  he  had  no  doubt  it  applied 
to  other  places.  There  was  no  part  of 
India  which  contained  more  energetic 
people  than  the  Punjab ;  but  their  re- 
presentations were  too  frequently  only 
the  opinions  of  a  very  clever  aftid  active 
gentleman — a  German  Jew — who  had 
set  himself  up  at  Lahore.  In  that  re- 
spect it  was  really  the  case  that  they 
might  be  very  much  misled  if  opinion 
was  represented  more  largely  than  it  at 
present  was  by  the  class  to  which  he 
alluded — ^the  more  educated  and  Euro- 
peanized  Natives.  However,  there  was 
room  for  improvement.  He  thought 
better  representatives  of  the  Natives 
might  be  found  for  the  Council  of  the 
Oovemor  General  i  but  as  regarded  the 


local  Councils  of  Bengal,  Madras,  and 
Bombay,  the  Native  Members  were  very 
active  and  very  practical  men,  and  they 
really  exercised  very  considerable  in- 
fluence in  the  Council.  So  far  it  could 
not  be  said  that  the  Native  opinion  was 
not  to  some  degree  represented.  Then 
they  came  to  the  question  of  Native 
assistance  in  the  government  of  the 
country.  He  himself  had  been  educated 
in  the  school  of  paternal  despotism ;  and 
he  supposed  that  when  there  was  a 
paternal  despotism  exercised  by  persons 
without  preiudice,  and  who  were  under 
some  control  as  to  their  action,  that  Go- 
vernment had  many  merits.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  more  they  had  experience 
of  paternal  despotism,  themorehefeltthat 
it  had  its  limits — the  hand  of  the  paternal 
despot  could  not  be  everywhere  and  do 
everything.  In  the  course  of  ages  they 
might  have  to  hand  over  the  government 
of  the  country  to  the  people  of  India ; 
and  it  was  very  desirable,  therefore,  he 
thought,  that  in  anticipation  of  the 
change  some  preparation  snould  be  made 
in  the  way  of  the  establishment  of  local 
self-governing  institutions  of  a  repre- 
sentative character — such  institutions  as 
were  shown  to  have  existed  in  the  course  of 
Indian  history.  Those  institutions  were 
existing  in  the  Punjab  when  Alexander 
invaded  it,  and  they  were  still  to  be 
found  in  some  villages  and  towns.  What 
he  complained  of  was  that  they  had  not 
cherished  those  institutions  as  thev  might 
have  done.  The  Mahomedan  polity  was 
of  a  democratic  character,  placing  before 
all  other  principles  the  equality  of  man ; 
and  the  old  Hindoo  States  partook,  to  a 
great  extent,  of  the  character  of  Euro- 
pean States  some  centuries  ago,  their 
Kulers  not  being  absolutely  &ee  from 
the  control  exercised  by  their  knights 
and  foremost  warriors.  It  seemed  to 
him  they  might  do  a  great  deal  in 
the  way  of  reoog^zing  and  improving 
those  popular  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try whicn  had  existed  until  they  were 
suppressed  by  our  law.  It  was  quite 
true  that  those  institutions  had  de- 
veloped a  great  many  abuses,  and  a 
gooa  many  objections  could  be  raised 
to  them ;  and  it  was,  no  doubt,  upon 
that  account  that  by  introducing  their 
law  and  methods  they  thought  they 
were  making  an  improvement.  Well,  he 
thought  they  were  wrong.  Foreigners 
as  they  were,  he  did  not  think  they  had 
it  in  their  power  completely  and  tho- 
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roughly  to  administer  the  country  in  the 
way  in  which  they  desired ;  and  he 
would  much  rather  have  imperfect  local 
self-acting  institutions,  even  if  there 
were  some  imperfections,  than  attempt 
to  govern  by  machinery  stretched  too 
far  and  attempting  to  do  evei^thing. 
A  great  many  of  the  towns  in  India  were 
administered  by  Municipalities,  and 
many  of  the  Natives  of  those  places 
were  intelligent  and  capable  of  managing 
their  own  affairs.  As  regarded  the  great 
Muincipalities  of  Calcutta  and  Bombay, 
his  impression  was  that  the  adminis- 
tration had  not  been  very  successful ;  up 
to  a  certain  point  he  had  thought  it 
better  to  avoid  any  direct  representation, 
and  since  that  had  been  granted  the 
elected  members  had  not  always  been  of 
the  best  character.  As  far  as  local  in- 
stitutions were  concerned,  their  success 
had  been  tolerably  good  when  tried  upon 
a  small  scale ;  and  when  they  were  found 
to  be  unsatisfactory  when  tried  on  a 
lar^e  scale,  surely  it  was  their  duty  not 
to  begin  from  above  and  to  go  down- 
wards, but  to  beg^n  at  the  bottom  and 
gpradually  creep  upwards.  He  believed 
they  had  in  India  the  germ  of  institu- 
tions of  a  very  superior  kind.  In  the 
villages  they  could  obtain  a  self-govern- 
ing body,  and  in  that  respect  there  was 
a  good  work  to  be  done  by  the  Natives 
in  India.  The  sphere  of  self-govern- 
ment might  be  gradually  enlarged.  Of 
late  years  the  Natives  in  many  dis- 
tricts had  made  their  own  rates,  and  pro- 
vided themselves  with  roads  and  schools 
and  introduced  various  modem  appli- 
ances by  means  of  local  and  district 
bodies ;  and  what  should  be  said  to 
them  was  that  there  was  no  desire  to 
take  more  money  from  them,  but  to  give 
them  greater  facilities  for  raising  money 
for  themselves  and  further  improving 
their  districts.  In  several  parts  of  the 
country  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
the  Natives  gave  an  earnest  of  still  fur- 
ther success ;  and,  consequently,  there 
was  every  reason  to  hope  that  the  wishes 
expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  David 
Wedderbum)  might  be  gradually  real- 
ized in  the  future.  It  was  absolutely 
necessary,  however,  that  they  should 
look  to  the  whole  of  the  people,  and 
not  to  a  small  section.  They  might  ob- 
tain their  representatives  from  the  richer 
class  entirely ;  but  if  that  were  the  case, 
it  would,  undoubtedly,  bo  a  great  mis- 
fortune :  therefore,  great  care  should 

Sir  Oiorge  CampMl 


be  taken.  What  he  desired  to  see  was 
a  representation  by  which  the  real  body 
of  the  people  were  represented,  and 
where  justice  might  be  done  by  aU 
classes;  and  in  that  respect  he  hoped, 
from  time  to  time,  they  would  take  a 
step  in  advance. 

COMMERCE  AND  FREE  TRADE. 
MOTION    FOB    A    SELECT    GOlOdTTSE. 

Me.  WHEELHOUSE  rose  to  move 
for  a  Select  Committee— 

"To  consider  the  CommerciAl  Relatioiui  at 
present  existing  between  England  and  Foreign 
Nations,  especiaUy  with  regard  to  the  import  of 
Manufactured  Goods  from  Abroad,  as  well  aa 
the  effect  caused  by  our  system  of  one-sided  so- 
called  Free  l^rade,  with  a  view  (if  possible)  of 
ameliorating  the  position  of  the  wage  classes 
of  this  Country," 

saying  that  no  one  could  be  more  alive  to 
the  grave  interests  involved  in  the  sub- 
j  ects  to  which  he  was  about  to  draw  atten- 
tion than  himself,  for,  living  among  com- 
mercial communities  for  alone  time,  and 
then  having  had  the  honour  of  represent- 
ing for  now  upwards  of  10  years  one  of 
the  largest  andmost  important  mercantile 
constituencies  in  England,  it  had  been 
his  duty  and  pleasure  for  many  years  to 
consider  what  could  best  serve  the  in- 
terests of  those  great  commercial  com- 
munities, and  to  study  their  wants  and 
requirements.  His  only  regret  had  been 
that  he  could  not  introduce  the  subject 
earlier,  because  he  felt  that,  so  long  as 
the  dark  cloud  of  national  distress  was 
overhanging  their  own  horuEon,  it  might 
have  been  charged  against  him  that  ho 
was  endeavouring  to  seize  something 
like  an  unfair  advantage  of  a  state  of 
affairs  that  he,  in  common  alike  with 
employer  and  employed,  could  not  but 
too  deeply  deplore.  In  his  opinion,  the 
so-called  principles  introduced  into  the 
country  and  carried  out  under  the 
name  of  Free  Trade  had  been  clearly 
proved  to  be  productive  of  unlimited 
evil.  He  might  say,  in  the  outset, 
that  no  one  would  have,  in  all  pro- 
bability, been  a  greater  Freetrader  than 
himself,  had  he  been  able  to  obtain 
real  Free  Trade — that  was,  freedom  of 
trade  between  all  the  nations  of  the 
earth.  But,  in  the  very  inception  of 
this  movement,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
knew  that  such  an  idea  was  merely 
visionaiT.  He  no  more  believed  in  uni- 
versal free  Trade  than  he  did  in  uni- 
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yersal  peace,  howeyer  ardently  he  might 
desire  them ;  he  knew  hut  too  well  that 
they  '^ere,  in  fact,  each  equally  unattain- 
ahle.  The  late  Mr.  Cohden,  to  whom 
he  had  pointed  out  the  possihility  of 
other  nations  not  following  our  example, 
and  the  very  grave  danger  of  foreign 
countries  finding  it  to  their  interest  some 
day  to  repudiate  Free  Trade  principles, 
replied — *'Well,  at  all  events,  Free 
Trade  will  last  my  time,  and  pro- 
hably  yours."  To  that  observation,  he 
(Mr.  Wheelhouse)  then  replied — as  re- 
spectfully as  he  could — that  such  a  re- 
mark was  not  an  argument,  and  there, 
for  a  time,  the  matter  ended.  But  the 
evil  he  had  feared  and  foreseen  had 
come  upon  us.  The  foreigner,  now  that 
he  had  obtained  our  machinery,  our  coal, 
and  our  skilled  labour,  had  raised  up  a 
barrier  against  our  manufacturers.  As 
long  as  he  required  our  ^ods  as  models 
and  patterns,  he  was  glad  enough  to 
admit  them  into  his  country  duty  free ; 
but  now  that  he  was  able  to  make  them 
for  himself,  he  laughed  at  the  doctrines 
of  Free  Trade  and  excluded  our  goods 
from  his  markets.  Thus,  while  years 
ago  we  were  the  great  exporting  country 
of  the  world  for  all  hand  or  machine 
made  articles,  for  the  last  10  years  our 
manufactimng  trade  had  been  going 
from  bad  to  worse,  and  wo  had  now  alto- 

f  ether  been  deprived  of  our  prestige. 
Ivon  in  our  own  country  we  had  lost 
the  command  of  the  market.  Our 
watches  came  from  Switzerland,  our 
cambrics  and  silks  from  France,  and 
our  velvets  from  Germany.  All  these 
articles  we  admitted  duty  free,  while  we 
ourselves  were  met  by  prohibitory  tariffs 
almost  everywhere  abroad.  The  results 
upon  the  industries  of  this  country 
had  been  most  disastrous.  Where  now 
was  Spitalfields  as  an  industrial  com- 
munity? The  silk  trade  of  Coventry 
and  Macclesfield  had  been  utterly  de- 
stroyed. It  was,  perhaps,  a  grim 
satisfaction  to  those  who  supported 
these  so-called  Free  Trade  doctrines 
to  learn  that  while  the  nails  came 
from  Belgium  our  coffins  came  from 
abroad  also.  The  effect  of  this  sys- 
tem upon  our  wage-earning  classes  had 
been  to  deprive  them  of  millions  of 
money.  Look  at  the  condition  of  the 
once  great  sugar  industry  of  the  East  of 
London,  which  formerly  gave  employ- 
ment to  some  50,000  persons.  It  was 
now  utterly  ruined  in  consequence  of 


the  bounties  given  by  foreign  nations 
upon  the  export  of  manufactured  sugar, 
and  because  the  Government  would  not, 
as  it  might,  impose  any  countervailing 
duty  upon  the  article.  Not  only  had 
Free  Trade  handicapped  the  workmen 
of  this  country,  but  it  allowed  salesmen 
and  shopkeepers  everywhere  out  of 
Great  Britain  to  extract  from  the  wage- 
pockets  of  our  people  means  and  money 
to  any  extent.  There  was  no  use  in 
saying,  as  had  been  said,  that  England 
could  stand  against  anything  in  the 
shape  of  the  manufactures  of  foreign 
lands.  The  broad  patent  fact  was  that 
she  was  not  standing  against  them.  In- 
stead of  holding  our  own,  our  trade  was 
day  by  day  falling  off.  Every  man 
almost  who  lived  by  labour  was  calling 
out  loudly  and  justly  that  he  was  un- 
fairly dealt  with  by  the  legislation  which 
had  taken  place  on  this  subject.  They 
were  told,  35  years  ago,  that  the  prin- 
ciples by  which  the  Government  of  that 
day  was  glided  were  correct ;  but  that 
was  a  ruinous  error.  It  had  proved  to 
be  fallacious ;  and  were  they,  he  asked, 
to  go  on  watching  their  own  ruin  and 
seeing  their  trade  cut  up  to  nothing  in 
all  durections  ?  He  did  not  expect,  nor 
was  it  reasonable  for  any  Government  to 
suppose,  that  any  class  in  this  country 
would  submit  to  needless  deprivation 
because  an  Administration  chose  to  in- 
sist upon  a  fallacy  commercially  con- 
sidered. If  this  were  a  small  question 
— a  question  of  a  moment — a  question 
of  bad  times,  one  which  might  be  reme- 
died hereafter,  he  could  understand  that 
it  might  be  well  to  wait  a  while  longer, 
even  yet,  and  see  whether — although 
the  hope  had  by  this  time  become 
Micawberlike  —  something  might  not 
turn  up  ;  but  he  believed  they  could  not 
afford  to  wait,  and  the  time  was  coming 
apace  when  every  single  individual  han- 
dicraft carried  on  in  the  country  would 
be  taken  from  us.  While,  on  the  one 
hand,  he  was  not  prepared  to  deny  that, 
possibly,  some  part  of  the  vast  develop- 
ment of  Britisn  trade  might  be  attri- 
butable to  her  commercial  legislation,  it 
still  remained  an  open  question  whether 
that  development  would  not  have  been 
safer  to  the  host  interests  of  the  country, 
on  the  former  lines  of  our  national  policy, 
even  though  it  should  have  been  slower 
in  its  operation ;  and  he  ventured  to 
assort,  notwithstanding  a  statement  re- 
cently published  over  the  name  of  a  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  of  high  authority  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country  generally, 
that  it  was  by  no  means  so  clearly 
proved  as  he  considered  it  to  be  that 
our  national  development  was  wholly,  or 
even  nearly  wholly,  attributable  either 
to  so-called  Free  Trade,  or  our  railway 
system.  Thousands  of  causes,  with 
which  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  had 
any  concern,  had  united  to  promote,  not 
only  her  development,  but  that  of  the 
world  at  large,  and  it  was  very  difficult 
to  fix  the  relative  proportions  of  those 
several  agencies.  Progress  must  and 
would  be  continuous.  While  some 
English  writers  were  unceasingly  insist- 
ing ad  nauseam  that  the  entire  edifice 
of  our  national  commerce  was  the 
result  of  so-called  Free  Trade  exclu- 
sively, on  the  other  hand  the  Ameri- 
cans—  if  we  followed  Mr.  Welsh  in 
his  very  able  reasoning — had  demo- 
lished that  theory  as  utterly  illusory, 
alleging  that  the  "development'*  of 
their  commercial  prosperity  had  far  ex- 
ceeded ours,  though  carried  out  on  the 
lines  of  a  strict  protection.  America  was 
beating  us  in  cotton  cloths,  for  she  had 
her  cotton  close  at  hand ;  she  had  put  a 
duty  of  50  per  cent,  therefore  one  prac- 
ticedly  prohibitive,  against  our  cotton 
goods ;  and  great  mills,  such  as  those 
which  were  to  be  found  in  England,  were 
now  to  be  seen  at  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic.  A  premium  was  thus  g^ven 
to  foreign  manufactures  which  enabled 
them  to  beat  us  not  only  in  our  own,  but 
in  foreign  markets ;  and,  seeing  this,  he 
said  that  it  was  time  to  hark  back  upon 
the  lines  on  which  our  legislation  had 
proceeded.  But  it  was  alleged  that  it 
was  impossible  to  go  back  in  the  case  of 
certain  principles,  and  to  a  very  limited 
extent  tiiat  was  true ;  but  witn  respect 
to  commercial  matters  and  to  dealing 
equitably  with  other  countries,  they  could 
ffo  back  from  lines  which  had  proved  to 
be  fallacious.  Hussia  saw  she  had  gone 
a  little  too  far,  and  had  g^ven  away 
advantages  unduly,  and  she  retraced 
her  stops  at  once.  So  also  did  Prussia 
and  many  other  countries,  as  well  as 
Canada.  American  statesmen  were  as- 
tute enough  to  know  their  own  interests. 
They  knew  that  their  protective  duties, 
policy,  and  legislation  had  made  their 
country  what  it  was.  In  this  pamphlet 
recently  published,  Mr.  Welsh  said 
that  while  England  prided  herself  on 
her  manufacturing  power  and  oxpan- 
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sire  trade,  America  had  raised  her 
trade  from  822,000,000  to  more  than 
8118,000,000.  If,  therefore,  we  were 
on  the  right  track,  it  was  a  wonder- 
ful thing  that  America  should  thus  be 
able  to  outstep,  and  soon,  possibly,  to 
overwhelm  us.  The  question  was  a  very 
grave  one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  stated  not 
long  since  that  our  trade  amounted  to 
£600,000,000 ;  but  he  ought  to  have 
added  that  of  that  sum  no  less  than 
£450,000,000  consisted  of  imports.  The 
question  was  really  one  between  imports 
and  exports,  and  in  considering  the  sub- 
ject it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  our 
imports  greatly  exceeded  our  exports. 
Within  the  last  few  years  the  whole 
phase  of  matters  had  undergone  a  serious 
change.  Take  France  as  an  example ; 
while,  even  so  lately  as  1874,  our  im- 
ports from  that  country  were  just  under 
£3,000,000,  our  exports  were  £3,700,000, 
not  very  far  from  equal.  But,  in  1878, 
four  years  later,  the  tables  were  wholly 
turned  against  us;  our  imports  being 
close  upon  £4,000,000,  while  our  exports 
had  dwindled  down  to  something  less 
than  £3,000,000.  But  he  did  not  wish 
to  confine  the  observation  to  France. 
Taken  as  a  whole,  our  imports  to  this 
country  for  1878 — the  last  avulable 
**  Eetum  " — showed  to  be  to  the  value  of 
upwards  of  £368,000,000,  while  our  ex- 
ports— even  including  our  foreign  and 
colonial  trade— only  amounted  to  some- 
thing less  than  £250,000,000,  thus  leav- 
ing a  balance  against  OrecCt  Britain  of 
no  less  than  £118,000,000.  When  the 
House  came  to  consider  that  this  enor- 
mous sum  represented,  what  ought  to  be, 
for  the  most  part,  the  wages  of  our 
British  working  population — because  the 
price  of  raw  materials  formed  compara- 
tivelv  but  a  small  item  in  the  purchase — 
the  dead  loss  and  everlasting  drain  upon 
our  national  purse  and  resources,  in 
favour  of  the  foreign  artificer,  were  some- 
thing almost  incredible.  And  what  was 
the  consequence  arising  out  of  all  this  ? 
English  manufacturers  were  bmlding 
mills  and  investing  capital  in  foreign 
countries,  since  they  got  the  necessary 
labour  cheaper,  and  could  produce  their 
goods  from  looms  in  Suabia  and  Silesia 
at  a  less  cost  than  they  could  make  them 
here.  At  that  very  moment,  he  knew  of 
one  large  firm  which  was  packing  up  its 
business  and  taking  its  machinery  abroad, 
because  it  could  obtain  the  means  of 


609 


ComfMree  and 


{Febbttaby  18,  1880) 


H-ee  Trade. 


610 


production  cheaper  there  than  in  this 
country.  Again,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  shopkeeper  or  salesman  here 
never  inquired  where  the  article  he 
wanted  or  bought  was  manufactured — 
with  him  it  must  always  necessarily  be  a 
mere  q  uestion  of  price.  *  *  How  much  ?  * ' 
settled  that  matter  at  the  first  instant  of 
the  negotiations ;  and,  of  course,  in  that 
sense  of  the  word,  it  was  impossible  that 
patriotism  could  ever  enter  into  trade, 
but  when  this  happened,  as  it  did  now 
every  day,  British  capital  thus  employed 
went  to  tike  benefit  oi  the  foreign  artizan, 
and  the  wage- earning  classes  of  this 
country  suffered  in  a  proportionate  ratio. 
He  had  mentioned  some  trades  which 
had  suffered  greatly,  and  he  could  name 
many  others.  The  velvet  trade  was 
almost  gone ;  so  also  was  that  of  lath- 
rending,  owing  to  the  great  imports  from 
Sweden  at  a  price  less  than  that  at  which 
laths  could  be  obtained  in  this  country. 
England  received,  duty  free,  ships, 
foreign-made  locomotives,  implements, 
furniture,  flowers,  carpets,  clocks,  and 
innumerable  other  articles,  a  list  of 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  but  through 
which  it  would  be  wearisome  to  travel 
entirely.  The  timber  trade  was  fast  going 
— not  the  raw  material,  to  the  import  of 
which  he  had  no  objection — but  the  ma- 
nufactured articles.  In  fact,  no  one  who 
saw  the  mass  of  correspondence  which 
had  poured  in  upon  him  since  he  gave 
Notice  of  the  present  Motion  could  doubt 
that  this  so-called  Free  Trade  had  injuri- 
ously affected  almost  every  industry  in  the 
country.  It  was  not  a  matter  as  to  what 
was  best,  but  it  was  a  question  of  what 
they  could  actually  got — what  they  could 
save— because  that  there  was  a  ten- 
dency to  wreck  and  to  ruin  was  be- 
yond all  doubt.  That  the  shopkeepers 
of  London  and  the  country  would  feel 
the  pressure  in  time  was  certain.  They 
might  not  feel  it  now — to-day,  or  to- 
morrow— but  it  was  following  fast  on 
the  sufferings  of  the  wage-earning  classes 
during  the  last  four  or  five  years.  Men 
had  been  speaking  of  commercial  de- 
pression, attributing  it  to  all  sorts  of 
notions  and  ideas  except  tho  correct 
one.  They  had  been  talking  of  the 
glut  of  tho  markets.  But  although  there 
might  be  a  glut  lasting  over  a  few 
weeks  or  months,  it  could  not^ — as  had 
been  the  case — be  attributable  to  that. 
It  was  the  endless  stream  of  foreign- 
made  goods  and  commodities  which  wero 
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now  being  forced  upon  us.  There  might 
have  been  glut  of  the  markets ;  but  how 
was  that  glut  produced  ?  In  this  way — 
America  and  Europe  had  sent  their  sur- 

Elus  manufactures  into  England,  in  the 
ope  that  at  least  they  would  realize  a 
fair  price  for  them,  and  to  foreigners  a 
fair  price  was  very  often  less  than  the 
simi  for  which  the  handicapped  British 
labourer  could  produce  the  article.  There 
might  be  a  glut  every  now  and  again ; 
but  a  glut  in  the  market  never  lasted  for 
four  or  five  years.  The  glut  did  not 
come  from  their  own  maniifacturers ;  it 
came  because  the  English  people  were 
willing  to  buv  articles  whicn  were  sent 
here  from  abroad,  and,  because  tiiey 
could  not  consume  all  that  was  senti 
came  the  glut.  If  there  were  a 
fair  and  equitable  tariff— equal,  say,  to 
that  of  America  upon  cotton  goods — tJien 
the  working  men  of  this  country,  not- 
withstanding the  shorter  hours  of  labour, 
would  have  been  able  to  hold  their  own. 
But,  as  the  matter  stood,  it  was  impos- 
sible. He  had  yet  to  learn  why,  with  re- 
ference to  foreign-made  articles,  the  wage- 
earning  classes  in  this  country  ought  not 
to  be  put  on  a  level  with  the  same^classes 
in  foreign  lands  so  far  as  the  fiscal  re- 
finlations  of  this  country  would  allow 
it.  If  we  put  on  a  duty  which  was 
equivalent  to  the  Bevenue  charge  in  an- 
other country,  that  country  could  not 
complain  of  our  so  doing ;  and  it  was  idle 
to  say,  if  that  were  done,  we  should  make 
the  article  dearer  to  the  so-called  con- 
sumer. A  greater  fallacy  than  that  was 
never  propounded.  It  must  alwavs  be 
rememoered  that  the  producer  and  con- 
sumer were  often  the  same  people,  or  so 
closely  allied  as  to  be  virtuaily  the  same. 
An  article  was  only  cheap  according  as  it 
was  wanted,  and  as  there  were  the  means 
wherewith  to  purchase  it.  It  was  no  use 
offering  a  Ad.  loaf  for  Z\d.^  if  a  man  only 
received  2d.  wages  with  which  to  buy  it. 
He  maintained  it  was  time  some  such 
Committee  as  that  which  he  asked  for 
was  given.  He  did  not  wish  to  trouble 
the  House  further  with  statistics ;  but 
hon.  Members  might  rely  upon  this,  a  cry 
would  be  raised  all  over  tne  country  on 
the  subj  oct.  An  attempt  might  be  made, 
and  for  a  time,  possiblv,  successfullpr 
made,  to  stifle  that  cry ;  but  although  it 
might  be  but  a  murmur  now,  it  might 
hereafter  bo  heard  as  loud  as  thunder 
from  the  wage-earning  class.  Surely 
there  was  great  reason  in  what  he  asked. 
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If  it  should  be  ehown  that  he  was  wrong 
— and  he  did  not  think  that  likely — the 
inquiry  might  have  the  effect  of  satisfy- 
ing the  working  classes  that,  at  any  rate, 
there  was  someone  alive  here  and  there 
to  their  wants  and  their  desires,  and  who 
would  see  that  those  wants  and  desires 
would  not  be  causelessly  ignored.  What- 
ever we  did,  there  was  one  advantage 
left  to  England,  of  which  some  thought 
too  little,  and  that  was  the  bond  that 
existed  between  our  Colonies  and  our- 
selves. In  them  we  had  large  areas  of 
wheat-growing  land,  which  could  supply 
us,  not  only  with  com,  but  also  with  the 
raw  material  for  our  manufactures,  and, 
if  need  be,  with  manufactured  goods.  Let 
us  cultivate  our  colonial  relations.  Let 
us  unite  with  our  Colonies  on  the  general 
principles  of  a  Zollverein  ;  let  us  adapt 
those  principles  to  the  countries  that 
would  arrange  their  monetary,  fiscal,  and 
commercial  affairs  upon  the  same  basis 
as  ourselves.  Then,  within  the  British 
Zollverein,  commercial  relations  would 
act  harmoniously ;  we  should  derive  from 
foreign  countries  exactly  the  benefit  they 
derived  from  us ;  and  then,  if  we  could 
not  have  Free  Trade  wholly  and  entirely, 
we  should  not  have  that  kind  of  business 
for  which  **  Free  Trade  "  was  but  a  de- 
lusive misnomer ;  we  could  do  away  with 
the  so-called  favoured  nation  clauses; 
and  we  should  put  our  commercial  rela- 
tions on  a  fair  and  just  basis  with  refer- 
ence to  foreign  countries  ;  and  should  it 
be  discovered — although  he  did  not 
think  that  possible— that  the  new  ar- 
rangement pressed  with  undue  severity 
upon  any  particular  class — say,  for  in- 
stance, that  of  agriculture— it  would  be 
a  very  easy  matter  to  follow  out  a  sug- 
gestion recently  made,  and  devote  some 
portion  of  the  taxation  thus  extracted 
from  the  pocket  of  the  foreigner  to  the 
removal  of  the  burthen  so  pressing  upon 
that  class  of  the  community.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  see  the  time  had 
come  when  that  which  had  been  well 
described — ^though  the  epithet  was  not 
his — as  the  *' bastard  Free  Trade"  of 
this  country  should  be  replaced  bv  £eur 
and  honourable  duties  on  both  sides,  if 
it  were  impossible,  as  he  believed  it  to 
be,  to  break  down  the  Customs  barriers 
of  different  countries.  He  would  con- 
clude by  moving  for  the  Select  Committee 
of  which  he  had  g^ven  Notice. 

Mb.  EATON,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
said,  he  entirely  concurred  with  all  that 
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had  fiallen  from  Uie  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhoiiae)  on 
the  general  question.     He  would,  there- 
fore, confine  nimsolf  to  making  a  few  re- 
marks on  a  special  industry  in  which  his 
constituents  were  interested,  and  with 
which  he  had  been  connected  the  greater 
part  of  his  life.    It  had  been  exposed  to 
such  terrible  disasters  by  the  operation 
of  the  French  Treaty  of  1860,  that  the 
simple  statement  of  the  facts  ought  to 
justify  inquiry  before  that  Treaty  was 
renewed.    If  there  was  to  be  another  20 
years  of  such  trade  as  they  had  just  expe- 
rienced the  silk  industry  of  this  country 
would  be  entirely  removed,  and  those 
who  remained  in  it  must  inevitably  be 
ruined.     The  best  way  to  realize  the  dis- 
astrous effect  the  French  Treaty  had  had 
on  that  industry  was -to  compare  the 
amount  of  raw  silk  consumed  in  tiiis 
country    before    the  operation   of    the 
French  Treaty  with  that  consumed  since. 
In  the  10  years  before  the  Treaty  the 
average  annual  consumption  of  silk  was 
6,000,000  lbs.,  and  in  the  10  years  since 
the    Treaty    it   had    been    reduced  to 
2,800,000  lbs.      Before  the  Treaty  the 
average  annual  value  of  the  imporUttion 
of  silk  manufactures  was  £6,000,000,  and 
it  was    now    increased  to  upwards  of 
£18,000,000.  In  Coventry,  in  1859,  there 
were  upwards  of  80  silk  manufactories 
doing  a  satisfactory  trade;  but  in  1861 
and  the  two  following  years  there  were 
not  more  than  12  whose  owners  had  not 
been  bankrupt  or  arranged  with  tiieir 
creditors.    The  weekly  wages  in  1859 
amounted  to  about  £12,000,  and  now 
he  was  assured  on  the  best  authority 
they   had   so    far    fallen    as    scarcely 
to  exceed  £3,000.     Manchester,   Mac- 
clesfield, Nottingham,  Leioesteri  Derby, 
and  many  other  places   had    suffered 
in  like  manner.     Such  facts  and  fimres 
ought  to  justify  the  demand  for  a  Com- 
mittee to    inquire   into  the  causes  of 
the  depression  of  trade,  particularly  in 
the  textile  manufactures.    The  effect  of 
its  continuance  on  the  large  mass  of  our 
working  population  must  sooner  or  later 
demand  tne  serious  attention  of  the  Oo- 
vemment.     Therefore,    he   hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
refuse  the  inquiry. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qnoition,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
"  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  Commercial  BolatioDB  at  present  ?^!ftir*g 
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between  England  and  Foreign  Nations,  e8x>e- 
ciallv  with  regard  to  the  import  of  Manufactured 
Gooas  from  Abroad,  as  well  as  the  effect  caused 
by  our  system  of  one-sided  so-called  Free 
Trade,  witih  a  view  (if  possible)  of  permanently 
ameliorating  the  position  of  the  wage  classes  of 
this  Country," — (Mr,  WheelhousCf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  MACDONALD  said,  he  had  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes  at  heart 
as  much  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Leeds  or  the  hon.  Member  for  Coven- 
try ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  their  proposal  was 
totally  untenable,  and  some  of  the  facts 
which  had  been  stated  were  totally  mis- 
leading without  explanation.  A  little 
while  ago  it  was  said  we  had  sent  our 
last  ton  of  iron  to  the  United  States. 
This  was  said  to  be  owing  to  the  prohi- 
bitory tariff  of  the  States,  and  it  was 
somewhat  surprising  that  Parliamentary 
inquiry  was  not  asked  for.  From  1873 
to  1878  the  United  States  suffered  from 
commercial  depression.  All  the  money 
raised  by  the  sale  of  their  produce  was 
required  to  maintain  the  people.  There 
was  a  surplus  in  1876,  which  was  in- 
creased in  1877, 1878,  and  1879  ;  and  at 
last,  in  spite  of  the  tariff,  29s.  Ad.  per 
ton,  and  the  heavy  harbour  and  storage 
dues,  they  were  taking  our  iron  and 
steel  by  thousands  of  tons.  They  had 
been  told  that  America  was  entering 
our  market  with  their  cotton  goods.  He 
would  g^ve  an  instance  illustrating  the 
manner  in  which  the  American  cottons 
came  to  this  country.  Four  years  ago 
he  met  a  gentleman,  who  was  a  manu- 
facturer, at  a  public  meeting,  who  con- 
fessed to  him  that  for  14  months  he 
had  been  imitating  American  cotton 
goods  and  selling  them.  That  man 
was  regarded  as  a  shining  light  in  a 
church ;  he  was  also  a  magistrate  ;  yet 
he  was  practising  fraud  and  deceit  on  his 
fellow-countrymen,  making  them  believe 
that  we  were  inundated  by  American 
cottons.  He  said  it  was  impossible 
for  America  or  any  other  country  to 
compete  with  us — that  could  only  be 
done  when  all  the  conditions  were  equal. 
There  was  no  evidence  to  show  that  we 
need  fear  any  country,  whatever  its 
tariff,  if  the  people  had  only  money  to 
purchase  with.  They  were  told  that 
Belgium  was  going  to  enter  into  the 
race  against  England.    From  the  Trade 


Eetums  it  would  be  found  that  we  had 
sent  nK)re  coal  and  iron  to  Belgium  than 
we  had  ever  done  before,  during  the  last 
year.  They  would  do  so  this  year.  Two 
years  ago  ne  found  the  pits  idle  in  Bel- 
p^um,  while  the  people  tnere  were  burn- 
ing English  coal.  What  we  wanted  was 
a  fair  field  and  no  favour.  Our  manufac- 
turers and  workmen  could  stand  against 
the  world.  But  we  had  been  passing 
through  a  state  of  things  for  tne  last 
three  years  which  was  quite  unparalleled. 
In  India,  where  our  cottons  were  con- 
sumed, famine  had  been  stalking  through 
the  land,  and  where  famine  was  manu- 
facturers were  not  wanted.  America  had 
no  surplus  for  three  years,  and  could  not 
buy  our  goods.  The  crops  had  fallen  off 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  to 
the  extent  of  £100,000,000.  Had  they 
had  all  this  it  would  have  been  better 
for  them  though  worse  for  America ;  the 
farmers,  therefore,  could  not  buy  our 
manufactures.  It  was  the  elements  we 
had  had  to  contend  against.  Let  there 
be  two  good  years,  as  he  hoped  there 
would  be,  and  with  peace.  If  they 
wanted  trade  they  must  tie  up  the  dog^ 
of  war.  They  must  let  Zulus  rule  them- 
selves, and  g^ve  up  all  theatrical  gas 
about  scientific  boundaries.  They  had 
nothing  to  fear.  A  Select  Committee  was 
quite  unnecessary. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  could 
not  possibly  view  with  indifference  the 
Motion  which  had  been  submitted  to  the 
House  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse),  especially 
when  he  found  that  it  was  seconded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  (Mr. 
Eaton),  a  city  which  was  situated  within 
the  county  that  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had 
the  honour  to  represent.  He  was  sorry 
to  say  that  he  could  testify  to  the  de- 
pression of  trade  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry  had  described,  and  he 
thoroughly  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  cause  to  which  that 
depression  was  to  be  attributed.  The 
city  of  Coventry  had  lost,  at  least,  one- 
half,  he  believed  two-thirds,  of  its 
staple  trade  under  the  operation  of  the 
Treaty  with  France.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Leeds  had  led  the 
way  among  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
commercial  and  manufacturing  centres 
in  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  state  of  our  trade,  and  the  fact  that 
year  by  year  the  imports  of  foreign 
manufactured  goods  increased,  owing  to 
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their  being  produced  under  Bucb.  advan- 
tages of  cheap  labour  abroad,  and  he 
believed  there  were  Members  of  that 
House  representing  manufacturing  con- 
stituencies, who  were  largely  interested 
in,  and  applied  a  considerable  amount  of 
capital  to,  the  encouragement  of  manu- 
factures in  foreign  countries.  That,  to 
his  knowledge,  was  a  result  of  the 
present  commercial  system,  dominated 
as  that  system  was  by  the  Treaties  into 
which  this  country  had  entered.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  could  not  be  sur- 
prised at  finding  that  out-of-doors  the 
opinion  was  rapidly  increasing  that  we 
were  not  trading  under  favourable  con- 
ditions. It  was  only  on  the  1 9th  of  May 
last  that  he  brought  under  the  attention 
of  the  House  the  fact  that  the  French 
Treaty,  which  was  the  foundation  of  all 
the  other  modem  Commercial  Treaties 
into  which  this  country  had  entered,  had 
been  denounced — to  use  the  French  ex- 
pression— ^by  the  French  Government, 
who  declcu*ed  that  France  would  no  longer 
abide  by  that  Treaty ;  and,  if  they  might 
judge  by  the  information  which  reached 
us  from  all  quarters,  France  was  about 
to  bring  that  Treaty  to  a  termination, 
with  the  view  of  obtaining  conditions 
under  a  now  Treaty  or  by  the  operations 
of  her  own  commercial  policy,  still  more 
to  her  own  advantage.  Last  Session  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  replied  to  the  Motion  which  he 
(Mr.  Newaegate)  had  ventured  to  submit 
to  the  House,  that  negotiations  were  going 
on ;  and,  had  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leeds  anticipated  him,  he  had 
fully  intended  to  request  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  would  lay  before  this 
House  some  further  information  with 
regard  to  the  progress  of  the  negotia- 
tions to  which  he  referred  on  that  occa- 
sion. Li  the  course  of  the  last  Session 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth (Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd)  induced 
the  House  to  adopt  a  Besolution  to  the 
eflEect— 

"  That  it  was  deeirable  that  a  Minister  to 
Buporintend  our  commercial  relations  should  be 
appointed,  and  that  that  Minister  should  also 
have  the  suporintendonco  of  the  condition  of 
agriculture  with  a  view  to  the  information  of 
this  House.'' 

The  Session  of  1880  had  just  opened, 
and  yet  they  had  no  information  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  having  taken  the 
slightest  notice  of  that  Besolution.    He 
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felt  sure,  then,  that  the  House,  as  some- 
times happened  early  in  the  Session,  had 
not  such  information  before  it  with  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of  the  negotiations 
for  the  renewal  or  abrogation  of  the 
French  Treaty  of  Commerce,  or  such  in- 
formation before  it  with  respect  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  m  reference 
to  the  creation  of  a  Ministirof  Commerce 
and  Agriculture,  as  would  justify  this 
House — and  he  spoke  the  sentiments  of 
a  gpreat  number  of  hon.  Members — in 
ta£ng  another  step  in  the  direction 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Leeds  had,  he  thought,  very  wisely  indi- 
cated. Feeling,  then,  that  the  House— 
and  he  knew  this  to  be  the  opinion  of 
other  Members — lacked  the  requisite 
information  on  the  subject,  he  begged  to 
move  the  a^oumment  of  the  debate. 
Captain  rJM.  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr,  Netodegate.) 

Sib  HENEY  JACKSON  hoped  that 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
would  not  be  acceded  to.  He  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson)  did  not  think  that  any  inquiry 
could  alter  the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend 
or  of  other  hon.  Members  on  the  subject 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse).  Indeedi 
demands  for  inquiry  had  of  late  become 
suspected  as  being  doaks  for  demands 
for  some  partictdar  results  of  suchinquizy. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could  not  but  feiel 
that  the  House  and  Her  MajesW's  (Go- 
vernment were  in  as  good  a  position  now 
as  they  were  ever  likely  to  be  for  form- 
ing and  expressing  an  opinion  on  this 
question.  Me  had  no  intention  of  in- 
truding upon  the  House  on  this  subject, 
upon  which  so  many  hon.  Members  had 
better  means  for  instructing  the  House 
than  himself,  were  it  not  for  the  surprise 
with  which  he  had  heard  some  of  the 
statements  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague  (Mr.  Eaton),  which  cer- 
tainly conveyed  an  impression  of  the 
condition  of  their  constituency  which 
was  quite  new  to  him.  The  House 
miffht  not  find  it  the  most  edifying  spec- 
tacle to  see  the  two  Members  represent- 
ing the  same  constituency  expressing 
different  views  as  to  its  position ;  but  he 
supposed  the  divergence  was  to  be  ac- 
counted for  by  the  fiact  that,  sitting  on 
opposite  sides  of  the  House,  each  of  tnem 
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was  m  the  habit  of  meeting  amonff  their 
conBtituents  those  who  entertained  simi- 
lar opinions  to  his  own.  So  far  from 
thinkine  that  Coyentry  was  a  fallen  and 
ruined  city,  wUch  seemed  to  be  the  im- 
pression  of  his  hon.  Colleague  and  of 
nis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire,  he  should  describe  it, 
from  an  acquaintance  now  of  many 
years,  as  an  industrious  and  frugal,  and, 
until  the  last  two  or  three  years,  on  the 
whole,  a  thriving  place.  It  had  suffered, 
like  every  other  place,  from  the  recent 
depression ;  but  it  was  a  place  which 
desired  nothing  but  peace  and  quietness, 
and  to  be  allowed  the  chance  of  paying 
its  way.  All  knew  that  the  French 
Treaty  did  produce  great  calamity  in 
Coventry.  That  a  protected  industry, 
which  up  to  1860  had  flourished  like  a 
hothouse  plant,  should  fail,  when  sud- 
denly, ana  without  warning,  left  to  itself, 
was,  under  the  circumstances,  not  sur- 
prising. No  one  could  be  ignorant  that 
great  suffering  and  poverty  were  the  im- 
mediate resulto  of  the  legislation  at  that 
time.  The  whole  country  had  felt  and 
manifested  the  deepest  sympathy  with 
those  who  had  suffered,  and  it  never 
could  be  re-called  to  his  own  recollection 
without  exciting  a  feeling  of  deep  pity ; 
but  even  in  Coventry  the  memory  oi  that 
sad  time  had  nearly  passed  away,  and  he 
was  happy  to  say  that  if  the  silk  industry 
had  fallen  off  other  industries  had  taken 
its  place ;  that  neither  the  population  of 
the  town  nor  its  rateable  value  had 
diminished ;  that  if  any  hon.  Members 
would  pay  the  city  a  visit  they  would 
find  that  its  houses  had  not  fallen  into 
decay;  that  new  houses  were  taking 
the  places  of  old  ones,  and  that  im- 
portant public  buildings  were  spring^g 
up  and  adding  a  charm  to  the  streets 
of  that  ancient  and  venerable  city.  As 
to  the  general  question,  this  was  reallv 
the  first  occasion,  as  far  as  he  remembered, 
on  which  Protection  had  avowedly  raised 
its  head  and  said  its  say  in  that  House. 
Lastyear,  they  had  a  Motion  on  thesubject 
of  agricultural  distress;  and,  no  doubt, 
there  was  a  certain  tone  and  indication 
of  arrihre  pmsie  about  the  debate  which 
BUgffested  that  some  day  or  another  they 
might  be  resraled  byanother  Protectionist 
banquet.  But  he  did  not  know  until  to- 
day that  anvone  would  rise  in  his  place 
to  say  thatm  the  re-introduction  oi  pro- 
tective duties  was  to  be  found  the  sal- 
vation of  the  country.     His  hon.  Gol« 


league  had  expressed  his  entire  concur- 
rence in  every  word  that  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds ;  both  hon. 
Members,  therefore,  were  perfectly  hon- 
est in  demanding  Protection ;  but  their 
theories  seemed  to  be  the  theories  of  35 
years  ago.  Indeed,  they  came  out  so 
fresh  and  so  little  affected  by  what  had 
happened  in  the  meantime  that  one  could 
not  but  imagine  that  they  had  been  pre- 
served and  immured  in  one  of  those 
duty-free  coffins  which  had  excited  the 
indignation  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  What  was  really  wanted  was, 
not  extra  duties  and  enhanced  costs,  but 
that  which,  if  and  when  we  got  it, 
would  make  us  all  contented — and,  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knew, 
good  Freetraders  too — a  little  increased 
buying  power  in  the  country.  What 
would  produce  that  ?  Good  trade.  And 
what  would  produce  ^ood  trade?  In 
the  first  place,  g^od  harvests  abroad ; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  good  harvests  at 
home.  For  some  years  at  least  the 
earth  had  not  given  forth  her  increase ; 
a  good  harvest  in  America  had  already 
told  upon  us,  and  should  we  have  but 
one  or  two  good  years  again,  we  should 
all  have  money  to  spend  and  be  spend- 
ing it,  and  nobody  would  have  a  word 
to  say  against  Free  Trade.  His  hon.  Col- 
league had  said  that  everyone  eng^ed 
in  the  silk  trade  was  on  the  high  road  to 
ruin,  and  would  soon  arrive  at  his  desti- 
nation. His  hon.  Friend  knew  the  per- 
fect respect  he  entertained  for  him ;  and 
he  would,  therefore,  only  say  that  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  be 
among  the  number.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  figures,  and  had  stated 
that  whereas  we  used  to  import  only 
£6,000,000  of  manufactured  silk  we 
now  imported  £13,000,000.  What  did 
that  show  ?  Nobody  gave  us  the  manu- 
factured silk ;  we  had  to  pay  for  it ;  and 
the  money  did  not  grow.  How  did  we 
make  it  ?  By  our  own  industries,  by  our 
coal,  our  iron,  our  cotton,  by  the  profits 
we  made  upon  every  article  we  manufac- 
tured ;  by  tne  course  and  volume  of  trade, 
which  had  fertilized  the  country  and  had 
found  work  for  hundreds  of  thousands. 
What  their  fate  would  have  been  with*- 
out  Free  Trade  he  did  not  care  to  think. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  speak 
out  soon,  and  plainly,  upon  this  question. 
It  was  one  upon  which,  neither  in  that 
House  nor  at  the  hustings,  should  there 
be  any  weakness  or  misunderstanding. 
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Let  it  be  known  at  once  tliat  both  Par- 
ties were  agreed  to  treat  it  as  an  eco- 
nomical, and  not  as  apolitical,  question ; 
as  a  question  affecting  the  well-being  of 
millions  of  people  whose  destinies  were 
committed  to  their  charge.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  no  misgivings  as  to  the  GK)- 
yernment  action  in  this  matter.  They 
had  often  to  blame  the  Government,  but 
never  for  their  treatment  of  this  ques- 
tion. He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  as  firm  a 
Freetrader  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  himself. 
They  knew  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  they  knew  this — that  whatever 
might  have  been  said,  if  the  thing  were 
new,  it  was  now  too  late  to  re-consider 
it.  We  had  a  population  larger  than 
our  soil  coidd  support,  and  were  therefore 
committed  to  a  policy  which  could  not 
be  reversed,  and  upon  which  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  express  their 
views  in  a  manner  which  would  finally 
put  the  question  to  rest. 

The  CHANOELLOEof  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  I  will  say  but  a  very  few 
words,  because  I  wish  to  address  myself 
to  the  question  before  the  House — that 
of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  I 
wish  distinctly  to  say,  on  the  part  of  the 
Qt)vemment,  that  they,  of  course,  re- 
cognize the  importance  of  this  question ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  think  it 
woiild  be  wrong  by  any  doubtful  pro- 
ceeding, countenanced  especially  by 
them,  to  raise  a  false  idea  or  to  produce 
a  wrong  impression  as  to  their  com- 
mercial policy.  We  are  perfectly  pre- 
pared, if  the  debate  continues,  to  state 
reasons  for  not  assenting  to  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Leeds,  and  to  examine  that 
Motion  thoroughly  and  respectfully,  I 
fully  recognize  his  right  to  bring  the 
Motion  forward ;  but  I  shall  state  rea- 
sons why  wo  are  not  able  to  support 
him.  One  reason  is  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Oommittee  would  seem 
to  imply  a  change  of  opinion  on  the 
part  01  the  Government,  which,  I  think, 
would  be  injurious.  Then  comes  the 
question  of  adjourning  the  debate.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  says 
this  Motion  has  been  brought  forward 
very  early  in  the  Session,  and  that  it  has 
not  attracted  the  attention  of  many  hon. 
Members ;  indeed,  there  are  many  Mem- 
bers who  are  not  in  possession  of  in- 
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formation  which  they  would  like  to 
have  ;  and  my  hon.  Friend  says  that  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate  would  enable 
them  to  discuss  the  question  more  fully. 
The  same  difficulty  which  applies  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  applies  also 
to  an  adjournment  of  the  debate.  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  at  this  hour  of  the 
evening  we  were  to  assent  to  the  ad- 
journment, when  really  we  have  plenty 
of  time  to  go  on  with  the  discussion,  it 
would,  to  some  extent,  be  delusive,  and 
might  produce  an  incorrect  impression. 
But,  besides  that,  I  have  an  objection  to 
an  adjournment  of  a  debate  upon  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  because  such  a  proceeding 
affects  the  granting  of  Supply,  and 
leads  to  considerable  confusion  in  the 
conduct  of  the  Business  of  the  House ; 
and,  therefore,  I  cannot  consent  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire.  But,  on  the  other 
ground,  I  could  not  agree  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Leeds.  As  to  the  time  of  bringing  it 
forward,  that  is  a  matter  for  which  Go- 
vernment, of  course,  are  not  responsible. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  said,  that,  though  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
moved  for  a  Select  Committee  repre- 
sented a  great  commercial  community, 
he  had  made  many  observations  which 
had  surprised  him,  and  with  hardly  any 
of  which  he  was  able  to  agree.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  begun  by 
deploring  the  fact  that  Free  Trade  had 
altogether  proved  a  failure,  and  that  its 
principles  were  founded  on  fallacious 
grounds.  He  had  not  expected  to  be 
called  upon  to  prove  to  the  House  the 
error  into  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  fallen;  but,  perhaps,  the 
best  way  of  disposing  of  the  statement 
that  Free  Trade  had  been  a  failure  was 
to  give  a  few  figures  showing  the  results 
of  the  adoption  of  that  policy.  He 
would  take  the  same  test  appliea  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend — namely,  the 
exports  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
found  that  in  the  vear  1839  tne  value  of 
the  exports  was  £53,000,000,  in  round 
numbers,  and  that  a  few  years  after  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  it  amounted  to 
£63,000,000.  There  was  a  very  marked 
increase  in  their  value  during  the  10 
years  1819  to  1859,  at  which  latter  time 
it  hod  more  than  doubled  itself,  and  had 
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risen  to  £130,000,000.  In  1869  it  was 
£189,000,000,  and  in  1877  it  had  fur- 
ther increased  to  £199,000,000.  In 
1872  the  exports  were  £256,000,000  in 
value,  and  although  since  that  time  they 
had  decreased  in  value  they  had  not 
decreased  in  quantity.  Again,  taking 
the  value  of  the  exports  per  head  of  the 
population,  he  found  that  that  value 
was  in  1829  £1  10«.  Sd,,  in  1859 
£4  11*.  2d.,  and  in  1877  £5  18».  lid. 
There  was,  moreover,  an  increase,  in 
much  the  same  proportion,  in  the  ton- 
nage of  our  merchant  shipping,  the 
total  of  which  in  1840  was  2,000,000 
tons,  and  in  1878  16,000,000  in  round 
numbers.  Another  good  test  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  was  the  In- 
come Tax,  the  assessment  of  which 
amounted  to  £251,000,000  in  1843,  and 
to  £535,000,000  in  1875.  In  the  same 
way,  the  deposits  in  Savings  Banks  had 
increased  from  £53,000,000  in  1840  to 
£70,000,000  in  1 876.  Lastly,  he  might 
mention  that  in  1841  the  percentage  of 
paupers  was  8*2  of  the  popidation,  and 
that  in  1876  the  ratio  had  fallen  to  3-1. 
Now,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  those 
figures  alone  would  be  sufficient  to  show 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
in  error  in  asserting  that  the  Free 
Trade  policy  had  been  a  failure  in  this 
country, 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  :  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  House  the  im- 
ports? 

Mr.  BOURKE  said,  he  would  come  to 
that  presently ;  but  it  was  quite  another 
question.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
however,  had  not  given  the  imports,  but 
had  based  his  case  on  the  exports,  and 
he  had  taken  them  as  the  comparison 
instituted  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  told  the  House  of  the  gloomy  im- 
pression made  on  his  mind  when  he 
walked  in  the  City  and  saw  the  vast 
number  of  articles  that  had  been 
brought  from  Germany,  France,  Swit- 
zerland, and  other  countries ;  but  if  he 
had  pursued  his  examination  of  that 
circumstance,  and  had  asked  himself  the 
simple  question  why  these  goods  had 
been  imported,  he  would  have  arrived 
at  a  fact  which,  he  thought,  comprised 
pretty  nearly  the  whole  of  the  Free 
Trade  doctrine.  Those  goods  were 
there  because  the  people  wished  to  buy 
them,  and  if  the  people  could  not  afford 
to  buy  them  they  would  not  be  there. 


The  reason  they  could  afford  to  buy 
them  was  that  they  had  been  making 
profits  in  their  respective  trades,  and 
were  able  to  become  customers  of  the 
whole  world,  very  much  to  their  own 
advantas^e.  It  was  rather  difficult  to 
review  aU  the  arguments  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  because  the  case  ad- 
mitted of  no  compromise  whatever.  It 
was  impossible  for  him  to  ^o  one  inch 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  in  his 
sympathy  for  what  he  had  called  the 
distressed  industry  of  this  country, 
arising  out  of  Free  Trade  principles. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could  not  trace  that 
distress,  in  the  least  degree,  to  the  action 
of  Free  Trade.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  spoken  of  the  excess  of  im- 
ports over  exports,  and  here  he  gave 
expression  to  one  of  the  primary  fallacies 
in  this  case.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  an  excess  of  imports  over  exports 
had  occurred  in  this  country ;  ana  the 
theory  was  that  we  had,  therefore,  paid 
the  difference  in  specie.  That,  how- 
ever, was  a  fallacy,  and  it  was  not 
only  a  fallacy  in  theory,  but  it  was 
capable  of  disproof,  because  it  could  be 
clearly  shown  that  in  the  very  years 
when  we  were  exporting  the  most  goods 
we  were  also  importing  most  specie, 
and  during  the  four  years  1870-73  we 
received  from  abroad  in  gold  and  silver 
bullion  or  specie  £19,000,000  more  than 
we  exported.  They  were  told  that  this  was 
one-sided  Free  Trade.  They  all  admitted 
that  it  was,  and  they  all  wished  that  fo- 
reign countries  would  open  their  markets 
to  us ;  but  his  contention  was  that  one- 
sided Free  Trade  was  better  than  no 
Free  Trade  at  all.  It  was  true,  no 
doubt,  that  many  markets  might  be 
opened  to  English  g^ds  if  the  tariffs 
were  altered  ;  and  it  would  be  the  con- 
stant endeavour  of  the  Government  to 
use  every  effort  they  could  in  order  to 
make  foreigners  see  it  would  be  to  their 
advantage,  as  it  had  been  to  our  own, 
to  lower  their  tariffs.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  not  adopt  any  Besolution 
showing  that  we  had  lost  faith  in  the 
least  decree  in  the  principles  of  Free 
Trade.  It  was  by  persuaaing  foreign 
nations  that  it  had  produced  enormous 
results  for  us  that  we  must  endeavour  to 
induce  them  to  follow  our  example.  He 
was  happy  to  say  that  we  had  a  good 
deal  ox  encouragement ;  for  although 
the  Governments  of  Europe  did  not 
evince  any  hope  at  the  present  moment 
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of  being  able  to  reduce  their  tariffs,  yet 
among  tbe  commercial  bodies  of  Europe 
there  was  evidently  a  misgiving  in  the 
soundness  of  the  course  they  were  press- 
ing on  their  respective  Governments; 
for,  although  they  were  stout  Protec- 
tionists, they  never  approached  their 
own  Governments  without  admitting  in 
principle  that  they  were  staunch  Free- 
traders. Accounts  from  Germany  and 
France  showed  that  each  commercial 
body  pressed  on  the  Ministers  of  State 
the  expediency  of  protecting  its  own 
interests  and  of  giving  Free  Trade  to 
all  the  rest  of  the  world.  It  was  just 
the  same  in  the  Colonies,  as  appeared 
from  a  most  amusing  account  given  in 
27^$  Times  the  other  day.  In  one  in- 
stance an  umbrella-maker,  the  only  one 
in  the  Colony,  maintained  that  he  ought 
to  be  protected ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
was  a  staunch  Freetrader  with  regard 
to  cotton,  silk,  iron,  sticks,  and  the  other 
materials  of  which  umbrellas  were  made. 
Hishon.and  leamedFriend  had  mentioned 
the  French  Treaty.  The  negotiations  re- 
specting the  Treaty  of  Commerce  with 
France  were  suspended  in  consequence 
of  the  French  Government  declining  to 
proceed  with  them  until  the  general  tariff 
was  decided  upon.  Consequently,  we 
came  to  an  arrangement  with  France 
that  things  should  remain  as  they  wore 
for  six  months  after  the  tariff  was  agreed 
upon.  It  was  very  easy  to  show  what 
great  advantages  had  arisen  from  the 
Treaty  made  in  1860  with  France,  al- 
though he  at  once  admitted  that  Coven- 
try had  been  a  very  great  sufferer  from 
that  Treaty.  When  Free  Trade  was 
introduced,  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  no  doubt, 
hoped  that  it  woidd  be  unnecessary  to 
resort  to  Commercial  Treaties,  and  that 
foreigners  would  see  it  was  to  their  ad- 
vantaj^  to  adopt  Free  Trade.  But  al- 
though this  was  his  opinion,  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  was  not  in  theory  opposed  to  Com- 
mercicd  Treaties,  for  both  he  and  Lord 
Melbourne,  between  1838  and  1843,  at- 
tempted to  make  a  Commercial  Treaty 
with  France,  and  they  only  failed  in 
doing  60  in  consequence  of  M.  Guizot 
saying  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
such  a  Treaty  through  the  French  Cham- 
bers. In  1860,  after  15  years  of  expe- 
rience, Mr.  Cobden  thought  it  was  no  use 
waiting  any  longer  for  foreign  nations 
to  follow  our  example ;  and  he  succeeded 
in  negotiating  a  Treaty  which  vastly  in- 
creased the  trade,  notonly  of  this  country, 


but  of  Europe.  Subsequently  a  great 
many  other  Treaties  were  made,  which 
affected  the  trade  of  the  whold  world. 
That  was  one  of  the  objects  Mr.  Cobden 
and  the  late  Emperor  Napoleon  had  in 
view,  for  they  perceived  that,  if  they 
once  made  a  Treaty  between  this  country 
and  France,  other  countries  would  make 
Treaties  among  themselves ;  that  in  this 
way  a  network  of  Treaties  would  grow 
up;  and  that  we,  by  the  ''most  favoured 
nation"  clauses,  should  be  able  to  take 
advantage  of  all  the  Treaties  whioh  were 
negotiated.  The  result  of  the  French 
Treaty  had  brought  about  a  vast  inorease 
in  the  trade  of  France ;  and  he  believed 
that  one  of  the  great  causes  whioh  had 
enabled  France  to  pay  her  great  Debt 
in  the  way  she  had  paid  it,  and  to  bear 
the  enormous  burden  thrown  upon  her 
by  the  late  war,  was  the  faict  that, 
apart  from  her  good  harvests  since 
1870-71,  and  apart  from  her  enormous 
productive  power,  she  had  between  1 860 
and  1870,  by  reason  of  the  Commercial 
Treaty  with  this  country,  attained  to  a 
pitch  of  commercial  prosperity  which 
she  did  not  enjoy  before.  Thus  she  was 
enabled  to  bear  the  tremendous  trials 
which  came  upon  her.  Of  course,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  based  his 
case  in  a  great  measure  on  the  depres- 
sion of  trade  in  this  country  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  But  other 
countries  had  suffered  a  great  deal  more. 
Austria  and  Germany,  for  instance,  had 
suffered  a  great  deal  more,  and  these 
were  highly  protective  countries.  Again, 
the  IJnitea  States  had,  up  to  last  year, 
suffered  quite  as  much  as  we  did,  and 
perhaps  more.  Looking  at  the  result  in 
a  general  way,  the  protective  system  had 
greatly  injured  the  United  States,  where- 
as the  reverse  system  had  enabled  us  to 
do  a  great  deal  more  of  the  Ooean  traffic 
than  America  did.  Some  people  said 
that  this  country  took  more  from  other 
countries  than  they  took  from  us ;  but 
this  country  took  what  it  wanted,  and  it 
was  only  common  sense  to  buy  in  the 
cheapest  markets.  He  would  not  weary 
the  House  by  sayino^  more  upon  the  sulh- 
ject.  His  hon.  and  leamea  Friend  re- 
presented a  very  important  constituency, 
composed  in  a  g^eat  measure  of  workinfi^ 
men  engaged  in  various  industries,  ana 
it  was  desirable  that  such  a  class  of  con- 
stituents should  know  beyond  all  ques- 
tion that  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment, at  any  rate,  had  no  doubt  what- 
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OTor  about  the  commercial  soundness  of 
our  policy  of  Free  Trade.  BLis  own  re- 
lations with  foreign  Powers  and  foreign 
statesmen  made  him  see  the  thorough 
hollo wness  of  their  protective  system. 
He  had  also  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  saw  it  themselves,  and  if  it  were 
not  for  the  very  g^eat  interests  which 
were  represented  in  the  foreign  Legisla- 
tures and  Governments,  he  believed  the 
whole  system  of  Protection  would  fall 
about  their  heads  like  a  house  of  cards. 
It  was,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
already  said,  quite  out  of  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  grant  this  Commit- 
tee. He  therefore  hoped  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  try  and  convince 
his  constituents  that,  after  all,  the  best 
thing  for  the  working  man  was  to  buy 
in  the  cheapest  market  and  sell  in  the 
dearest. 

Mr.  CKILDEES  said,  after  the  ad- 
mirable speech  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  he  felt  it  was 
imnecessary  to  say  more  than  a  very  few 
words.  Every  word  of  that  speech  he 
was  prepared  to  endorse,  and  still  more 
strongly  could  he  endorse  from  personal 
experience  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  in  regard  to  the  United  States. 
He  had  seen  a  good  deal  of  that  country 
during  the  five  years  of  its  deepest 
commercial  depression,  and  he  could 
say  without  hesitation  that,  to  a  large 
extent,  the  commercial  trials  of  the 
period  from  1873  to  1878  were  due  to  the 
adoption  of  the  rotten  system  of  Protec- 
tion. But,  after  all,  was  it  really  worth 
while  to  refer  such  a  question  as  this  to 
the  consideration  of  a  Committee?  Why, 
the  House  might  just  as  well  set  a  Com- 
mittee to  examine  the  Multiplication 
Table.  K  there  was  one  thing  on 
which  nineteen-twentieths  of  the  coun- 
try, speaking  of  those  who  had  read 
something  of  political  economy,  and 
knew  the  rules  that  should  guiae  man 
and  man  in  their  commercial  relations — 
if  there  was  anything  on  which  the  coun- 
try was  thoroughly  agreed,  it  was  this 
very  Free  Trade  principle  which  had  been 
now  adopted  so  long,  and  with  such 
highly  beneficial  residts.  Of  course,  there 
were  some  few  persons  who  held  a  con- 
trary opinion,  just  as  there  were  some 
persons  who  denied  the  rotundity  of  the 
earth — no  argimients  persuading  them 
it  was  not  fiat ;  but  to  ask  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  convince  these  few  would  bo  as 
ridicnilous  as  to  ask  for  one  to  consider 


whether  the  earth  was  not  flat,  or  whe- 
ther twice  two  really  made  four.  One 
suggestion  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse) 
would  act  upon.  He  hoped  he  would 
not  be  persuaded  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion or  not  to  take  a  division  upon  it,  for 
it  was  important -that  the  country  should 
know,  after  all  that  had  been  said  about 
Protection  and  Eeciprocity — which  was 
Protection  in  disguise — it  was  right  the 
country  should  know  how  many  Mem- 
bers there  were  in  the  House  who  were 
prepared  to  go  back  to  Protection.  K 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Leeds 
had  the  courage  of  his  opinions — and, 
without  affectation,  he  might  say  he 
knew  no  man  more  willing  to  defend  the 
opinions  he  held  than  he— he  asked  him 
to  allow  the  question  to  go  to  a  distinct 
division,  that  the  country  might  know 
how  many  Protectionists  or  advocates  of 
Eeciprocity  the  House  contained.  He 
thought  that  would  put  an  end  to  the 
agitation  for  Protection. 

Sib  GEOEGE  BOWYEE,  referring 
to  the  assertion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers),  that  a  man  who  denied  the 
doctrine  of  Free  Trade  and  Eeciproccd 
Free  Trade  was  like  a  man  who  denied 
the  rotundity  of  the  earth,  said,  he  must 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  whole  civilized  world  was  ag^nstFree 
Trade.  Europe  and  America,  to  whose 
opinions  we  were  taught  to  bow  down 
and  worship,  were  against  Free  Trade. 
Although  he  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  had 
been  brought  up  in  the  doctrines  of  Free 
Trade,  that  fact  so  far  shook  his  belief 
in  it  as  to  make  him  think  that  inquiry 
was  desirable.  There  were  no  people  so 
dogmatical  as  political  economists.  Ques- 
tions of  political  economy  were  subject 
to  great  modification  firom  collatercd  sub- 
jects. A  political  economist  told  you 
that  wherever  there  was  a  demand  for 
labour  there  was  a  supply,  and  that  the 
labourer  would  always  carry  his  labour  to 
the  best  market.  He  woidd  do  so  if  he 
could.  We  were  all  taught  in  the  school 
of  Mr.  Cobden  that  Free  Trade  was  the 
great  panacea  and  the  great  secret  for 
the  prosperity  of  mankind,  and  since 
that  time  any  man  who  denied  that  doc- 
trine was  looked  upon  as  a  man  who  de- 
served to  bo  burnt,  as  out  of  the  faith. 
But  the  countiT'  was  finding  that  there 
were  many  thinffs  that  tended  to  throw 
a  doubt  on  the  dootrine  of  Free  Trade. 
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K  all  countries  would  give  up  tlieir  pro- 
tective duties,  he  thought  Free  Trade 
would  work  very  "well.  But,  when  he 
regarded  all  the  circumstances  which  had 
interfered  with  the  working  out  of  the 
Free  Trade  principles,  he  thought  it  was 
a  subject  for  inquiry  and  consideration. 
Even  our  own  Colonies  were  turning 
against  the  doctrine  of  Free  Trade. 
Canada  had  adopted  protective  duties 
against  England.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  was  exc^sively  indig- 
nant at  her  doing  so,  and  would  almost 
wish  us  to  declare  war  against  Canada 
to  compel  her  to  alter  her  commercial 
policy.  But  the  Canadians  knew  their 
own  business.  They  had  acted  with  a 
view  to  their  own  interest,  and  they  had 
so  far  declared  against  the  doctrine  of 
Free  Trade.  There  was,  he  believed, 
a  strong  feeling  in  this  country  that  the 
question  of  Free  Trade  required  re-con- 
sideration, at  least  in  cases  where  there 
was  no  Reciprocity.  Whether  right  or 
wrong,  that  feeling  was  gaining  such 
strength  that  by-and-bye  it  would  become 
a  serious  matter,  because  many  of  the 
working  men,  the  manufacturers,  and 
others  concerned  in  the  industry  of  this 
country  believed  that  we  ought  not  to 
allow  Free  Trade  except  with  those 
countries  which  acted  on  that  principle 
themselves.  As  to  the  assertion  that 
Reciprocity  was  Protection  in  disguise, 
that  was  only  one  of  those  phrases  which 
were  intended  to  gull  people.  Recipro- 
city was  a  principle  apart  from  Free 
Trade.  Mr.  Cobden  always  argued  his 
theories  on  the  assumption  that  other 
nations  would  be  so  convinced  of  the 
truth  of  Free  Trade  that  the  whole  civil- 
ized world  would  be  governed  by  his 
doctrines.  But  Mr.  Cobden  had  been 
proved  to  be  wrong  in  that  assumption, 
and  a  state  of  things  now  existed  which 
he  had  not  contemplated.  Therefore, 
that  question  might  properly  be  exa- 
mined by  a  Select  Committee,  which 
could  take  the  opinions  of  various  classes 
in  this  and  also  m  foreign  countries,  thus 
obtaining  a  body  of  evidence  which 
would  much  assist  the  deliberations  of 
the  next  Parliament.  He  was  himself 
still  a  Freetrader,  provided  iFree  Trade 
was  carried  out  fairly ;  but  he  could  not 
be  insensible  to  the  fact  that  no  other 
country  followed  the  commercial  policy 
we  had  adopted;  and,  therefore,  the 
time  had  come  when  the  examination  of 
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the  question  was  extremely  deeirable. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Leeds  pressed  his  Motion  to  a  division 
he  would  vote  for  a  Committee.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  act  more  wisely 
by  not  dividing,  and  should  be  content  to 
rely  on  his  own  able  speech,  and  also  on 
the  debate  he  had  originated,  which 
would,  no  doubt,  be  considered  by  the 
country. 

Mr.  BARRAN  said,  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  and  Colleague  (Mr. 
Wheelhouse)  had  been  spoken  of  as  a  very 
popidar  man,  particularly  so  in  his  own 
constituency.  He  was  deservedly  popu- 
lar ;  but  his  popularity  was  not  owing  to 
the  views  ne  entertained  upon  this 
question.  He  (Mr.  Barran)  desired  to 
speak  upon  this  Motion,  in  order  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  might  not 
be  considered  the  exponent  ox  prin- 
ciples which  were  held  by  the  large 
body  of  the  electors  of  Leeds.  He  was 
confident  that  if  Leeds  were  polled  upon 
the  question  of  Free  Trade  the  majority 
would  very  largely  preponderate  against 
his  hon.  and  learned  Colleague,  who 
claimed  that  he  did  not  advocate  Beci- 
procity  in  the  interests  of  the  rich.  Now, 
the  very  class  whom  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  professed  to  represent 
to-night  were  the  very  class  wno  had 
profited  most  by  the  introduction  of 
Free  Trade,  In  1842,  before  Free 
Trade  was  established,  there  was  g^at 
depression  of  trade,  and  one  out  of  every 
eight  of  the  adult  male  population  of 
Leeds  was  a  pauper ;  the  working  men 
were  not  earning  more  than  two-thirds 
of  the  average  wages  now  paid  to  them  ; 
and  although  wages  and  profits  were 
then  low,  and  work  very  scarce,  bread 
and  other  articles  of  food  were  dear, 
starvation  being  much  more  common 
than  it  had  been  ever  since  Free  Trade 
was  adopted.  The  recollection  of  these 
circumstances  was  very  vivid  in  the 
minds  of  many  thousands  of  the  people 
of  Leeds,  and  this  would  lead  them  to 
think  very  seriously  before  they  ventured 
to  support  the  views  of  his  hon.  and 
leamea  Friend.  By  Free  Trade  they 
not  only  had  food  cheaper  and  labour 
more  abundant,  but  luxuries  were  en- 
joyed by  the  people  to  an  extent  that 
was  unknown  before  that  system  came 
into  operation.  It  was  said  that  trade 
was  now  in  a  deplorable  state ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  had  had 
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three  suocessiye  bad  harvests,  and  that 
on  a  fair  computation  the  loss  to  the 
nation  through  the  bad  liarvest  of 
last  year  was  between  £25,000,000 
and  £30,000,000,  the  effect  of  which 
oould  not  but  be  injurious  to  various 
branches  of  industry.  If,  under  those 
circumstances,  flour,  instead  of  being 
2«.  4d.  per  stone,  had  been  4«.  4d,f  as  in 
former  days,  and  the  people  had  little 
employment,  the  distress  must  have 
been  severe.  It  was  said  that  other 
countries  adhered  to  Protection  ;  but  if 
they  went  to  Austria,  Q^rmany,  Italy, 
or  even  to  France,  they  would  find  that 
in  proportion  as  their  restrictive  tariffs 
were  developed  the  earnings  of  the 
people  diminished.  There  was  no  other 
country,  save  America,  where  the  people 
earned  such  large  wages,  and  enjoyed 
so  many  luxuries,  as  they  did  here.  Such 
being  the  case,  the  House  woidd  care- 
fully consider  before  they  reverted  to  a 
system  which  had  proved  in  the  past  to 
be  prejudicial  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  nation.  An  improvement  in  trade 
was  visible ;  and  although,  at  present, 
the  circumstances  of  the  countrv  were 
not  as  satisfactory  as  we  coula  wish, 
he  did  not  think  the  position  in  which 
we  found  ourselves  was  one  which 
ought  to  strike  us  with  terror  and  dis- 
may. He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  divide  the  House,  for  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  division  would 
be  such  as  woidd  so  far  satisfy  his  hon. 
and  learned  Colleague  and  his  consti- 
tuents that  the  principles  which  he  held 
were  not  principles  which  were  accept- 
able to  the  House  or  likely  to  bo  en- 
dorsed by  the  nation. 

Mr.  Alderic an  COTTON  said,  it  was 
with  ereat  satisfaction  that  he  had  heard 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  state 
that  he  was  not  in  favour  of  the  Motion, 
inasmuch  as  a  return  to  Protection 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  one  of  the 
greatest  calamities  which  could  befall 
flie  country.  Forty  years  ago  every 
article  which  we  imported  was  subject 
to  taxation  of  some  kind  or  other,  and 
trade  was  really  reduced  to  a  minimum; 
but  during  the  34  vears  which  followed, 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  the  accu- 
mulation of  large  fortunes,  and  the 
comforts  of  the  working  classes  had  in- 
creased in  an  unparalleled  degree.  And, 
although  the  last  two  or  three  years  had 
been  a  period  of  depression,  trade  had 
begun  to  show  such  evidences  of  revival 


that  we  might  hope  for  a  return  of  that 
prosperity  which  the  country  had  so 
long  enjoyed.  The  iron  and  cotton 
trades  had  greatly  revived.  With  re- 
spect to  the  decay  of  the  Coventry  and 
Macclesfield  trades,  it  was  altogether  a 
thine  apart  from  Free  Trade,  being  the 
result  of  fashion.  If  to-morrow  the  ladies 
of  England  took  into  their  favour  silks  and 
ribbons,  as  formerly,  that  trade  would 
revive.  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  complained  that  our  import 
trade  was  three  times  as  large  as  our 
export  trade,  he  forgot  that  the  people 
of  this  country  derived  as  much  profit 
from  the  former  as  from  the  latter.  A 
large  portion  of  it  originated  with  our 
countrymen  in  India  and  the  Colonies ; 
it  came  to  this  country  in  English  bot- 
toms, paying  freight  to  Engush  ship- 
owners, and  harbour  and  dock  dues  to 
English  proprietors ;  and  if  it  were  not 
for  that  trade  we  should  cease  to  be 
what  we  were — a  g^eat  producing  people. 
As  to  the  recent  depression  in  trade,  it 
was  to  a  considerable  extent  attributable 
to  the  repudiation  of  foreign  loans,  to 
reckless  speculation,  and  not  a  little  to 
the  prevalence  of  strikes.  The  great 
nde  to  adopt  was  to  buy  in  the  cheapest 
market,  and  that  could  only  be  done  if 
we  had  Free  Trade.  The  artizans  and 
labouring  classes  of  this  country  were 
never  so  well  clothed,  housed,  and  fed 
as  they  now  were.  If  we  could  not 
produce  an  article  of  the  same  quality 
and  at  the  same  price,  we  ought  oy  all 
means  to  buy  it  from  abroad.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  time  spent  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  Session  on  the  question  of 
the  sugar  bounties  was  time  wasted,  and 
since  then  the  rise  in  the  price  of  sugar 
had  been  enormous — as  much  as  £5  per 
ton ;  and,  although  it  had  since  fallen 
about  50«.,  the  sugar  refiners  of  this 
country  had  reaped  an  immense  advan- 
tage. He  was  quite  sure  the  House 
would  not  let  Protection,  under  any 
shape,  interfere  with  the  well-establishea 
principles  of  Free  Trade. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  that  after  a 
long  experience  of  Free  Trade,  not 
only  the  working  classes,  but  all  classes 
of  society,  had  suffered  from  the  mis- 
taken financial  policy  which  had  been 
adopted  by  this  country ;  and  the  work- 
ing classes  had  siiffered  most.  Advert^ 
ing  to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Barran),  he  denied  that 
the  number  of  paupers  in  this  ooontzy 
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had  been  diminislied  by  the  action  of 
Free  Trade.  The  fact  was  the  very  re- 
verse ;  the  number  of  paupers  was  larger 
now  under  Free  Trade.  He  entirely 
disputed  what  was  so  constantly  said  on 
the  question  of  dear  bread.  We  had  had 
an  experience  of  60  years — 30  years  be- 
fore the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  and  30 
years  since.  Now,  30  years  was  ample 
time  to  judge  of  the  effects  of  a  policy, 
and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
the  price  of  bread  had  been  higher  under 
the  system  of  Free  Trade  than  it  had 
been  under  that  of  Protection.  He 
was  an  old  Protectionist ;  but  they  were 
not  discussing  the  question  of  Free 
Trade  and  Protection — ^he  meant  the 
question  so  far  as  it  related  to  countries 
in  a  high  state  of  cultivation ;  but  they 
were  discussing  the  question  whether 
the  position  of  Free  Trade  without  Eeci- 
procity  was  a  tenable  position.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  that  he  was  old  enough  to 
recollect  that  the  early  advocates  of  Free 
Trade  used  to  put  it  forward  that  their 
policy  would  be  so  beneficial  to  the 
human  race  that  when  once  England 
set  the  example  that  policy  would  be 
adopted  bv  sdl  foreign  nations;  Free 
Trade  would  become  the  practice  of  the 
whole  world.  Had  that  been  the  case  ? 
Thirty  years  was  long  enough  to  judge 
of  the  effects  of  a  financial  policy,  oo 
far  from  that  having  been  the  case,  the 
whole  tendency  of  the  financial  policy  of 
all  the  chief  European  Powers,  of  the 
United  States  and  of  our  own  Colonies 
was  to  the  imposition  of  protective  duties. 
There  was  no  inclination  to  try  Free 
Trade.  It  was  a  policy  which  must  be 
ruinous  to  every  class  in  society  with  the 
exception  of  one  class,  which  formed  but 
a  small  proportion  of  the  whole ;  he 
meant  the  class  of  annuitants  who  were 
dependent  on  fixed  incomes — the  non- 
producing  class.  Thus  the  result  of  Free 
Trade  was  that  it  fed  the  drones  and 
starved  the  working  bees.  The  policy  of 
Free  Trade  was  based  on  the  argument 
that  it  would  cheapen  the  food  of  the 
people ;  but  he  held  that  this  argument 
was  a  delusive  one,  and  further,  that 
the  principle  of  Free  Trade  was  brought 
forward  under  false  pretences.  He  re- 
membered the  day  when  members  of  the 
Anti-Corn  Law  League  were  looked 
upon  as  patriots,  and  when  they  were 
able  to  produce  what  was  tantamount  to 
a  politioal  revolution.  He  ventured, 
however,  to  repeat,  being  careful   to 
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avoid  the  strong  language  not  seldom 
resorted  to  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  the  whole  movement  was 
brought  forward  under  false  pretenoes. 
He  might  mention  one  fact  in  support 
of  this  opinion.  One  of  the  most  distin- 
guished members  of  the  Anti-Oom  Law 
League,  when  asked — "  Why  are  you  so 
adverse  to  the  land  interest,  so  indignant 
against  the  owners  who  produce  the  food 
of  the  people ;  why  do  you  vituperate 
them  and  parade  them  before  the  oountnr 
as  men  who  are  responsible  for  tiie  suf- 
ferings of  their  lellow-countrymen?" 
replied,  ''You  quite  mistake  us;  we 
have  no  antipathy  to  the  land,  or  to 
those  connected  with  it ;  we  only  want 
one  thing — namely,  food  at  the  price  of 
the  world,  that  we  may  get  labour  at 
the  price  of  the  world."  This  was  a 
very  natural  view  for  men  who  had  much 
capital  embarked  in  commercial  pursuits 
to  hold;  but  it  was  not  the  professed 
object  of  the  League.  The  members  of 
the  Lea^e  endeavoured  to  persuade  the 
people  &at  they  were  trying  to  reduce 
the  taxes  on  food,  when  they  were,  in 
reality,  trying  to  obtain^oheap  labour  for 
themselves.  He  could  say  without  fear 
that  there  were  two  great  glaring  falla- 
cies in  the  doctrines  of  iVee  G&aders. 
The  first  was  comprised  in  the  words 
**  cheap  food."  If  he  could  believe  that 
the  doctrine  of  Free  Trade  tended  to 
cheapen  the  food  and  increase  the  com- 
fort of  the  people,  he  should  be  a  Free 
Trader;  but  it  was  his  strong  convic- 
tion that  the  real  effect  of  the  doc- 
trines of  Free  Trade  was  to  decrease  the 
wages  of  the  working  classes  and  in- 
crease their  miseries.  The  words  *'  cheap 
food  "  contained  a  fallacy,  for  this  rea- 
son— food  should  not  be  considered  dear 
or  cheap  according  to  the  price  of  the 
quartern  loaf,  but  according  to  the 
ability  of  the  working  man  to  earn  suffi- 
cient wages  to  purchase  what  food  he 
required.  If  then,  as  he  asserted,  the 
doctrines  of  Free  Trade  led  to  a  decrease 
in  the  wages  of  the  labouring  man,  its 
supporters  were,  in  reality,  making  his 
position  worse  than  it  was  before.  The 
other  point  to  which  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  was  the  confusion  which  existed 
in  the  minds  of  a  g^at  number  of  very 
disting^shed  persons  as  to  the  difference 
between  consumers  and  producers.  The 
advocates  of  Free  Trade  always  con- 
tended that  the  object  of  their  policy 
was  to  benefit  the  oondition  of  the  oon- 
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somerB  on  the  aseumption  that  the  con- 
sumers included  the  g^eat  mass  of  the 
community,  and  that,  therefore,  while 
improving  the  position  of  the  consumers, 
they  would  be  improving  the  position  of 
the  majority  of  the  human  race.  He 
denied  the  bnith  of  this  assumption  alto- 
gether, for  the  ffreat  mass  of  the  commu- 
nity was  formed  by  the  producing  class, 
consisting  chiefly  of  the  labourer  and 
artizan,  who,  as  he  had  shown,  derived 
no  benefit  from  Free  Trade.  There  was 
another  fact  which  had  probably  never 
occurred  to  many  of  those  whom  he  was 
then  addressing.  They  had  heard  a  g^eat 
deed  about  the  Oom  Laws  being  a  tax 
upon  the  food  of  the  people.  Even  if  they 
assumed  the  truth  of  this,  was  the 
House  aware  that  the  Oom  Laws  as  they 
existed  in  1846  increased  the  price  of  a 
4lb.  loaf  by  only  one-fifth  of  a  peimy  ? 
But  he  went  further,  and  maintained, 
from  a  comparison  of  the  price  of  bread 
in  the  30  years  preceding  and  the  30 
years  succeeding  tne  repeid  of  the  Com 
Laws,  that  the  average  price  of  com  in 
tliis  country  was  lower  during  the  former 
period.  The  effect  of  the  duty  on  com, 
therefore,  was  not  to  raise  &e  price; 
but,  in  any  case,  the  amount  of  the 
increase  was  not  more  than  one-fifth 
of  a  penny  upon  the  4lb.  loaf.  How 
was  tnat  argument  to  be  answered? 
The  real  effect  of  the  sliding  scale  duty 
was  to  regulate  the  nrice  of  com  by  in- 
ducing speculators  to  nold  a  large  amount 
in  bond  ready  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  market.  One  result  was  that  the 
price  of  com  was  kept  at  a  much  more 
steady  level.  Another  result  was  that 
during  the  operation  of  the  duties  there 
were  alwavs  two  years'  consumption  of 
com  stored  up  in  the  country,  whereas, 
now,  we  were  living  from  hand  to 
mouth,  with  only  two  or  three  months' 
consumption  in  reserve ;  and,  therefore, 
any  sudden  emergency  might  reduce  us 
to  starvation.  We  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  taxpayer,  who  was  always 
ciyinff  out  and  giving  annoyance  to 
everybody.  By  a  stroke  of  the  pen 
they  might  derive  a  large  income  of 
many  mmions  a-yoar  from  the  pockets 
of  the  foreigner,  and  enormously  relieve 
the  taxpayer  of  this  country.  But  there 
was  one  great  obstacle  to  such  a  course. 
There  were  a  great  many  very  dis* 
tingoiahed,  very  able,  and  very  eloquent 
men  on  the  Treasurv  and  front  Opposi- 
tion BenohoBi  who,  while  on  other  matters 


they  maintained  an  attitude  of  the  most 
hostile  antagonism  towards  one  another, 
were,  unfortunately,  agreed  upon  the 
subject  of  Protection  and  Free  Trade. 
Many  of  them  had  been  in  former  times 
strong  advocates  of  Protection,  and  had 
suddenly  been  converted  to  the  doctrines 
of  Free  Trade.  This  change  had  been 
brought  about  by  political  considera- 
tions, and  not  from  conviction.  These 
Gentlemen,  naturally,  were  not  inclined 
to  recant  all  they  had  said,  and  admit 
that  they  had  yielded  to  political  neces- 
sity. Tliis  was  the  real  difficulty  of 
the  case,  and  how  it  was  to  be  got  over 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say.  But  it 
would  have  to  be  got  over  somehow,  for 
he  believed  it  was  the  feeling  of  the 
country  that  Free  Trade  without  Beoi- 
procity  was  national  ruin,  and  must  lead 
to  the  most  disastrous  results.  The 
pressure  would  become  so  strong  through- 
out the  leng^  and  breadth  of  the  land 
that  resistance  would  be  impossible.  He 
wished  to  add  one  word  with  reference 
to  a  remark  that  had  fallen  from  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.  He  had  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  the  excess  of  im- 
ports over  exports  was  no  proof  of  the 
failure  of  the  national  policy  in  this 
matter.  He  had  heard  that  statement 
with  the  most  profound  astonishment. 
He  wished  to  make  every  concession  to 
the  high  character  and  great  ability  of 
his  hon.  Friend ;  but  he  was  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  understand  how  any  man  occupy- 
ing the  distinguished  position  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  filling  it  with  so  much 
success,  could  put  forward  a  doctrine 
which  appeared  to  him,  not  only  un- 
tenable, out  monstrous.  It  was  a  simple 
question  of  arithmetic.  If  you  were 
always  giving  half-a-crown  and  taking 
a  shilling,  however  long  your  purse 
might  be,  where  would  your  position  be 
at  the  end  of  a  certain  number  of  years  ? 
As  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  collect  the 
facts,  the  balance  of  trade  against  the 
country  during  the  last  five  or  six  years 
had  been  somewhere  about  £150, 000, 000 
a-year.  The  question  was  one  of  fact  as 
well  as  one  of  policy.  They  were  pay- 
ing so  much  and  receiving  so  muon. 
They  were  payinsp  a  great  deal  and 
receiving  very  little — a  financial  poU^y 
which  must  load  to  irretrievable  na- 
tional ruin.  He  warned  the  House  that 
they  could  not  persevere  in  a  policy 
which  was  draining  the  resouroes  of  the 
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country,  and  the  e£Pect  of  which  would 
be  to  deprive  the  masses  of  the  people 
of  the  means  of  earning  their  livehhood. 
Mb.  BEIGGS  said,  he  woidd  not  oc- 
cupy the  attention  of  the  House  for 
more  than  a  few  minutes,  as  he  had  not 
come  down  prepared  with  a  speech.  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  pleased  to  hear 
the  declaration  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  they  were  undoubtedly  in 
favour  of  Free  Trade.  At  present  there 
was  no  question  of  Reciprocity.  That 
word  might  be  whispered  when  a  Cabinet 
Minister  visited  his  constituents,  or  be 
heard  occasionally  in  the  agricultural 
districts ;  but  it  coidd  not  in  the  House 
of  Conmions.  He  shoidd  have  imagined 
that  a  very  short  discussion  would  have 
disposed  of  this  question,  and  when  he 
heard  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegate)  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer did  not  inform  him  that  he  was 
guilty  of  obstruction  to  the  Business  of 
the  House.  Nothing  could  have  been 
dearer  to  the  heart  of  a  Freetrader  than 
to  hear  the  way  in  which  Protection, 
sitting  behind  the  Treasury  Bench,  had 
been  thoroughly  castigated  by  a  Con- 
servative Minister,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  for  some  time  it  woidd  dare  to  raise 
its  head.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  declared  that,  in  his 
opinion,  those  who  advocated  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws  were  not  so  much  de- 
sirous of  cheapening  the  food  of  the 
people  as  of  getting  cheap  labour  for 
themselves.  He  could  not  out  consider 
that  to  be  a  monstrous  accusation.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  labour  had  been  cheaper 
before  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  than 
it  had  been  since.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  say  that  com  was  cheaper  be- 
fore the  duties  were  abolished  than  it 
was  now.  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman 
assert  that  it  would  be  for  the  advantage 
of  the  working  classes  that  we  should  go 
back  to  the  state  of  things  which  existed 
before  the  Corn  Laws  wore  repealed? 
For  his  part,  he  believed  that  it  was  not 
in  the  interest  of  working  people  that 
Heciprocity  was  demanded;  it  was  in 
the  interest  of  land.  Those  who  were 
in  favour  of  Protection  did  not  want  to 
iiQpose  a  duty  upon  manufactured  arti- 
cles, but  upon  raw  materials,  and,  of  all 
raw  materials,  they  wanted  to  tax  com. 
["No!"]  What  was  it  then ?  What 
did  hon.  Gentlemen  want  to  tax  ?  What 
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else  could  they  tax  ?    They  talked  about 
silk  and  watches,  and  such  luxuiies  of 
life ;  but  these  formed  but  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  great  total  of  our  imports. 
The  great  total  of  our  imports  consiBted 
of  hides,  tallow,  cotton,  and  com.    How 
would  they  tax  America?    Would  they 
tax  its  cotton  or  its  com  ?    What  else 
had  America  to  tax  ?  [Mr.  Maodonau)  : 
Mops  and  pails.]  Mops  and  pails ;  well, 
they  might  as  well  try  to  mop  out  and 
pail  out  the  ocean  of  public  opinion  as 
expect  to  cany  the  object  they  had  in 
view.    The  proposal  was  really  so  ab- 
surd that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  made  it 
did  not  know  what  to  say  forthemselyes. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  once 
told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
(Mr.  M'Cullagh  Torrens)  that  there  was 
one  place  they  must  not  ffo  to,  and  that 
was  between  the  food  and  the  mouths  of 
the  people,  and  he  was  glad  the  €k)vem- 
ment  had  recognized  that  fact.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  employers  of  labour  and 
the  working  classes  were  as  true  to  Free 
Trade  at  that  moment  as  they  were  five 
years  ago — ^he  might  say  30  years — not- 
withstanding what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leeds  had  stated  that  even- 
ing.    Let  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
go  to  Blackburn  and  call  a  meeting  of 
the    working  classes,   and  discuss  the 
question  before  them,  and  if  he  got  a 
verdict  in  favour  of  his  Motion  he  (Mr. 
Brings)  would  never  in  that  House  speak 
against  it  again.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  Coventry  to-night.    Nouung 
could  be  more  curious  than  the  different 
lights  in  which  the  two  hon.  Members 
had  portrayed  that  city.     He  was  rather 
inclined  to  ag^ee  with  the   hon.   and 
learned  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Jackson)  that 
the  position  of  that  city  was  not  so  black 
as  it  was  painted  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Eaton)  on  the  other  side.     In  all  g^at 
transitions  some  people  must  suffer.     It 
was  the  case  in  liancashire.     When  they 
changed  from  the  use  of  the  handloom 
to  the  powerloom  the  small  weavers  suf- 
fered severely,  as  the   silk  weavers  in 
Coventry  had  done.     But  there  was  this 
which  was  worse  in  the  case  of  the  Lan- 
cashire weaver — he  had  carried  on  his 
trade  under  legitimate  conditions;  the 
silk  weaver  had  carried  on  his  trade 
under  illegitimate  conditions.     The  one 
had  suffered  under  the  natural  develop- 
ment of  a  trade,  the  other  because  he 
had  been   nourished  like  a  hot-house 
plant,  and  when  the  cold  blast  of  Free 
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Trade  oame  upon  liim  lie  oould  not  stand 
the  robust  atmosphere  of  open-air  com- 
petition. They  could  not  help  being 
sorry  for  both  of  these  classes ;  but  if 
they  were  to  move  on  in  this  world  they 
must  do  so  though  some  people  were 
left  behind  in  the  race.  It  was  idle  to 
endeavour  to  retain  an  unhappy  and 
illegitimate  state  of  thines,  because 
some  people  might  suffer  by  the  intro- 
duction of  a  better.  He  was  glad  the 
Goyemment  had  spoken  out  so  clearly 
and  definitely  on  the  subject  of  Free 
Trade,  and  he  hoped  it  would  set  at  rest 
the  question.  As  they  had  been  taken 
to  Coventry  so  much  in  the  course  of 
this  discussion,  he  might  quote  some 
lines  which  the  hon.  and  riffht  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  occupied  the  front  Mi- 
nisterial Bench,  remembering  the  old 
Free  Trade  struggles,  might  use  towards 
Members  opposite — 

"  Not  only  we    ...    . 
New  men,  that  in  the  flying  of  a  wheel 
Cry  down  the  past    .... 
Have  loved  the  people  well, 
And  loathed  to  see  them  overtaxed,  but  they 
Did  more,  and  underwent  and  overcame." 

Mb.  KEEMON  said,  this  question  had 
been  a  good  deal  discussed  by  the  work- 
ing people  of  Lancashire ;  so  much  so, 
that,  in  addressing  his  constituents,  he 
had  sometimes  to  tell  them  unpleasant 
truths,  such  as  if  they  were  prepared  to 
adopt  a  system  of  taxing  their  food  he 
should  be  prepared  to  advocate  Eeci- 
procity,  which  would  enable  them  to 
place  a  tax  on  foreign  manufactures. 
But  he  must  say  he  got  no  decided  an- 
swer from  them.  He  told  them  that 
before  discussing  the  question  whether 
they  should  place  a  tax  on  the  import 
of  foreign  manufactures  they  must  be 

Oared  for  a  corresponding  tax  on 
While  there  was  no  tax  on  com, 
the  farmer  had  a  right  to  buy  his  farm- 
ing implements  and  evervthin^  con- 
nected with  ^the  culture  of  his  land  as 
cheaply  as  he  possibly  oould.  The  two 
questions  must  go  together.  There  were 
two  sides  to  the  question  of  Free  Trade  ; 
and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Leeds  went  to  a  division  he  should  go 
with  him,  for  the  veiy  purpose  of  having 
it  understood  in  the  country  that  they 
could  not  have  Beciprocity  without  aban- 
doning the  benefit  they  received  from 
the  free  import  of  food.  If  they  took 
with  one  hand,  they  must  give  with  the 
other.    It  was  for  this  reason  only  he 


would  vote  for  the  Besolution,  although 
he  could  wish  it  had  been  differenUy 
worded.  If  there  was  an  inquiry,  the 
workiug  population  of  the  country  would 
have  it  in  their  power  to  state  what  they 
meant,  and  whether  they  wished  to  re- 
turn to  the  old  system  and  to  tax  im- 
ported food  as  well  as  imported  manu- 
lactures — ^for  the  taxation  of  the  two 
must  go  together.  Thev  must  not  ex- 
pect that  the  farmer  would  be  willing  to 
compete  with  all  the  world,  unless  he 
could  buy  all  he  required  in  the  cheapest 
market.  It  might  have  been  benenoial 
if  we  had  pursued  a  different  course 
when  we  adopted  Free  Trade;  but  it 
was  a  different  question  whether  we 
shoidd  now  retrace  our  steps.  There 
might  have  been  times  before  Free 
Trade  when  com  was  cheap ;  but  it  was 
still  true  that  we  had  passed  through 
crises  in  which  we  should  have  suffered 
still  more  acutely  if  it  had  not  been  for 
Free  Trade.  His  chief  motive  in  voting 
for  the  Besolution  was  that  the  public 
outside  should  become  acquainted  with 
the  real  state  of  the  case,  and  should 
realize  the  fact  that  they  must  consider 
the  much  more  serious  question  of  what 
should  be  done  with  imported  articles  of 
food. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 

Sosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  76 ;  Noes 
6  :  Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr* 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

TREATY  GUARANTEES. 
OBSERVATIONS.        QUESTION. ' 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUET,  in  ris- 
ing  to  call  attention  to  the  present  state 
of  the  European  Guarantees  under  the 
Treaties  of  1856  and  1871,  said,  that  he 
was  sorry  the  pressure  of  the  division 
which  had  just  taken  place  shoiild  have 
deprived  them  of  the  assistance  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General.  As,  however,  the  question 
which  he  had  to  ask  the  Government  was 
not  a  legal  one,  they  might  console  them- 
selves for  the  loss.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
Government  for  some  exjplanation  on  a 
matter  which  he  resaroed  as  of  the 
gpreatest  importance.  He  was  sure  every- 
one would  leel  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
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freat  oonsequence  to  this  country,  and  to 
urope,  to  know  exactly  how  we  stood 
with  reference  to  our  guarantees  to 
foreign  States  ?  He  himself  had  always 
had  considerable  doubt  as  to  what  was 
our  present  exact  situation  in  regard  to 
the  ^arantees  to  Turkey  under  the 
Treaties  of  1856  and  1871.  He  had 
made  more  than  one  attempt  to  obtain 
the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  GFovemment 
on  the  subject,  but  not  with  any  very 

great  success  or  any  definite  advantage, 
ut  he  observed  that  a  few  weeks  ago  a 
noble  Lord,  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, though  not  a  Member  of  the  Cabi- 
net, whose  ability  they  all  recognized 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  came  forward 
with  a  very  definite  statement  upon  the 
subject.  The  statement  was  made  evi- 
dently affcer  careful  consideration,  and  in 
carefully  selected  language,  and  he  would 
ask  leave  to  read  it  to  the  House. 

"  That  we  have  increased  our  liabilities  by  the 
Anglo-Turkish  Convention  is  equally  absurd. 
When  we  came  into  office  the  Treaty  of  Paris 
had  been  renewed  by  Mr.  Gladstone  three  years 
before,  and  by  that  Treaty  and  its  sec^uel — the 
Tripartite  Treaty — we  gave  an  unconditional  and 
unlimited  guarantee  to  maintain  the  integrity 
and  independence  of  the  Turkish  Empire.  At 
any  moment  France  or  Austria  might  have 
called  upon  us  to  maintain  by  force  of  arms  that 
pledge.  By  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  a  different  ar- 
rangement was  devised  for  European  Turkey. 
As  regards  the  remainder  of  Turkey,  we  substi- 
tuted a  limited  and  conditional  Treaty — limited 
to  Asiatic  Turkey,  and  conditional  upon  reforms 
being  carried  out.  So  long,  therefore,  as  the 
whole  is  greater  than  the  part,  so  long  will  a 
conditional  and  limited  Treaty,  such  as  the 
Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  bo  a  contraction  and 
not  an  expansion  of  an  unconditional  and  un- 
limited liability,  such  as  was  contained  in  the 
Treaty  of  1866." 

It  was  perfectly  plain  what  the  noble 
Lord  meant  by  that  statement.  It  either 
distinctly  asserted  or  implied  three  pro- 
positions. It  asserted,  first,  what  was 
perfectly  true,  that  before  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  tiliere  was  an  unlimited  and  un- 
conditional guarantee  under  the  Tripar- 
tite Treaty ;  second,  it  asserted  that  the 
unlimited  and  imconditional  guarantee 
no  longer  existed,  and  that  in  place  of  it 
had  been  substituted  the  Anglo-Turkish 
Convention;  and,  third,  as  that  was  not 
unlimited  and  not  unconditional,  and  as 
a  part  was  necessarily  less  than  the  whole, 
therefore  our  liabilities  were  less  than 
they  were  before.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  wished  to  know  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether 
this  opinion,  expressed  by  a  Minister  not 
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in  the  Cabinet,  was  the  view  of  that 
Cabinet?     He  wished  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  clearly  to  understand  that  his 
object  was  not  to  invite  him  to  contra- 
dict that  statement ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
hoped  he  would  confirm  it.     He  did  not 
desire  that  the  Tripartite  Treaty  ahoold 
exist.    He  desired  to  see  every  guarantee 
of  the  Turkish  Empire  disappear^  and 
the  more  they  disappeared  tihe  better  he 
would  be  pleased.    He  wanted,  however, 
to  know,  on  a  little  hieheranihorily  than 
that  of  the  noble  Lordthe  Yioe  President 
of  the  Council,  whether  that  was  the  true 
view  of  the  situation  ?  If  the  noble  Lord's 
view  of  the  situation  was  correct^  then 
at  Berlin  was  achieved  a  deetmotion  of 
the  Turkish  Empire  far  more  complete 
than  anyone  believed,  because,  aooording 
to  the  noble  Lord,  at  Berlin  was  swept 
away  at  once  and  for  ever  the  whole  of 
the  guarantees  which  had  been  created 
in  1856.    If  that  were  the  true  view  of 
the  case,  then  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  stmck 
a  fatal  blow  at  the  maintenance  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  Turkish  Empire,  because 
it  swept  away  the  whole  of  the  fabric 
which  was  created  in  1856.     He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  was  right,  for  it  would 
relieve  England  and  Europe  of  a  great 
embarrassment,  and  from  what,  if  acted 
upon,  would  prove  a  great  disgrace.  The 
Treaties  of  1856  had  never  been  opera- 
tive.    Whenever  a  easus  faederu   arose 
these  Treaties  had  broken  down.     In  the 
years  1870-71,  when  the  question  of  the 
Black  Sea  Clauses  arose,  the  Treaty  did 
not  work.    England,   in  common  with 
France  and  Austria,  had  engaged  to  re- 
sist by  force  of  arms  any  attempt  to  alter 
the  terms  of  that  Treaty ;  but  neither  she 
nor  any  of  the  other  Powers  did  resist 
such  an  attempt.  France  could  not  resist ; 
Austria  did  not ;  Germany  was  a  party 
to  the  demand  to  alter  it ;  and  England 
declined  to  resist  alone.  England  might, 
no  doubt,  have  acted  alone  andinterfered ; 
he  had  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
reproach  the  Government  of  that  day  for 
not  doing  so  ;  but  if  England  had  acted 
alone  she  would  not  have  acted  with  the 
force  of  the  Treaty  of  1856.    The  Go- 
vernment of  1871  did  not  act  alone,  for 
exactly  the  same  reasons  as  the  Govern- 
ment which  succeeded  them  declined  to 
act  alone  in  1878-9.    In  a  well-known 
despatch  accompanying  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  Lord  Sahsbury  steted  that,  nav- 
ing  denounced  the  retrocession  of  Bess- 
arabia and  the  cession  of  Batoum,  which 
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were,  of  course,  aviolationof  tlie  integrity 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  they  yielded 
these  points  because  they  found  that  the 
Powers  of  Europe  would  not  support 
them  in  resisting  them.  That  was  exactly 
the  eround  upon  which  Lord  Granville 
acted  in  1870  in  the  case  of  the  Black 
Sea  Clauses  of  the  Treaty  of  1 856.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  blamed  him  for  not 
acting  alone  then ;  why  did  they  not 
themselves  act  alone  in  the  case  of  Bes- 
sarabia and  Batoum  ?  Why,  because  all 
England  would  have  condemned  them, 
just  as  all  England  would  have  con- 
demned the  late  Goyemment  in  the  case 
of  the  Black  Sea  Glauses.  He  referred  to 
these  matters  incidentally,  only  to  sup- 
port the  proposition  that  whenever  a 
coHu  fxderis  had  arisen  the  shield  of  the 
Treaty  of  1856  had  utterly  broken  down. 
Not  one  of  the  Powers  to  those  Treaties 
had  ever  called  upon  the  other  parties  to 
carry  them  out ;  and  for  a  good  reason, 
probably  because  they  knew  they  would 
call  in  yain.  When,  in  1877,  the  Govern- 
ment received  notice  that  Bussia  was 
goinff  to  war — ^that  she  was  going  to 
attack  the  independence  and  integrity  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire — they  did  not  call 
upon  any  one  of  the  parties  to  the  Treaty 
of  1856  to  act  upon  it.  It  seemed  idle, 
therefore,  to  attempt  to  revive  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Treaty  of  1856  when  two 
successive  Governments  had  not,  when 
the  occasion  arose,  called  upon  any 
of  the  parties  to  this  Treaty  to  act 
upon  it;  and  when  none  of  the  other 
Powers  called  upon  England,  they  might 
look  upon  it  as  a  dead  letter.  He  wanted 
to  know  whether  we  could  regard  them 
as  documents  which  had  no  force  in 
Europe?  K,  however,  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  still  existed,  then  everything  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  had  said  was  wrong,  because,  in 
that  case,  their  liabilitios  were  not  dimi- 
nished ;  on  the  contrary,  they  remained, 
and  the  Anglo-Turkish  Convention  was 
superadded.  He  wanted,  therefore,  to 
know  if  the  noble  Lord  was  right  in 
saying  that  all  these  guarantees  had 
been  replaced  by  the  Anglo-Turkish 
Convention  ?  If  all  the  guarantees  given 
by  the  other  Powers  were  gone,  there 
was  no  guarantee  by  any  Power  in 
Europe  of  Turkey  in  Europe,  and  there 
was  no  guarantee  by  any  Power  in 
Europe  of  Turkey  in  Asia,  except  Eng- 
land under  the  Anglo-Turkish  Conven- 
tion, which,  Her  Majesty's  Goremment 
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would  admit,  had  not  yet  been  fulfilled. 
If  Armenia,  or  any  part  of  the  Turkish 
Empire,  were  attacked  to-morrow,  there 
would  be  no  Power  in  Europe  that  was 
under  any  obligation  to  defend  Turkey, 
because  he  did  not  think  the  reforms  of 
the  Turkish  GK)vemment  were  such  as 
would  enable  it  to  call  upon  England  to 
fulfil  the  Anglo-Turkisn  Convention. 
Of  course,  there  was  all  the  difference  in 
the  world  between  a  Treaty  of  guaran- 
tee and  a  Treaty  not  of  guarantee.  The 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  for  instance,  was  a 
Treaty  of  settlement ;  but  it  was  not  a 
guarantee.  The  Government  might 
make  a  settlement  which  they  did  not 
bind  themselves  to  support  bv  engage- 
ment. Whether  the  ^A^aty  of  1 856  was 
a  Treaty  of  guarantee  or  not  had  been 
very  much  in  dispute.  In  the  7th  clause 
there  were  the  words — 

«  Their  MajestieB  engage  each  on  his  part  to 
respect  the  territorial  independence  and  integrity 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire  guarantee  in  conmion 
the  strict  obeerrance  of  this  engagement ;  and 
will  regard  its  violation  as  a  question  of  general 
interest.*' 

There  were  no  words  of  that  kind  in  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin.  But  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  was  far  more  express.  It  was 
in  every  sense  a  Treaty  oi  guarantee— 

'*The  High  Contracting  Parties  guarantee 
jointly  and  severally  the  independence  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  Turkish  Empire  in  accordance 
with  the  Treaty  of  Paris." 

In  the  Second  Article  it  was  stated — 

'*  Any  infraction  of  the  stipulations  of  the 
said  Treaty  will  be  considered  by  tho  Powers 
as  a  casus  belli  " 

and  so  on.  That  was  a  guarantee.  He 
would  like,  therefore,  to  ask  how  the 
obligations  under  that  Treaty  were  ter* 
minated?  The  noble  Lord  used  lan- 
guage of  a  not  very  accurate  description, 
lie  said — **  We  substituted  for  those  en- 
gagements the  Anglo-Turkish  Conven- 
tion." **  We  "  could  not  do  anything 
of  the  kind.  Everybody  knew  that 
the  Tripartite  Treaty  did  not  leave  it  to 
one  Power  to  go  and  alter  it  without 
the  consent  of  the  others.  The  first  Ques- 
tion, therefore,  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  would  ask  was.  Did  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  stiU  exist  since  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  ?  Was  it  an  obligation  upon  the 
parties  ?  Could  we  caU  upon  Austria 
and  France  to  fulfil  it?  And  could 
Austria  and  France  call  upon  us  to  fulfil 
its  obligations?  The  noble  Lord  the 
Yice  P^dent  of  the  Council  said  wo 
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could  not.    He  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
wished  to  have  the  assurance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that   the    noble   Lord  was 
right.    If  that  was  so,  he  would  like  to 
know  at  what  period,  and  in  what  docu- 
ments, those  obligations  were  cancelled  ? 
Nothing  was  said  about  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.     The 
document  referred  to  in  the  Third  Article 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  was  the  general 
Treaty.   If  that  were  the  case,  he  would 
like  to  aek  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  it  would  be  taken  gene- 
rally that  the  effect  of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  was  to  dissolve  the  obligations  of 
the  Treaty  of  1856,  and  to  substitute  in 
their  place,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  said,  the  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention  ?     If,  again,  that 
were  so,  he  would  like  an  explanation 
of  what  was  the  particular  view  taken 
in  the  63rd   Article   of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin,  by  which  it  was  thought  desir- 
able to  recite  the  Treaties  of  1856  and 
1871 — that    was  to   say,   the    general 
Treaty  of  1856  and  the  Treaty  of  1871— 
and  to  say  that  except  so  far  as  they 
were  modilied  by  that  Treaty  they  would 
still    apply.     Of  course,    those    words 
were  susceptible  of   one   construction, 
and  that  was  the    construction  denied 
by  the  noble  Lord.    A  lawyer  would 
understand  them  to    mean    that    they 
were  a  saving    clause    of   the    Treaty 
of  1871.     The  noble  Lord  knew  better 
than  that.     He  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
had  supposed  that,  though  the  Turkish 
Em^nre  had  been  diminished,  still  it  was 
intended  that  the  old  guarantees  should 
be  revived  and  a2)plied  to  what  remained. 
He  need  not  say  that  a  view  of  that  kind 
would  be  entirely  inconsistent  with  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
l^resident  of  the  Council.     This  was  a 
question  of  most  serious  importance ;  it 
was  a  question  of  peace  or  war,  and 
affected  the  well-being  of  this  country  in 
relation  to  other  States,  and  it  was  there- 
fore necessary  that  they  should  know 
whether  the  Treaty  of  1856  and  the  Tri- 
partite Treaty  were  in  force  or  not.     If 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer  would 
toll  tliem  that  the  Government  accepted 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  he,  for 
one,  would  be  satisfied  ;  because  then,  at 
last,  they  would  get  rid  of  those  Euro- 
pean guarantees  in  which  they  had  been 
embarrassed  with  reference  to  Turkey 
in  Europe,  with  reference  to  our  engage- 
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ments  in  regard  to  Asiatio  Turkey  and 
the  Anglo-Tiurkiah  OonTention.     Efe  (Sir 
William    Harcourt)    had    nerer    been 
anxious  about  the  last,  because  the  con- 
ditions had  never  arisen  under  which  we 
should  be  compelled  to  it.     He  took  this 
opportunity  ox  enabling  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  deal  with  the  mat- 
ter, because  he  thought  it  of  too  great 
importance  for  a  simple  question  and 
answer.    He  did  not  appeal  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
or,  in  other  words,  from  one  Member  of 
the  Qovemment  not  in  the  Cabinet  to 
another  Member  of  the  G-ovemznent  not 
in  the  Cabinet.     He  wished   to  Imow 
whether  or  not  the  Cabinet  aooepted  the 
noble  Lord's  view  of  the  Treaty  r    That 
was  a  question  of  the  highest  politics. 
It  was  a  question  of  where   Cngland 
stood  as  respected  her  liabilities  under 
these  Treaties,   and   how    Europe  was 
affected  by  them.    He  therefore  trusted 
that  he  might  have  an  answer  which 
could  be  accepted  as  the  view  of  the  Go* 
vemment. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL   (Sir 
John  Holker)  said,  he  could  assure  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  he  was  not  particularly  de- 
sirous of  taking  the  responsibility  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  but, 
as  it  appeared  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  this  was  essentiallv  a  legal  question, 
and  depended  upon  the  construction  of 
legal  documents,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  done  him  the  honour  to 
ask  him  to  answer  the  question.     And, 
first,  he  must  express  his  reg^t  if  his 
absence  from  the  House  had  occasioned 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  slightest 
inconvenience,  as  it  was  not  intended  in 
any  discourteous  sense.    Now,  whatever 
they    mi^ht  think   of  this    question — 
whether  it  was  useful  and  opportune  at 
that  moment  to  raise  it  or  not — ^they 
must  be  filled  with  admiration  at  the 
great  industry  and  diligence  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  who,  amons    his 
multifarious  avocations,  could  find  timo 
to  read  all  the  speeches  of  Members  of 
the  Government,  whetlier  Members  of 
tlie  Cabinet  or  not,  delivered  in  or  out  of 
Parliament.     He  could  only  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  his    hon.  and   learned 
Friend  did  that  because  he  was  sincerely 
and  honestly  dcnirous  of  obtaining  con- 
siderable information.     He  dared  say, 
also,  tliat  liis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  a  lurking  idea  that  from  some  of 


645      Iir$aiif  Omraniees. —      IFebeuaby  13,  1880] 


OU$rvation%. 


646 


those  speeohes  he  might  extract  not  only 
information,  but  matter  which  would  en- 
able him  to  achieve  a  triumph,  if  only  a 
temporary  triumph,  either  over  the  per- 
son who  had  delivered  the  speech,  or 
Her  Majesty's  GK)vemment.  He  (the 
Attorney  General)  could  quite  imagine 
the  delight  which  filled  the  heart  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  when,  having 
got  from  the  speech  all  the  information 
he  could,  and  it  was  abundant,  he  hit 
upon  the  idea  that,  perhaps,  there  was 
something  in  it  not  precisely  accurate, 
upon  which  he  would  be  able  to  found  the 
basis  of  a  discussion  in  Parliament. 
What  did  his  noble  Friend  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  say?  Hiw  noble 
Friend  was  not  speaking  as  though  he 
was  arguing  in  a  Court  of  Law  ;  he  was 
addressing  a  Conservative  association, 
and,  no  doubt,  intended  to  speak  in  a 

?ractical  manner.  There  were  certainly 
'reaties  made  with  reference  to  Turkey, 
and  guarantees  were  given  of  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Turkish  Empire.  One  of 
these  Treaties  was  very  difficult  of  con- 
struction— the  Treaty  of  Paris  of  March, 
1856— and  there  was  another  Treaty  of 
1856,  to  which  the  '* Three  Powers" 
were  parties,  called  the  Tripartite  Treaty. 
Afterwards,  in  1871,  when  circumstances 
altered  somewhat,  all  the  Powers  thought 
it  right  to  annul  portions  of  the  Treaty 
of  Paris,  and,  by  mutual  consent,  to 
allow  portions  of  that  Treaty  to  be  dis- 
regarded altogether.  Now,  let  the  House 
consider  what  had  been  the  opinion  of 
the  great  Liberal  Party  with  respect  to 
those  Treaties ;  because  when  people 
made  speeches  before  Conservative  as- 
sociations or  audiences,  they  had  a  right 
to  bear  in  mind  not  only  the  arguments 
of  the  Government,  or  Members  of  the 
Government,  but  also  what  had  been 
said  on  the  other  side.  He  had  observed 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  for 
whose  knowledge  of  the  law  generally, 
and  especially  of  the  law  relating  to  our 
relations  with  foreign  Powers,  he  had 
the  greatest  respect,  had  studiously 
avoided  expressing  any  opinion  of  his 
own  on  the  subject,  and  had  contented 
himself  with  attacking  the  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council.  He 
would  have  been  delighted  to  hoar  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  that  ques- 
tion. He  had  commented  on  the  views 
of  the  Government ;  but  so  far  from  ex- 
pressing his  own  opinion  on  the  subject 
—And  no  man  was  more  competent  to 


form  an  opinion — ^he  had  been  wholly 
silent.  However,  the  other  Members  of 
the  Liberal  Party  had  not  all  of  them 
been  equally  reticent.  They  had  de- 
clared, over  and  over  a^^ain,  that  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  and  the  Tripartite  Treaty 
had  gone  long  ago  ;  that  circumstances 
had  altered ;  and  that  the  alteration  of 
circumstances  had  dissipated  the  Treaties. 
When  Bussia  thought  proper,  in  the  year 
1876,  to  make  war  on  Turkey,  there 
were  several  considerable  discussions-* 
most  interesting  and  animated  discus- 
sions— in  the  House.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers had,  indeed,  ventured  to  suggest  that 
there  were  Treaties  in  existence;  but  the 
reply  of  the  other  side  was  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  1876  difiPered  from  those 
of  1856,  and  that  the  operation  of  cir- 
cumstances had  obliterated  the  Treaty. 
That  was  the  argument  put  forward  by 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  of  great 
experience  and  knowledge— in  fact,  by 
the  Liberal  lawyers — and  listened  to  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  with  the  ut- 
most complacency.  Dealing  with  the 
question  as  a  lawyer,  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  shoidd  have  thought  that  such 
doctrines,  coming  even  from  his  asso- 
ciates, woidd  have  made  the  hair  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  stand  on  end. 
But  it  had  been  asserted  broadly,  by 
Member  after  Member  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  that,  owing  to  the  operation  of 
circumstances,  the  Treaty  of  Paris  and 
the  Tripartite  Treaty,  and  the  Treaty  of 
London  into  the  bargain,  were  all  en- 
tirely done  away  with,  and  that  view 
had  not  been  dissented  horn,  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  nor  did  they 
hear  even  the  faintest  g^oan  of  discon- 
tent from  him.  That  was  the  view  taken 
in  Scotland  as  well  as  in  England  and  the 
House,  and  represented  to  the  world  as  the 
correct  one.  If  that  was  so,  could  they 
find  much  fault  with  an  hon.  Member 
who,  not  being  a  lawyer,  took  not  the 
strictly  legal,  but  the  practical  view  of 
the  case,  which  had  been  assented  to  by 
the  Liberal  Party?  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Coimcil,  when  he  delivered  his 
speech  to  the  Conservative  Association  of 
the  University  of  Edinbiurgh,  took  the 
view  that,  practically,  the  Tripartite  Treaty 
was  Uirown  into  the  shade,  and  that,  for 
practical  purposes,  the  Convention  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Turkey  had 
taken  its  place.  No  doubt,  there  had 
been  alterations.in  oiroiiinitanced ;  and  if 
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there  had  heen  such  alterations  before 
the  war  of  1876  as  would  abrogate  a 
Treaty — if  such  a  doctrine  could  prevail 
— there  had  been  plenty  of  such  changes 
since.  He  (the  Attorney  General)  did 
not  say  or  think,  however,  that  that  was 
a  correct  view  of  the  case,  but  in  deal- 
ing with  such  a  subject  he  was  bound  to 
treat  it  in  a  lawyer- like  manner ;  and, 
treating  it  so,  the  position  of  things  was 
exceedingly  plain.  No  Power  having 
entered  into  a  Treaty  could  abrogate  it, 
except  with  the  consent  of  all  the  other 
Powers.  That  was  the  doctrine  re- 
cognized in  1871,  when,  as  some  people 
thought,  very  unfortunately  for  us,  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  was  altered  or  abrogated, 
and  it  was  regarded  as  a  sound  doctrine 
in  law  that  without  the  consent  of  all 
the  contracting  Powers  a  Treaty  oould 
not  be  altered.  So  with  regard  to  the 
Tripartite  Treaty,  which  existed  with  the 
consent  of  Austria,  France,  and  England. 
It  might  be,  perhaps,  not  probable  that 
either  of  the  contracting  Powers  would 
be  called  upon  to  fulfil  its  provisions ; 
but,  as  far  as  the  law  was  concerned,  he 
said,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
that  Treaty  was  still  in  force — was  still  in 
existence.  As  far  as  the  Treaty  of  Paris 
was  concerned,  the  matter  seemed  even 
more  abundantly  clear ;  because,  when 
the  Great  Powers  who  were  parties  to  it 
in  1856  came  to  make  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin,  they  studiously  preserved  by  the 
63rd  Article  the  Treaty  of  Paris  in  all 
its  provisions,  except  only  those  which 
haa  been  abrogated  or  altered  expressly 
by  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 
Practically,  then,  the  noble  Lord  was 
not  very  far  wrong  when  he  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Tripartite  Treaty  had 
been  thrown  into  the  shade,  although,  as 
a  matter  of  law,  it  was  evident  that  it 
still  existed ;  and  he,  for  one,  repudiated 
the  doctrine  that  Treaties  could  be 
altered,  when  entered  into  by  the  Great 
Powers,  simply  by  circumstances,  and 
without  the  consent  of  the  high  con- 
tracting parties. 

Mb.  CHILDEHS  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  reply  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
was  scarcely  satisfactory.  There  were 
one  or  two  apologies  contained  in  it 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  House 
might  very  well  be  directed.  In  the 
first  place,  it  should  bo  observed  that 
according  to  the  Attorney  Generid  a 
Minister,  however  careful,  usoally  need 
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not  be  aocnrate  in  addreaaixig  a  Oonser- 
vative  Association.  In  the  second  place, 
he  told  us  that  a  statement  affecting  a 
most  important  Treaty,  on  which  the 
affairs  of  Europe  in  the  Cast  hinged, 
mi^ht  be  legaUhr  incorrect,  but  practi- 
cally correct.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
learn  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer— the  view  of  the  noble  Lord  tiie 
Vice  President  of  the  Gouncil  having 
been  pronounced  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  be  practioallj  correct, 
though  legally  inoorreot  —  whether  it 
was  politi^Uy  correct  or  not — that  was 
to  say,  whether  the  Tripartite  Treaty 
was  or  was  not  looked  npon  as  binding 
by  the  Government  ?  That  was  the  im- 
portant point;  and,  putting  aside  the 
nice  distinctions  between  the  practical 
and  the  legal,  he  wished  to  be  informed 
what  the  actual  political  obligations  of 
the  country  were  held  to  be  by  the 
Cabinet. 

The  oh  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  must  apologize  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  for  not  having 
responded  to  his  very  pointed  challenge 
to  him  to  answer  the  questions  which  he 
had  put  to  him.    It  seemed  to  him  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  however, 
without  any  disrespect  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  those  questions 
really  turned  on  the  legal  oonstniction  of 
important  documents ;  and  that  it  was, 
therefore,   desirable  that  they  should, 
considering  the  nature  and  importance 
of  the  subject,  and  the  Assembly  in  which 
the  question  was  put,  receive  an  answer 
from  one  who  was  much  better  qualified 
than  he  could  pretend  to  speak  with 
authority  on  legal  matters.     His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Genwal 
had  accordingly  given  what  must  be  ac- 
cepted as  the  legal  view  as  to  the  present 
position  of  those  important  instruments, 
and  done  so,  he  thought,  in  a  manner 
more  advantageous  to  the  House  than 
if  he  himself  had  replied  to  the  questions 
of   the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
With  reg^ard  to  the  questions  put  to  him 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
fMr.  Childers),  he  wished  to  say,  in  the 
nrst  place,  it  was  a  little  hard  upon  them 
that  an  observation  should  be  made  as 
though  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
said  it  was  competent  for  the  Ministry  to 
make  statements  which  were  practically 
correct,  though  legally  incorrect.     He 
might,  however,  observe  that  his  noble 
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Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
was,  in  the  speech  to  which  attention 
had  been  called,  commenting  on  the 
practical  effects  of  certain  doctrines, 
with  regard  to  recent  proceedings  as  to 
the  Treaty  of  which  he  was  speaking, 
laid  down  by  high  authorities,  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  opposite,  who  had 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  results 
of  those  proceedings  had  been  prac- 
tically to  supersede  the  Treaties  made 
in  1856,  and  to  put  other  arrange- 
ments in  their  place,  by  which  the 
country  was  involved  in  greater  respon- 
sibilities than  before.  His  noble  Friend, 
taking  as  a  basis  the  statements  so  made 
—as  was  certainly  within  the  scope  of  his 
argument — went  on  in  his  speech  to 
show  that,  assuming  that  to  be  the  case, 
our  responsibilities  as  a  nation  were  not 
increased,  but  in  reality  diminished. 
His  noble  Friend  did  not  pretend  to  give 
a  legal  interpretation — and  it  was  very 
important  that  should  be  borne  in  mind — 
because  questions  of  the  kind,  when  they 
arose,  could  not  be  settled  by  the  ipse 
dixit  of  a  subordinate  Member  of  the 
€K)vemment,  or  by  that  of  any  Member 
of  the  Gt)vernment,  but  by  the  true  and 
proper  construction  of  the  instruments 
relied  on — a  construction  which  must  be 
discussed  by  all  those  who  were  parties 
to  the  Treaty,  and  who  might  have  a 
word  to  say  and  their  own  construction 
to  put  on  the  instrument.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  there  had  been  no  formal 
abrogation  of  the  Tripartite  Treaty  of 
1856  ;  neither,  on  the  other  hand,  had 
there  been  a  renewal  of  it.  The  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  to  a  very  great  extent,  modi- 
fied the  Treaty  of  Paris  of  1856,  and  the 
Tripartite  Treaty  was  a  sort  of  adiunct 
to  the  Treaty  of  Paris.  It  bound  the 
three  Powers  who  were  parties  to  it  to 
maintain  the  independence  and  integrity 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  that  was 
recorded  at  the  time  in  the  Treaty  of 
1856.  The  Berlin  Treaty  of  1878,  after 
having  largely  modified  the  provisions 
of  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  renewed  and  ex- 
pressly maintained  those  portions  of  that 
Treaty  which  had  been  modified  by  the 
stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 
What  was  the  efifect,  then,  of  the  modi- 
fication and  the  confirmation  of  the 
Treatv  of  Paris  on  the  Tripartite  Treaty  ? 
The  Tripartite  Treaty  was  not  expressly 
mentioned  in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  He 
did  not  know  that  it  could  be.  It  was 
not  expressly  abrogated,  nor  yet  was  it 


expressly  renewed,  in  view  of  the  altered 
circumstances  of  Europe,  and  the  Turkish 
Empire  in  particular,  after  the  settle- 
ment of  Berlin.  Nothing  had,  in  fact, 
passed  on  the  subject  between  the  three 
Powers ;  and  the  question  what  was  the 
precise  position  of  the  Tripartite  Treaty 
was  one  which  must  be  determined  by 
legal  interpretations,  upon  which  he 
should  be  sorry  to  pronounce  ex  cathedra. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract  asked  him  whether 
the  Government,  apart  from  the  legal 
or  practical  effect  of  the  existing  state  of 
things,  held  the  doctrine  which  was 
maintained  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  to  be  politically 
correct — that  was,  he  presumed,  whe- 
ther the  Government  considered  that  the 
general  effect  and  upshot  of  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  had  been 
such  as  to  place  the  real  and  virtual  re- 
sponsibility of  England  on  the  footing 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  described. 
His  answer  was  that  the  Government 
accepted  practically  that  view.  They 
considerea  that  the  Tripartite  Treaty 
had  been,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  had  just  said, 
thrown  into  the  shade  by  the  arrange- 
ments which  had  been  made  at  BerCn. 
It  was,  he  thought,  highly  improbable 
that  that  Treaty  could  be  appealed  to  in 
support  of  the  new  arrangements  that 
were  made  at  Berlin ;  but  he  was  far 
from  saying  that  it  might  not  be  under 
other  circumstances.  Much,  however, 
must  depend  on  circumstances  which 
might  occur ;  and  ho  should  be  sorry,  in- 
deed, to  say  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
a  Treaty  which  had  not  been  abrogated 
in  circumstances  which  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  foresee.  It  was,  he  thought, 
wrong  to  call  upon  an  English  Minister 
to  make  a  statement  of  the  kind  before- 
hand. His  noble  Friend  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, however,  perfectly  right  in  arguing 
that  the  effect  of  what  had  been  done  had 
been  in  reality  to  diminish  the  liability 
of  England.  Instead  of  an  indefinite 
engagement  by  which  they  might  have 
been  called  upon  by  other  Powers  to  de- 
fend the  Turkish  Empire  in  any  part, 
the  Government  had  undertaken  a  defi- 
nite engagement,  not  an  unconditional 
one,  but  one  conditional  upon  the  execu- 
tion of  certain  reforms.  They  had  un- 
dertaken it  with  reference  to  a  particidar 
portion  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  and  with 
the  stipulation  or  condition  that  it  should 
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be  in  a  case  in  wliich  Turkey  shonld  be 
called  upon  to  defend  herself.  These 
conditions  did  not  exist  in  the  Tripartite 
Ihreaty.  Upon  the  whole,  he  maintained 
that  the  view  expressed  by  his  noble 
Friend  in  his  speech  at  Edinburgh  was 
practically  and  politically  correct. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Gommittee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

SEED  POTATOES  (IRELAND)  {re-commUted) 
BILL— [Bill  68.] 

{Major  Nolan f  Mr.  Ocorge  Browne^  Mr,  F.  J, 

Smyth,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Instruction  to  the  Gommittee,  That 
they  have  power  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  to  kinds  of  seed  other  than 
Potato  seed. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 
Clause  2  (Application  of  Act). 

Major  NOLAN  said,  the  Government 
had  promised  to  accept  this  Bill  on 
condition  that  certain  Amendments  pro- 
posed by  them  were  inserted  in  it.  He 
proposed,  therefore,  to  insert  the  Amend- 
ment suggested  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAW  suggested  that  the  benefits 
of  Clause  6  should  be  extended  to  la- 
bourers who  tilled  small  plots  of  land 
belonging  to  their  employers.  Unless 
that  special  provision  was  made,  he  was 
afraid  they  would  hardly  come  within 
the  strict  definition  of  occupiers. 

Mr.  J.  L  0  W  T  H  E  R  thought  the 
suggestion  well  worth  consideration,  and 
it  was  one  which,  perhaps,  would  be 
most  conveniently  aealt  with  on  the 
Boport  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAW  observed,  that  it  would 
be,  of  course,  quite  competent  for  the 
Committee  to  put  in  some  words  to  that 
effect,  and  he  would  raise  the  question 
again  at  a  future  stage. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  would 
be  the  most  convenient  course;  and  if 
the  question  were  so  deferred,  he  would 
consider  it  in  the  interval. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  lino 
11,  after  the  words  ''seed  potatoes,"  to 
insert  the  words  **  seed,  oatt,  or  other 
seed." — {Major  Nolan) 

The  Chancellor  of  tli4  Mxchetioer 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Powers  of  Ghiardiana  to 
borrow). 

The  chairman  said,  that  the 
money  Resolutions  had  not  yet  been  re- 
ported, and  therefore  it  would  be  neces- 
sary, for  the  present,  to  postpone  the 
next  two  clauses. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  remarked,  that  he 
did  not  remember  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  yet  stated  what 
the  amount  of  the  loan  would  be.  

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied,  that  the  aggregate 
amount  would  be  about  £500,000,  and 
it  was  proposed  that  the  money  should 
be  advanced  from  the  Church  Funds. 

Clause  postponed. 

Clause  4  (Terms  of  loan)  postponed. 

Clause  5  (Orders  for  payments  of 
loans  may  be  made  by  Looal  GK>Tem- 
ment  Board)  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Application  of  loans). 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  39, 
after  the  words  ''seed  potatoes,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  ''seed,  oats,  or  other 
seed." — {Major  Nolan,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move  was  the  only  one 
as  to  which  ho  had  not  come  to  a  definite 
agreement  with  the  Qovemment.  He 
proposed,  at  lino  6,  in  page  3,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  ton,"  in  order  that  the 
word  **  twenty  "  might  be  inserted.  He 
thought  it  right  to  say  that  he  had  not 
come  to  any  definite  agreement  with 
the  Gt>vomment  as  to  this  Amendment ; 
but  it  was  tho  only  one  as  to  which  they 
were  not  agreed,  and  he  hoped  that 
they  might  still  see  their  way  to  accept 
it.  He  might  add  that  he  had  no  other 
Amendmonts  to  propose,  except  such  as 
wero  already  agreed  to.  When  the 
original  Bill  was  brought  in  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  good  enough 
to  say  that  the  Government  accepted  mo 
principle  of  the  Bill  with  one  or  two  unim- 
portant reservations,  and  he  hoped  this 
would  not  bo  ono  of  them.  The  object 
of  his  Amendment  was  to  extend  tho 
power  of  the  Guardians  to  sell  seed.  He 
Knew  many  occupiers  between  £10  and 
£20  who  certainly  would  find  themselves 
in  distressed  circumstances,  and  would, 
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he  believed,  be  very  glad  to  have  power 
to  buy  seed.  These  people  would  not 
be  able  to  obtain  fresh  seed  for  them- 
selves, because  the  seed  was  sent  from 
Dublin  or  Scotland  in  waggon  loads  of 
six  tons  at  a  time — a  quantity  which  was 
quite  beyond  their  reach.  Of  course, 
they  might  be  able  to  get  it  from  the 
local  seed  dealers ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
these  occupiers  would  have  far  more 
confidence  in  the  magistrates  and  Guar- 
dians. It  would  be  unwise  to  give  seed 
to  such  persons  as  these  ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  would  be  the  very  per- 
sons to  whom  it  should  be  sold  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
because  they  would  be  the  first  to  set 
an  example  to  others  how  to  pay.  The 
effect  of  a  certain  number  of  people  in 
the  district  paying  up  readily  would 
have  a  very  good  effect  ;  and  for  this 
reason  alone  the  Bill  might  fairly  be 
extended  to  persons  holding  land  valued 
at  more  than  £10. 

Major  O'BEIENE  wished  to  support 
the  Amendment,  because  he  founa,  on 
looking  over  the  Agricultural  Statistics 
for  the  year  1878,  that  by  far  the  largest 
number  of  holdings  were  of  SO  acres 
and  under,  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
potatoes  were  by  far  the  largest  crop 
grown.  It  was  in  the  proportion  of  3 
to  1 ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  was 
only  fair  that  the  Amendment  should  be 
accented 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  originally 
a  distinction  was  drawn  between  oc- 
cupiers and  owners.  The  Qovemment 
had  now  undertaken  to  re-consider  that 
proposition,  in  order  still  further  to  meet 
the  objects  of  the  Bill.  Now,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way  (Major 
Nolan)  proposed  to  abolish  the  distinc- 
tion between  occupiers  above  £10  and 
occupiers  below  it,  so  that  both  would 
stand  upon  an  equal  footing.  But, 
surely,  the  line  must  be  drawn  some- 
where? While  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gal  way  drew  it  at  £20,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had 
last  spoken  wanted  to  draw  it  at  £30. 
[Major  NoLAJT :  No ;  30  acres.]  Well, 
that  would  probably  give  a  value  of  over 
£20,  and  that  showed  the  difficulty  of 
agreeing  on  a  fixed  point.  Of  course, 
this  was  not  a  Party  question ;  but,  still, 
he  presumed  that  thoy  were  all  agreed 
that  there  was  some  point  at  which  a 
limit  must  bo  placed.  Upon  careful 
oonndtfrationthoGovemment  had  agreed 


that  the  limit  proposed  was  the  most 
reasonable  one  ;  for,  of  course,  they  could 
not  undertake  to  supply  seed  to  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  He  hoped  the  Committee 
would  see  that  the  proposition  in  the 
Bill  was  a  fair  and  reasonable  one. 

Mb.  O'SULUVAN  pressed  the  Go- 
vemment  very  strongly  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  There  were  two  or  three 
farmers  in  his  oWn  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood holding  land  of  the  value  of 
between  £10  and  £20  whoso  potato 
crops  had  been  a  total  failure,  who  had 
no  money  to  pay  their  rent,  and  who, 
therefore,  were  actually  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  some  of  their  poorer  neigh- 
bours. He  did  not  think  the  Amend- 
ment would  make  any  great  difference 
to  the  Government,  for  the  number  of 
holdings  between  £10  and  £20  was  not 
very  large;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  concession  would  be  of  very  great 
advantage  to  these  poor  people. 

Mb.  MELDON  observed,  that  there 
was  one  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
direct  particular  attention.  Quite  irre- 
spective of  the  relief  of  the  existing  dis- 
tress, any  legislation  which  would  lead 
to  the  introduction  of  new  potato  seed 
into  Ireland  would  be  of  the  very  greatest 
benefit.  The  want  of  fresh  seed  was  the 
cause  of  much  of  the  distress  and  of  the 
blight  and  bad  potato  crops ;  and  it  was 
so  patent  that  the  introduction  of  new 
seea  was  absolutely  necessary,  that  he 
hoped  that  as  the  question  of  increasing 
the  facilities  for  obtaining  seed  on  favour- 
able terms  under  the  Bill  was  hanging 
in  the  balance  the  Government  would  bo 
infiuenced  in  their  decision  by  the  con- 
sideration of  the  enormous  advantage 
that  would  be  conferred  on  Ireland  by 
the  general  introduction  of  fresh  seed. 

An  hon.  Mbmbeb  desired  to  corroborate 
what  had  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
necessity  of  new  potato  seed ;  and  if  the 
Government  could  stretch  a  point  with  a 
view  to  encouraging  the  introduction  of 
fresh  seed,  they  would  confer  a  greater 
benefit  on  the  country  than,  perhaps, 
anything  else.  An  illustration  would 
show  what  curious  ideas  still  existed 
among  the  Irish  people.  Ho  asked  a 
tenant  of  his  whether  he  ever  changed 
his  seed  ?  The  man  replied  that  he  did 
not ;  but  that  one  year  ne  used  dung  for 
manure,  and  the  next  sea  sand.  He 
most  strongly  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, because  he  was  sure  that  the  re- 
sult would  be  to  confer  a  benefit  upon 
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Ireland,  the  effect  of  wliioli  would  be 
felt  for  years  to  come. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be  a 
most  advantageous  thing  for  Ireland  if 
they  could  supply  the  whole  country 
with  a  fresh  stock  of  seed;  but  they 
must  measure  their  actions  by  what  they 
had  the  power  to  do.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  they  had  already,  by 
the  propositions  contained  in  this  Bill, 
incurred  a  liability  of  at  least  £500,000. 
It  must  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
effect  of  purchasing  large  quantities  of 
seed,  to  be  sold  to  the  people  on  ex- 
tremely lenient  terms,  must  be  to  con- 
siderably increase  the  price  of  seed  to 
other  persons.  The  further  they  went, 
and  the  more  the  Government  took  upon 
itself  the  onus  of  the  first  expenditure 
on  providing  seed,  and  offering  it  to 
occupiers  of  land  on  the  terms  proposed 
by  the  BiU,  the  more  the  price  of  seed 
was  likely  to  be  raised  against  the  pur- 
chasers of  potato  seed,  on  their  own 
account,  either  in  Ireland  itself,  or  in 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
That  was  a  point  which  they  were 
obliged  to  keep  within  view.  They 
knew  what  they  were  now  proposing  to 
do  for  the  smallest  class  of  owners ;  and 
to  carry  that  undertaking  further  than 
the  real  necessity  of  the  case  demanded, 
was  to  incur  a  very  serious  resi^onsibility 
indeed.  In  making  this  provision  for 
the  small  class  of  occupiers,  who  were 
really  not  in  a  position  to  procure  seed 
for  themselves,  they  were  justified  in 
their  acts  by  the  facts  already  known  to 
them.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  he  did 
not  think  they  would  be  justified  in  ex- 
tending the  measure  further  than  was 
at  present  proposed  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  the  Government 
had  met  them  so  reasonably  in  regard 
to  this  Bill,  that  nothing  would  be  fur- 
ther from  their  wisli  than  to  put  pres- 
sure upon  them.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  they  would  not  be  driven  to  a 
division.  There  was  a  groat  deal  of 
force  in  what  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said.  This  was  a  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  helping  small 
tenants  and  small  farmers.  Of  course, 
if  they  went  further  they  would  always 
bo  sure  to  find  plenty  of  men  in  groat 
distress  who  would  bo  very  glad  to 
purchase  seed  for  their  land  from  the 
Government  on  these  favourable  tun  us. 
Ho  would,  thoroforo,  suggest  ti»  the  Go- 


vernment that  thev  should    make  the 
limit  £15  instead  of  £10.     It  would  not 
increase  the  number  of  persons  bene- 
fited very  much,  nor  would  it  increase, 
to  any  considerable  extent,  the  respon- 
sibilities of  the  Gt)vemme]it ;  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  would  in  some  parts 
of  the  country  very  decidedly  increase 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill.     In  the  South 
of  Ireland,  for  instance,  there  were  a 
very  great    many  farmers    cultivating 
something  between  20    acres    and  25 
acres  of  land,  the  value  of  which  was 
certainly  under  £15  ;  while  ia  the  West 
of  Ireland,  on  the    other  hand,  there 
were  a  very  large  number  of  farmers 
whose  holdings  were  under  £10.     He 
hoped  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
consent  to  vary  his  Amendment  to  the 
extent  he  had  suggested. 

Mr.  G0ULDI1«J  pressed  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  limit  £20.  There 
were  many  persons,  to  his  certain  know- 
ledge, with  noldings  of  the  value  of  both 
£10  and  £15,  especially  in  Ghdway  and 
Mayo,  to  whom  it  would  be  their  duty 
to  give  seed,  for  they  would  never  be 
able  to  find  the  seed  for  themselves  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEE :  This  is  a  subject  of  very  great 
importance,  and,  at  the  same  time,  of 
very  great  difl&culty.  We  have  been 
for  some  weeks  in  communication  with 
the  highest  authorities  in  Ireland,  and 
with  persons  well  acquainted  with  agri- 
culture, on  the  subject,  and  I  should  not 
at  all  like  to  make  any  alteration  in  the 
amount  at  which  we  have  arrived,  after 
very  full  consideration,  without  time  for 
consultation  with  those  by  whom  we  have, 
in  a  great  measure,  been  guided.  If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  with- 
draw his  Amendment,  and  allow  £10 
for  the  present  to  stand  in  the  Bill,  we 
will  on  Monday  announce  whether  we 
can  consent  to  raise  the  sum  to  £15. 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  by  Monday  or  Tuesday  would  see 
its  way  not  merely  to  a  sum  of  £15,  but 
would  also  accept  his  original  Amend- 
ment of  £20.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  who  was  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  than  anybody 
else  in  the  House,  had  strongly  sup- 
ported the  proposal  for  £20. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Major  NOIAN  moved,  in  page  8, 
lino  7,  to  li'Jivo  out  the  words  **  a  half," 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  **  an."     The 
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effect  of  this  Amendment  was  to  raise 
the  quantity  of  seed  which  the  Guar- 
dians were  autliorizod  to  sell  to  a  quan- 
tity sufficient  for  one  acre,  instead  of 
half  an  acre. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Thb  chairman  declared  that  the 
Ayes  had  it. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Oh !  no ;  I  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  too  late  now. 
I  declared  that  the  Ayes  had  it,  and  no 
one  challenged  my  decision. 

M.VJOR  NOLAN  said,  it  did  not  matter. 
He  would  propose  instead,  after  the 
word  *'  acre,  in  line  7,  the  words  **  or 
an  acre."  Then  on  the  Report  they 
could    strike    out    the  words  ''a    half 


i> 


acre. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Major  NOLAN  moved,  in  page  3, 
line  1,  after  the  words  just  inserted, 
to  add  these  words — 

**  Of  seed  oats  or  other  seed  sufficient  to  sow 
another  acre  of  land,  statute  measure,  provided 
that  the  total  cost  of  such  seed  shall  not  exceed 
£5  for  any  one  occupier.'* 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  supposed 
the  intention  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  was  that  the  amount  sold  to  each 
occupier  should  not  be  greater  than  £5. 
The  clause,  as  now  amended,  might  read 
that  the  total  amount  which  the  Guar- 
dians were  authorized  to  sell  was  £5. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  gone  over  the  Bill 
very  carefully  with  him,  and  he  thought 
the  words  would  scarcely  bear  the  con- 
struction just  suggested.  If,  however, 
there  were  any  mistake,  it  could  easily 
be  remedied  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  wished  to 
propose,  as  a  further  Amendment,  to  insert 
before  the  words  *  *  five  pounds, ' '  the  words 
"  together  with  such  quantity  of  artifi- 
cial manure  as  may  be  considered  neces- 
sary." Ho  proposed  this  Amendment, 
because  it  would  be  quite  useless  to  give 
tenants — in  the  West  of  Ireland,  at  any 
rate— seed  potatoes  of  a  high  quality, 
and  not  to  give  them  at  the  same  time 
artificial  manure  to  use  with  them. 
There  were  a  great  number  of  tenants 
who  did  not  require  an3rthing  like  the 
quantity  of  potatoes  sufficient  for  an 
•ore,  or  even  nalf-an-acro  of  land ;  but 


he  would  give  them  such  an  amount  of 
artificial  manure  as  would  really  ferti- 
lize the  crop.  He  was  quite  certain 
that  if  they  gave  these  people  potatoes 
without  any  manure  the  seed  would  be 
only  wasted,  for  at  present  they  had  no 
moans  of  really  using  it  to  advantage. 
So  long  as  the  amount  of  the  grant  was 
kept  within  the  limit  of  £5,  he  did  not 
see  why  the  people  should  not  have  that 
done  for  them  which  was  most  beneficial 
to  them. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Is  it,  Sir,  within  the  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee  as  to  the  Bill 
that  this  Amendment  should  be  in- 
serted ?  I  doubt  whether  we  can  insert 
this  Amendment. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber is,  after  the  words  just  inserted,  to 
insert  these  words — 

''  And  seed,  oats,  or  other  seed  sufficient  to 
sow  another  acre  of  land,  statute  measure,  pro- 
vided that  the  total  cost  of  such  seed  shall  not 
exceed  £6  for  any  one  occupier.'' 

The  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  is  after  the  word  "  seed  "  to 
insert  these  words — 

*' Together  with  such  quantity  of  artificial 
manure  as  may  be  considered  necessary,  pro- 
vided," &c. 

The  objection  taken  is  that  there  is  no 

f)rovision  in  the  Bill  or  the  Instruction  for 
ending  money  for  other  purposes  than 
seed,  and  that  this  Amendment  is  outside 
the  Instruction  given  to  the  Committee. 
The  Instruction  given  to  the  Committee  is 
one  extending  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
to  other  classes  of  seed  only.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  the  objection,  technically, 
is  correct,  and  that  any  proposition  to 
include  a  loan  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing artificial  manure  cannot  be 
entertained.  The  point  is  a  very  small 
one ;  but  I  am  obliged  to  rule  in  favour 
of  the  objection,  because  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  object  of  the  Instruc- 
tion, as  well  as  of  the  Bill,  is  merely  to 
provide  loans  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing seed. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  suggested 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  not 
merely  to  provide  seed,  but  to  take 
care  that  the  seed  was  vitalized — that  it 
might  p^w  and  beoome  reproductive. 
They  did  not  desire  merely  to  provide 
potatoes  to  rot. 
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The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Under  that  construction,  we 
mip^ht  provide  forks  and  spades  also. 

The  oh  A.IEMAN :  I  think  that  I  can- 
not put  that  Amendment,  and  that  I  must 
put  the  Amendment  originally  proposed. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  com- 
plained that  the  House  generally,  and  pri- 
vate Members  especially,  who  wore  inte- 
rested in  this  Bill,  had  had  very  little  op- 
portunity of  considering  it.  There  seemed 
to  be  some  private  compact  between  two 
or  three  Members  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  the  rest  were  to 
have  no  opportunity  of  considering  it. 
The  Bill  was  only  distributed  two  or 
three  hours  before  they  went  into  Com- 
mittee. It  dealt  with  matters  of  the 
most  extreme  importance,  and  he  con- 
sidered it  had  not  been  dealt  with  pro- 
perly. On  so  serious  a  subject  the  Irish 
Members  were  entitled  to  have  full  time 
to  consider  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
Instead  of  that  being  given  to  them, 
some  private  arrangement  had  been 
made  between  one  or  two  hon.  Gentle- 
men and  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Major  NOLAN  remarked  that,  dur- 
ing the  recent  debate  on  Free  Trade, 
he  saw  two  Colleagues  representing  tlie 
town  of  Leeds  advocating  entirely  dif- 
ferent views.  One  proposed  one  course 
of  policy,  only  to  hear  his  Colleague  and 
brother  Member  immediately  afterwards 
l^ointing  out  that  that  policy  was  en- 
tirely wrong.  They  remained,  however, 
very  good  friends  in  spite  of  that.  It 
was  still  more  important  that  he  and 
his  hon.  Colleague  who  had  just  spoken 
should  not  have  any  difference  of  opinion 
on  this  point.  It  was  no  secret  that  in 
the  debate  which  took  place  a  day  or 
two  previously  several  hon.  Members 
declared  that  a  Bill  which  merely  gave 
a  loan  to  the  tenant  would  be  of  no  use, 
and  that  it  would  bo  necessary  to  make 
them  a  free  gift.  If  he  thought  there 
was  the  slightest  possibility  of  obtaining 
a  free  gift  from  the  Government,  ho  cer- 
tainly should  not  have  brought  in  this 
Bill.  Ho  had  acted  upon  what  he 
thought  the  Cabinet  were  likely  to  do. 
He  judged  the  Government  by  the  acts 
of  previous  Governments  as  well  as  their 
own ;  and  he  felt  that  if  he  brought  in 
a  Bill  for  a  free  gift  there  was  not  the 
slightest  chance  of  its  passing.  Ho  there- 
fore brought  in  one  which  he  thought 
they  could  get  enacted  before  the  time 
came  when  it  was  absolutely  uocossary 


that  the  seed  fihoald  be  sown.  It  was 
very  painful  for  him  to  have  to  differ 
from  any  Member  of  his  Par(y,  beeanse 
their  objects  were  the  same,  and  they 
were  both  alike  anxious  to  provide  seed 
for  the  tenants  of  Ireland  in  the  best 
possible  way.  Possibly  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  haa  formed  a  different  opinion 
about  the  means  to  be  employed.  Ho 
was  sorry  to  differ  as  to  means  with  any 
hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
especially  with  any  Irish  Member ;  and 
he  was  still  more  pained  that  there 
should  be  any  difference  on  this  sub- 
ject between  himself  and  his  hon.  Col- 
league. He  wished  to  explain,  there- 
fore, that  he  drafted  the  Bui  in  Dublin, 
and  brought  it  in  before  he  had  any 
knowledge  of  what  the  Govermnent  were 
going  to  do,  and  it  was  printed  before, 
as  he  believed,  the  Gt)vemment  even  saw 
it.  It  turned  out  that  they  were  draft- 
ing a  Bill  with  the  same  central  idea  of 
lending  money  without  interest  through 
the  Poor  Law  Unions,  and  of  making 
the  Poor  Law  Unions  responsible  for  it. 
As  to  hurrying  the  Bill  on,  it  undoubt- 
edly had  been  hurried  on  ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  distributed  more  than 
two  or  three  hours  ago.  It  was  distri- 
buted four  or  five  hours  ago ;  and  Irish 
Members  who  had  been  waiting  to  help 
it  on  had  had  an  opportunity  of  reading 
it,  and  it  had  received  very  considerable 
consideration.  It  was,  as  they  all  knew, 
of  tlio  greatest  importance  that  this  Bill 
should  be  pressed  on,  for  the  reason  that 
the  planting  of  potatoes  began  about  the 
10th  or  the  15tli  of  March,  and  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  still  earlier.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  they  had  not  merely 
to  finish  the  Bill,  but  they  had  to  g^ve 
the  Guardians  of  the  poor  time  to  con- 
sider it,  and  to  order  potatoes  from  Soot- 
land.  In  this  case,  therefore,  speed  was 
not  hurry,  and  there  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  get  the  measure  through 
Committee  in  four  or  five  hours.  He 
did  hope  that  no  Member  would  delay 
the  progress  of  the  Bill.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  if  his  hon.  Colleague  had 
drafted  the  Bill  it  would  have  been  much 
better  as  a  Bill;  but  he  (Major  Nolan) 
thought  that  his  own  had  abetter  chance 
of  passing.  It  was  far  more  important 
that  the  people  should  get  the  seed  than 
that  they  should  discuss  what  was  the 
best  way  in  which  they  should  get  it, 
and  the  question  of  re-payment  was  a 
very  small  one. 
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Mb.  MITOHELL  HENRY  did  not 
see  any  necessity  for  this  sudden  out- 
burst of  affection  for  himself  on  the 
part  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Colleague, 
for  he  had  no  controversy  with  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  The  object 
which  they  all  had  in  view  was  to 
make  the  best  Bill  possible.  It  seemed 
that,  according  to  the  Bill,  they  could  not 
give  the  small  tenants  who  were  to  have 
the  seed  the  fertilizers  which  would  make 
it  useful.  The  fact  that  he  was  defeated 
in  his  attempt  to  move  a  useful  Amend- 
ment merely  on  a  technical  point  was 
very  strong  evidence  of  the  injudicious 
way  in  which  this  business  had  been 
managed.  He  would  have  suggested 
this  Amendment  before  if  he  had  seen 
the  Bill  earlier ;  but  if  it  could  now  be 
introduced  in  any  way  it  would  be  quite 
satisfactory.  Would  it  be  possible  to 
move  words  on  the  Report  which  would 
result  in  e£fecting  what  he  desired  ? 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Recovery  of  price  from 
purchasers). 

Major  NOLAN  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words  ''within  two  months,''  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  ''  at  the  same 
time  as  the  first  ordinary  rate  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  made  in  the  unions." 

Mb.  MITOHELL  HENRY  considered 
this  provision  for  the  re-payment  by 
small  tenants  of  the  amount  of  the  cost 
of  seeds  to  be  exceedingly  injudicious. 
The  clause  provided  that  tenants  should 
make  this  re-payment  in  money ;  but  it 
was  well  known  that  they  lived  upon 
their  potatoes  and  did  not  sell  them. 
The  seed  which  would  be  given  to  them, 
and  which  would  germinate,  would, 
therefore,  never  be  turned  into  money  at 
all.  In  those  circumstances,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  know  whence  the  tenants  could 
get  the  money  to  repay  the  loans,  which 
wore  reooverable,  in  the  most  stringent 
manner,  through  the  Courts  of  Session, 
which  would  subject  the  tenants  to  the 
Beizure  of  their  chattels.  They  were  al- 
ready in  debt  to  their  landlords,  and  still 
further  in  debt  to  the  shopkeepers,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  were  now 
going  to  tie  another  mill-stone  of  debt 
around  their  necks  ;  the  result  would  bo 
that  a  great  many  tenants  would  fail  to 
repay  tne  amounts  as  they  became  due. 
The  Govommont  word  inducing  chari- 


table persons  to  give  food  to  the  poor 
tenants ;  and  why,  under  these  circum- 
stances, they  should  not  give  them  small 
quantities  of  seed  potatoes  and  oats, 
necessary  to  supply  them  with  food  dur- 
ing the  next  year,  he  could  not  imagine. 
When  seed  was  sent  from  this  country 
to  France,  the  French  tenants  were  not 
asked  for  re-payment.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  supply  of  seed  ought  to  be 
distributed  entirely  as  a  gift ;  and  if  it 
were  given  through  relief  committees — 
through  clergymen  in  the  various  dis- 
tricts, or  through  landlords  who  would 
take  charge  of  it — the  seed  would  not  be 
misapplied,  and  the  tenants  would  not 
need  this  obligation  to  be  placed  upon 
them  of  re-paying  the  cost,  which  would 
only  add  to  the  debt  by  which  they 
were  already  weighed  down.  He  quite 
agreed  that  the  Bill  should  be  passed 
without  unnecessary  delay ;  but  he  could 
not  see  that  a  few  hours  spent  by  hon. 
Members  in  consultation  would  make 
any  difference  whatever :  for,  as  it  was, 
the  Committee  had  no  opportunity  of 
making  the  measure  such  as  it  ought  to 
be. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  suggested  that 
the  clause  should  be  amended,  so  that 
discretion  might  be  left  to  the  Guardians 
to  consider  the  circumstances  of  each 
person  to  whom  advances  were  to  be 
made. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that,  of 
course,  the  Boards  of  Guardians  had 
specific  power  to  recover  the  amounts 
due.  Tne  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry),  taking  exception  to  this 
clause,  referred  to  the  gifts  of  seed  mad 
to  the  French  peasantry.  He  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  would  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  these  were  gifts  which  came  from 
private  sources,  and  stood  upon  an  en- 
tirely different  footing  to  advances  made 
by  the  State.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
did  not  propose  to  pauperize  the  people ; 
they  only  desired  to  afford  them  some 
assistance,  making,  at  the  same  time, 
provision  for  the  re-payment  of  the 
cost. 

Amendments  made. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Power  of  entry  and  in- 
spection). 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  moved 
that  this  clause,  which  he  oonsidered 
to  be  of  the  most  harassing  and  unrea- 
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sonalilo  kind,  be  bmittod.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  Bill  had  been  drawn  by 
someone  who  had  a  complete  mistniet 
of  the  Iriali  tenantry  ;  and  he  could  not 
"Conceive  why  the  clause  had  been  so 
framed,  knowing,  as  he  did,  the  dislike 
and  tho  fear  which  the  email  tenants  in 
Ireland  had  for  the  visits  of  officials  upon 
their  farms.  The  words  of  the  clause 
wore  these — 

"  VThoa  any  seed  hns  liccn  aol  J  unflor  this  Act 
toanv  occupierof  Inndinnnyrnion,  nny  of  thi' 
GuariiianB  of  tho  Union,  or  tiny  peraon  nonii. 
nnted  by  tho  Gaardinne,  or  by  tho  Locil  t>o- 
vommcnt  Board,  may,  at  all  rcaaonablo  times, 
ontot  into  and  fiaraino  any  land  occupied  by 
Buch  occupier,  tor  tho  purpose  of  aacortainiag 
whether  tho  Bood  sold  to  sueli  occupiur  has  boon 
properly  Bovm  by  him." 

This  power  had  no  limitation  whatever, 
and  tho  individual  nominated  by  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  or  the  Local  Oo- 
vernmont  Board,  might  enter  as  often  as 
he  liked.  But  how  could  it  be  ascer- 
tained whether  tho  seed  bad  been  pro- 
perly sown,  except  by  digging  it  up  ? 
The  person  nominated  might,  under  this 
clause,  proceed  to  annoy  tho  tenant. 
Let  the  Committee  remember  that  this 
provision  of  seed  would  be  useful  to  some 
of  tho  moat  miaerublo  cottiers  on  the 
face  of  the  earth — to  people  who  culti- 
vated little  patches  of  land,  and  who 
would  BOW  tho  seed  given  to  them,  tak- 
ing care  of  it  in  a  way  that  largo  far- 
mers had  no  notion  of.  They  wore 
poiog  to  tako  with  those  poor  people  all 
the  precautious  which  might  more  pro- 
perly be  applied  tothose  who  were  about 
to  bo  entrusted  with  great  properly. 
The  rest  of  tho  clause,  nlso,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  exceedingly  objectionable,  and 
was  as  follows : — 

"  If  any  pirson refuses  fo  a  GunrJinn  or  other 
IKinon  acting  in  elocution  of  this  Act  ailniis- 
sion  to  any  liuid  which  suuh  tiuardian  or  person 
is  cntitkif  to  enter  or  exaiuiuc,  or  olulnicls  or 
inipodea  liim  in  so  entering  or  oxniiiininp-,  the 
person  ao  uffvudinp;  may  be  prosecuted  inn  sum- 
mary manner,  nceunling  to  the  provisions  of  tho 
IVtty  Sussiuus  (Irvlitnill  Act  IHol,  and  any  Act 
nmendinfj;  tlio  snniu,  and  un  convietiun  shall  bo 
luiblo  to  a  line  not  czeeetliu);  £i." 

Why,  the  tenant  was,  probably,  not 
worth  5rf.  or  5»,  in  money,  aud  would 
lose  hia  whole  substance  if  he  should 
obstruct  this  npcdleas  examination  of  his 
crops.  Ho  considered  tho  clause  un- 
worthy of  the  Bill,  and  that  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  making  it  most  un- 
pleasant for  the  tenants  of  Irolaad. 
Mr.  MiUhtll  HtHrjf 
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Moved,  to  omit  the  olaoBe. — (Mr.  Mit- 
chell Hmry). 

Ma.  J.  LO  WTHEB  said,  that  the  pro- 
vision was  simply  made  in  order  tliat 
persons  should  not  be  able  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  boun^  of  Parliament  for 
the  purposes  of  fraud.  There  was  no 
idea  whatever  of  instituting  thia  won- 
derful organ  of  oppression  referrad  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Qalvay. 

JIotioD,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agrud  ta. 

Clause  9  [Summary  recoToiy  of  price 
of  seed). 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  equally 
objected  to  this  clause.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  objected  to  the  Bill  altogether, 
but  especially  to  thia  clause  as  it  stood, 
which  gave  Uie  Guardians  of  the  TTnioa 
powerto  proceed  before  justices  of  petty 
sessions  for  the  recovery  of  amounts 
claimed.  In  this  case,  the  sum  of  £3 
was  mentioned ;  but  he  had  ab«ady  ex- 
plained to  the  Committee  that  the  te- 
nants would  not  have  £2  to  pay.  They 
had  no  means  of  turning  their  potatoes 
into  money  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  where 
they  did  not  sell  their  potatoes  at  all,  but 
put  them  up  into  pita,  keeping  them  for 
food  during  the  year.  They  were  about 
to  give  to  the  Guardians  the  strongest 
power  known  to  the  law  for  tho  recoveir 
of  these  debts,  and  the  olause,  in  his 
opinion,  appeared  to  be  moat  arbitrary. 

Majok  NOLAN  was  glad  to  accept 
the  responsibility  of  this  clause.  The 
Committee  would  remember  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  to  be  persuaded 
to  exercise  their  powers,  and  it  was  there- 
fore necessary  to  give  them  the  greatest 
possible  fttcihty  for  recovery.  They  must 
nave  facilities  for  the  recovery  of  the 
debts,  or  they  could  not  be  expected  to 
give  the  seed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Powers  of  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  where  Guardians  make  de- 
fault) agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Saving  for  other  remedies) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Repayment  of  loans  mado 
by  the  Board  of  Works). 

Mk.  CHILDEES  said,  this  clause  in- 
volved a  linancial  question  to  which  he 
desired  to  draw  the  attention  of  Ae  right 
hon.  Uentlemau  the  ChoacoUor  of  the 
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Exchequer.  He  suggested  that  a  dause 
should  be  inserted  carrying  out  the  same 
provisions  with  regard  to  the  remitted 
interest  appearing  as  a  charge  on  the 
Bevenue  of  the  year  as  in  the  India  Bill 
of  last  year,  when  money,  as  in  this  in- 
stance, was  advanced  by  the  Exchequer 

without  interest.  

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  quite  understood  the  point  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers),  which 
should  receive  his  consideration. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Confirmation  of  expendi- 
ture by  Guardians,  and  indemnity). 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  moved  to  insert, 
in  page  5,  line  32,  the  words  ''Local 
Government  Board"  after  the  word 
**  Guardians." 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  beUeved 
that  there  would  exist  at  all  times  diffi- 
culties with  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  as  to  whether  they  would  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  not  be  earned  out  in  many  cases, 
and  that  the  Guardians  would  not  make 
use  of  the  powers  given  to  them,  because 
the  inducements  to  do  so  were  not  suffi- 
cient. He  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
whether  it  was  proposed  to  compel  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  do  so? 

Major  NOLAN  said,  if  his  Colleague 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  would  look  to 
Clause  2,  he  would  see  that  this  point  had 
already  been  provided  for,  and  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  might  require 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  put  into  force 
the  provisions  of  the  Act.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  this  was  doubly  provided  for  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  MELDON  wished  to  utter  one 
word  of  warning  with  regard  to  the 
seed  to  be  sown.  As  soon  as  it  was 
known  that  seed  was  wanted,  a  large 
number  of  charitably  disposed  peoplo 
would,  no  doubt,  volunteer  to  sell,  at  Uie 
best  possible  price,  potatoes  for  seed. 
Care  should  be  taken  that  no  seed 
should  be  purchased  except  such  as  was 
suited  to  the  Irish  climate.  There  was 
a  talk  of  importing  seed  potatoes  from 
America.  He  ventured  to  sav  that  if 
that  was  done  the  result  would  do  simply 
ruinous  to  the  next  year's  crop,  and 
that  entire  failure  would  follow  from 
planting  soob  seed.  He  believed  himself 


that  Scotch  potatoes  were  the  best  suited 
for  planting  in  Ireland ;  and  it  would 
certainly  be  the  duty  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  in  sending  out  their 
Circular  to  the  Guardians,  to  call  atten- 
tion to  this  very  important  point.  If  un- 
suitable seed  was  sown,  the  result  would 
be  disastrous ;  for  the  farmers  would  lose 
their  crops,  and  the  Guardians  the  ad- 
vances they  had  made.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  consult  persons  of 
experience  and  knowledge  on  this  point, 
and  take  care  that  no  mischief  was  done 
by  providing  seed  potatoes  not  likely  to 
suit  the  soil  and  climate  of  Ireland.  It 
was  unfortunate,  also,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers generally  had  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  looking  over  and  thoroughly 
considering  this  jBill.  Things  done  in  a 
hurry  were  seldom  well  done.  He  had 
not  had  any  opportunity  of  examining 
the  provisions  oi  the  Bill,  except  during 
thepast  few  minutes ;  but  it  had  occurred 
to  him  that  an  indirect  result  of  the 
measures  which  the  Gt)vemment  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  brought 
in  might  be  to  disfranchise  all  those 
who  took  advantage  of  the  relief  to  be 
afforded.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  should  see  to  the  matter 
so  far  as  the  present  Bill  was  concerned, 
and  have  it  made  clear  that  under  the 
Eegistration  of  Parliamentary  Voters' 
Acts  the  acceptance  of  relief  under  the 
Bill  would  not  be  held  to  disfranchise 
an  elector.  He  was  sorry  also  that  the 
penal  clauses  were  inserted. 

Major  NOLAN  undertook,  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  would  prepare  a  clause  dealing 
with  this  last  point,  to  bring  it  up  on 
the  Eeport.  He  did  not  think  the 
matter  affected  himself  personally,  be- 
cause nobody  under  £10  had  a  right  to 
vote.  Still,  the  clause  would  be  very 
useful  inpreventinff  any  question  on  the 
point.  He  believed  it  would  bo  neces- 
sary to  report  Progress  after  this  clause, 
unless  there  was  moans  of  bringing 
up  the  Eeport  on  the  money  clauses. 
If  that  could  be  done,  of  course  it  would 
much  facilitate  Business. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  in  the 
Circular  now  in  course  of  preparation  a 
warning  would  be  inserted  to  cultivators 
with  regard  to  the  seed  that  should  be 
sown.  Of  course,  it  would  be  improper, 
in  any  suggestions  offered  on  this  clause, 
to  advise  the  use  of  any  one  particular 
class  of  seed  exclusive  of  others,  except 
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with  a  view  of  affording  facilities  for  the 
dissemination  of  seeds  of  varions  kinds. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  al- 
luded to  American  potatoes.  This  was 
probably  a  question  upon  which  Home 
Kule  would  not  be  a  very  popular  cry  ; 
for  he  believed  they  were  aU  a  greed 
that  potatoes  other  than  Irish  were  what 
ought  to  be  sown.  He  hoped  the  advice 
given  in  the  Circular  would  be  sufficient 
to  prevent  error  on  this  point.  He  believed 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  take  the  He- 
port  on  the  money  clauses  that  night, 
and  therefore  it  would  be  necessary  to 
report  Progress. 

IfR.  MITCHELL  HENEY  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
those  who  were  responsible  for  this 
Bill,  had  calculated  the  quantity  of  seed 
potatoes  which  would  actually  be  re- 
quired, or  was  likely  to  be  required  ?  If 
this  Bill  was  to  be  made  of  any  practical 
use,  there  would  bo  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty in  procuring  seed  potatoes  in  the 
proper  quantity  ;  and,  as  a  consequence, 
they  would  have  a  series  of  jobs  and 
speculations  as  to  the  supply  of  seed, 
which  would  deprive  this  measure  of 
half  the  benefit  it  was  intended  to  confer 
upon  the  tenants.  Half  the  benefit  to 
be  derived  from  this  measure  was,  that 
it  would  substitute  new  seed  for  the 
worn  out  seed  which  had  so  lone  been 
sown  in  Ireland.  In  his  humble  opi- 
nion, when  the  Government  became 
aware  of  the  great  deficiency  there 
would  be  in  the  supply  of  seed,  they 
should,  through  agents,  have  purchased 
in  various  places,  without  giving  notice 
to  anybody,  largo  quantities  of  the 
proper  kind  of  seed.  They  could  have 
done  that  in  various  ways,  as  on  former 
occasions.  For  instance,  they  might 
have  acted  confidentially  through  some 
of  the  large  seed  merchants.  |Thero  were 
many  honourable  firms,  who,  without 
disclosing  the  name  of  their  purchaser, 
would  have  contracted  for  large  quanti- 
ties of  the  proper  kiuds  of  seed  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  world.  Or  again,  if 
they  had  put  this  matter  into  the  hands 
of  the  Director  of  the  Navy  Contracts,  he 
could  easily  have  purchased  large  quan- 
tities of  seed  potatoes,  and  had  them 
ready  for  distribution  by  this  time.  That 
was  the  reason  why  he  objected  to 
relieving  the  Government  of  their 
proper  responsibility,  which  they,  as 
IriBii  Members,  had  chosen  to  ao  by 
bringing  in  this  Bill.    If  it  produced 

Mr.  J.  Lowther 


evil,  or,  at  any  rate,  did  not  aooomplish 
all  the  good  that  was  to  be  expected, 
the  natural  answer  of  the  Government 
would  be — "  Why  we  adopted  joui  own 
measure."  He  maintained  that  to  pre- 
pare for  this  emergency  was  a  duty  in- 
cumbent on  the  Government ;  and  that 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  niahing 
in  with  a  ready  prepared  Bill,  which 
the  Government  eagerly  grasped  at  and 
adopted,  they  had  placed  themselyes  in 
a  very  false  position.  For  his  part,  he 
wished  to  wash  his  hands  of  any  re- 
sponsibility for  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  that  with  regard 
to  the  answer  of  his  hon.  and  g^imant 
Friend,  that  persons  rated  at  lees  than 
£10  were  hot  entitled  to  vote,  he  must 
caU  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
posal was  to  extend  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  on  Beport  to  persons  rated  at  £15  or 
£20.  Besides,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  a  person  might  be  rated  in  respect 
to  more  than  one  holding,  in  order  to 
qualify  him  for  the  franchise.  It  was 
necessary,  therefore,  to  take  oare  that 
people  should  not  be  disfranchised  by 
takmg  advantage  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr$$d  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Major  Nolan,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

SEED   (IRELAND)   [aDVANCKs]. 
Considered  in  Committoc. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved^  That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriae  tho 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
liament, of  any  sums  of  money  which  may  be- 
come payable  under  tho  provisions  of  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  to  enable  Guardians  of 
the  l^oor  to  borrow  money  for  the  purpoeo  of 
procuring  Seed  for  Tenants  in  Ireland. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 


ALKALI  ACTS  AMENDMENT,    &C.   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclateu-Booth,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Alkali  Acts  1863  and  1874,  and  to 
pro>'ide  for  the  more  effectual  condonBation  of 
Noxious  and  Offensive  Gases  in  Alkali  and  other 
works,  or</«rr</ to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sclatbh- 
BooTH,  Mr.  Secretary  Cuoss,  Viscount  Samdok, 
and  Air.  Salt. 

Bill/7iY##M(Mr,  and  road  the  first  timo.  [Bill  74.] 
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pooB  LAW  ouABDiAKS  (ibbland)  (ifnas- 

TERS  OF  religion)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Edmomd  Fitzmaubicb, 
Bill  to  remove  the  disqualification  of  Ministon 
of  Religion  in  Ireland  to  be  Poor  Law  Guar- 
diana,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord  Edmoxb 
FiTZMAURici,  Mr.  Shaw,  and  Mr.  Denis 
O' Conor, 

Billj»rrMM^#<f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  76.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
One  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday ,  \Uh  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]  —  Skssxonal  Committebs— Office 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Hod; 
Committco  of  Selection  on  Ojpposed  Private 
Bills ;  Standing  Orders  Committee  on  Private 
Bills,  appointed  and  nominated, 

Pi'BUC  Bill — Firtt  Reading  —  Artizans  and 
Labourers  Dwellings  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act  (1875)  Amendment^  (8). 

ARMY— PURCHASE  OFFICERS'  WIDOWS. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBUBY,  in 
rising  to  aak  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment, 
If  it  is  their  intention  to  return  to  the 
widows  or  children  of  officers  killed  in 
action  during  the  late  wars,  and  who 
had  purchased  their  commissions^  any 
part  of  Uie  money  so  laid  out  by  them 
under  the  past  rules  of  the  service? 
said,  the  hon.  and  ffallant  Member  for 
Brighton  (Oeneral  ohute)  brought  for- 
ward this  question  in  *'  another  place  '' 
last  Session  after  these  wars  had  lasted 
18  monUis.  Now  that  they  had  lasted 
six  months  loneer,  it  was  only  right  to 
bring  it  under  Uie  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships. It  had  reference  entirely  to 
officers  who  purchased  their  commissions 
before  the  Hules  of  the  Service  in  re- 
spect of  commissions  were  altered  to 
their  present  form.  Officers  were  then 
obliged  to  purchase  their  commissions, 
or  they  could  not  receive  quo  promotion 
and  their  juniors  were  promoted  over 
their  heads.  This  was  a  hard  thing  to 
bear  to  men  who  wanted  to  rise  in  their 
Profession,  and  many  officers,  therefore, 
spent  all  their  means  to  purchase  their 
commissions.  Every  possible  excuse 
should  be  made  for  officers  under  these 


drcumstanoes.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  the  old  system  was 
a  good  or  a  bad  one.  Many  anomalies 
worked  well  in  practice,  and  British  offi- 
cers, under  the  purchase  system,  nobly 
did  their  duty ;  but  the  system  of  retire- 
ment offered  to  the  purchase  officers  made 
England  a  gambling  table,  at  which  the 
Government  were  the  croupimrB  and  the 
officers  were  the  victims.  With  officers 
who  had  entered  the  Army  since  the 
Eules  were  changed  the  present  question 
had  nothing  to  do.  Considering  the 
enemies  to  whom  they  had  been  opposed 
in  the  late  wars,  and  the  numoer  of 
battles  in  which  they  had  been  engaged, 
there  had  been  an  extraordinary  number 
of  officers  killed.  That  circumstance  it 
was  for  military  men  to  explain;  but 
there  was  this  to  be  said — that  they  had 
shown  the  courage  habitual  to  their  race, 
and  had  proved  it  in  every  case.  Par- 
liament had  abolished  the  old  system 
and  established  a  new  one,  and  ought  to 
take  care  that  under  the  latter  no  in- 
justice was  suffered  of  the  nature  to 
which  the  Question  referred.  Under 
that  system  those  who  had  purchased 
their  commissions  lost  to  their  families 
the  money  so  invested.  It  was  on  be- 
half of  the  widows  and  orphans,  there- 
fore, that  he  pressed  the  subject  on 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships.  They 
ought  to  have  returned  to  them  in  such 
an  event  a  portion  of  the  money,  or 
have  the  benefit  of  interest  upon  it. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  asking  his 
Question. 

ViscoujfT  BUEY  observed,  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  put  the  Question  to 
the  Government  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  adopt  a  certain  course  in  regard 
to  the  widows  and  orphans  of  officers 
who  had  fallen  in  action.  He  must  re- 
mind the  noble  Earl  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  not  exercise  a  discre- 
tion in  this  matter,  and  that  all  they 
could  do  was  to  act  on  the  Koyal  War- 
rants which  had  been  issued,  and  on  the 
Code  of  Begulations  in  force.  Their 
Ijordships  would  remember  that  previous 
to  the  Crimean  War  the  families  of  pur- 
chase officers  killed  in  action  lost  the 
value  of  their  commissions.  In  1855, 
however,  under  Lord  Panmure,  a  Royal 
Warrant  was  brought  in,  providing  that 
if  an  officer  was  killed  in  action  his 
widow  should  receive  the  purchase  value 
of  his  oommiiwioni  providing  she  was  not 
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in  what  might  be  called  affluent  circum- 
stances ;  and,  of  course,  the  word  **  afflu- 
ent "  was  distinctly  defined  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  War  Office,  and  a  certain 
scale  of  income  was  laid  down,  within 
which  a  widow  might  receive  the  regula- 
tion money.    Then,  when  the  system  of 
purchase  was  abolished,  Lord  Cardwell 
laid  it  down,  in  a  very  distinct  manner, 
that  officers  should  be  placed  in  the  same 
position  after  the  abolition  of  purchase 
as  they  were  in  before  that  abolition — 
that  they  should  be  in  no  worse  and  in 
no  better  position  in  consequence  of  the 
abolition  of  purchase  ;  and  that  the  State 
and  not  the  next  senior  officer  succeeded 
to  the  vacant  position.    That  canon,  so 
laid  down,  had  been  acted  on  in  several 
Hoyal  Warrants  issued  since  that  time. 
Under  those  Warrants,  when  an  officer 
was  killed  in  action,  and  his  widow  was 
in  indigent  circumstances,  she  received 
either  the  regulation  compensation  for 
her  husband's  commission  or  a  pension  ; 
but  if  her  circumstances  were  such  that 
she  would  not  bo  eligible  for  a  pension, 
then  she  would  not  be  entitled  to  claim 
the  value  of  her  husband's  commission. 
He  quite  admitted,  with  the  noble  Earl, 
that  very  great  hardships  frequently  arose 
under  those  circumstances ;  but  it  was  not 
a  hardship  which  had  been  created  by  the 
present  Government.   They  succeeded  to 
it  from  their  Predecessors,  and  their  Pre- 
decessors also  succeeded  to  it  from  former 
Governments.     No  substantial  alteration 
had  been  made  since  Lord  Panmuro's 
Hegulation  in  1855,  which  was  still  in 
force.     A  great  many  cases  had  been 
already  decided  in  accordance  with  the 
llegulation  promulgated  in  that  year; 
and  if  there  wore  to  bo  any  modification 
now,  it  must  bo  not  only  prospective,  but 
retrospective,  and  cause  considerable  in- 
convenience.    The  question    had    been 
before  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Colonel 
Stanley),  and  he  had  consulted  some  of 
his  financial  Colleagues  to  see  whether 
anything  further  could  bo  done.  Further 
than  that  ho  could  not  say;  but  thcro 
was  every  disposition  to  construe  the  law 
laid  down  for  the  guidance  of  the  War 
Office  in  a  manner  that  would  alTurd  the 
greatest  consideration  to  the  claims  of 
the  widows  and  children  of  officers. 

LoKD  ELLENBOIIOUGK  pointed  out 
that  it  was  a  groat  anomaly,  now  that 
purchase  was  abolished,  that,  in  the 
Bame  regiment,  one  officer   should  bo 
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serving,  having  pniehased,  and  the 
other  not  having  done  bo.  Thus  the 
death  of  one  officer  might  cause  a  great 
pecuniary  loss ;  whilst,  in  other  circum- 
stances, the  officer  just  having  purchased, 
the  widow  and  children  of  an  officer 
killed  in  action  might,  in  a  pecuniary 
point,  be  benefited  to  the  extent  of  the 
allowance  or  pension  sranted  them.  He 
trusted  Her  Majesty'B  Government  would 
eventually  see  the  way  to,  in  some  mea- 
sure, modify  this  injustice. 

ARMY  — THE   AUXILIARY    FORCES  — 
THE  VOLUNTEER  REVIEW. 

QUESTION.   OBSEBYATIOKS. 

LoBD  CAMPBELL:  My  Lords,  the 
Question  I  have  given  Notice  of  was 
put  down  in  some  degree  to  enable  me 
to  ofTer  an  opinion  on  a  point — although 
it  may  not  seem  a  very  g^rave  one — 
which  much  concerns  a  large  branch  of 
the  Auxiliary  Forces.  The  opinion  has 
been  based  on  long  and  personal  expe- 
rience, and  it  will  not  require  many 
minutes  to  support  it.  As  regards  the 
great  annual  held  days  of  the  Volun- 
teers, with  which  society  is  thoroughly 
familiar,  we  stand  apparently  in  this 
way — For  a  few  years,  from  different 
causes,  they  have  gone  into  abeyance. 
It  is  now  intended  to  revive  them.  There 
is  a  fresh  departure  on  the  subject. 
Different  projects  have  been  mooted. 
The  Government  are  not  committed  yet 
to  any.  They  are  on  the  point,  how- 
ever, of  declaring  themselves.  It  is 
stated,  in  the  ordinary  channels  of  intel- 
ligence, that  the  local  board  of  Alder- 
shot  have  strongly  urged  the  advantage 
of  a  held  day  at  that  place,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Aldershot  Division.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  Brighton  Corpora- 
tion, with  a  highly  laudable  regard  to 
the  gain  of  every  pubhcan  in  that  con- 
siderable watering-place,  are  moving 
heaven  and  earth — at  least,  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Volunteer  commanders — 
to  restore  the  very  thing  which  used  to 
happen,  and  at  the  very  time  which 
used  to  be  allotted  to  it.  Before  pro- 
testing, individually,  against  the  gratui- 
tous relapse,  I  wish  to  take  advantage 
of  the  shelter  which  an  eminent  autho- 
rity has  given.  General  Sir  Hope  Grant, 
not  many  years  back,  presiding  upon 
one  of  these  occasions,  reported  to  the 
Gt)vornment  against  them.  So  groat  a 
soldier,   and  so  eminent    a   character, 
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officially  explained  to  the  GoTemment 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  continued,  be^ 
cause  their  inconveniences  were  greater 
than  the  benefit  resulting  from  them. 
The  exact  view  which  swayed  General 
Sir  Hope  Grant  is  beyond  my  recoUeo- 
tion,  as  it  is  a  long  while  since  the  docu- 
ment was  promulgated.  On  this  point, 
no  doubt,  the  War  Office  are  ready  to 
enlighten  us.  But  having  myself  been 
present  as  an  auxiliary  officer  at  nearly 
all  of  these  parades,  I  can  put  before 
the  House  in  a  few  words  some  grounds 
which  justify  a  verdict  so  authoritative. 
One  is  that,  at  such  an  early  time  as 
Easter,  parades  on  the  sea-coast  are 
threatened  by  the  gravest  interruption 
from  the  stormy  weather  which  is  not 
imlikely  to  prevail.  A  striking  illustra- 
tion of  the  hazard  took  place  at  Dover  a 
few  years  back,  and  of  course  it  might 
happen  equally  at  Brighton,  since  Dover, 
although  a  favoured  ^ot,  has  no  mono- 
poly of  tempests.  The  brigades  were 
formed  on  the  sea- walk,  and  in  a  quarter 
of  an  hour  the  violence  of  the  eale  was 
such  that  they  were  actually  (uspersed 
by  order.  Had  it  not  been  for  tne  ac- 
tivity of  the  illustrious  Duke  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief of  the  Army,  who  in 
the  afternoon  rode  over,  I  beueve,  from 
Walmer  Castle,  some  20,000  men,  at 
great  expense  to  every  regiment,  would 
have  come  down  from  points  much  more 
remote  than  the  Metropolis,  for  nothing 
but  the  spray  which  fell  upon  their  uni- 
forms. As  it  was,  even  the  effort  of  the 
illustrious  Duke,  with  all  his  aides-de- 
camp to  back  him,  could  only  re- 
assemble some  half  of  the  Force  which 
had  been  scattered.  There  were  com- 
manders without  regiments,  field  officers 
without  horses,  and  horses  without  field 
officers.  At  that  time  the  unanimous 
conclusion  was  that  these  annual  parades, 
however  excellent,  ought  never  to  be' 
held  again  under  such  circumstances ; 
that  if  they  took  place  at  Easter  it  ought 
not  to  be  at  the  sea-coast ;  that  if  they 
took  place  on  the  sea-coast  it  ought  not 
to  be  at  Easter.  If  I  am  not  mistaken, 
it  was  further  on  in  time  that  General 
Sir  Hope  Grant  explained  the  disadvan- 
tages of  Brighton.  One  of  them — whe- 
ther it  struck  him  or  not — is  absolutely 
fatal.  You  cannot  keep  the  g^und 
when  you  are  followed  for  only  two  or 
three  miles  by  so  great  a  population. 
DiBoipline  is  lost  and  movements  are 
confounded.    I  have  seen  under  my  own 
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eyes,  when  forced  to  take  a  regiment 
there,  the  crowd  pressing  so  close  to  the 
rear  of  the  line,  that  there  was  no  space 
to  form  a  quarter  distance,  or,  as  it  is 
now  termed,  a  quarter  column,  when  in 
order  to  return  to  Brighton  such  a 
movement  was  essential.  There  is  an- 
other serious  objection,  which  may  have 
possibly  escaped  Sir  Hope  Grant,  who 
went  there  rather  as  a  cntio  of  manoeu- 
vres. It  is  the  bad  effect  on  men  in  the 
ranks  of  loitering  for  many  days  with- 
out restraint  or  influe^ce  of  any  kind  in 
a  town  so  large  and  so  accessible  as 
Brighton ;  and  where,  indeed,  the  Bail- 
way  Company  allures  them  for  a  sojourn 
wholly  irrespective  of  any  military  duty. 
It  is  a  fact  which  often  came  before  me 
that  on  the  Easter  Monday  men  who 
had  been  wearing  uniforms  for  days  be- 
fore actually  absented  themselves — their 
zeal  having  evaporated  in  too  lonff  a 
holiday — vmile  tne  burden  of  the  day 
was  borne  by  those  who  left  their  beds 
in  the  Metropolis  at  4  or  5  o'clock,  and 
thus  showed  that  they  were  not  in  all 
respects  unworthy  of  campaigning.  But 
there  is  a  ffrave  objection  to  Easter 
Monday  field  days  wherever  you  may 
hold  them.  No  battalion  drills  precede 
them,  because  the  season  is  too  early 
for  them.  The  Force  is  therefore  unpre- 
pared. The  excitement  they  involve 
makes  it  verv  difficult  to  get  men  to 
attend  battahon  drills  for  some  weeks 
after  they  have  happened.  This  objec- 
tion would  partly  cease  if  a  parade  at 
Whitsuntide  was  allowed  to  follow  that 
of  Easter;  while  that  of  Easter  took 
place  in  the  interior  and  not  upon  the 
sea-coast.  But  we  start  at  present  from 
the  given  axiom  that  only  one  of  any 
magnitude  is  contemplated.  In  that  case, 
the  conclusion  I  have  long  ago  arrived 
at  is  that  it  ought  to  take  place  at 
Aldershot  in  combination  with  the  Beg^- 
lars,  during  the  Whitsuntide  BecMS, 
when  it  is  much  easier  to  assemble  men 
from  different  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom than  at  Easter.  Some  might  think 
Shomcliffe  more  desirable.  But  where 
all  may  thoroughly  unite  is  in  depre- 
cating the  revival  of  what  Sir  Hope 
Grant  officially  condemned,  P&rtiiy  on 
the  grounds  that  gallant  offioer  ad- 
vanced, partly  upon  those  which  I  have 
touched,  without,  of  course,  attempting 
to  exhaust  them.  I  will  conclude  by 
asking,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposes  to  sanction  a  Volunteer 
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Field  Day  at  Brighton  on  Easter  Mon- 
day? 

ViscoTTNT  BURY :  I  need  hardly  re- 
mind your  Lordships  that  the  initiative 
with  regard  to  these  Eeviews  has  by 
custom  been  long  left  to  the  commanders 
of  the  Volunteer  Force  themselves.  The 
eloquent  speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
ought,  therefore,  to  have  been  addressed 
to  the  meeting  of  commanding  officers, 
he  himself  being  one,  assembled  to  ar- 
range for  the  Review.  Wo  have  not  at 
the  War  Office  yet  received  any  official 
intimation  of  the  wish  of  the  Volunteers 
to  hold  a  Eeview  this  year  at  Brighton, 
although  I  believe  it  is  their  intention. 
After  consultation  with  the  illustrious 
Duke  the  Commander-in-Chief,  it  ap- 
pears to  the  War  Office  that  there  is  no 
sufficient  reason,  if  they  should  ask,  why 
they  should  not  receive  permission.  With 
regard  to  the  opinion  of  General  Sir 
Hope  Grant,  quoted  by  my  noble  Friend, 
we  do  not  think  that  a  partial  failure  of 
a  Keview  12  years  ago  would  be  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  preventing  the  Volun- 
teers mustering  at  Brighton.  The  choice 
of  location  is  limited  by  two  considera- 
tions— the  first  is,  whether  transport  can 
be  obtained;  and  the  second,  whether 
a  suitable  ground  in  connection  with  it 
can  be  had  ?  Since  Easter  Monday  be- 
came a  Bank  Holiday,  the  railway 
authorities  have  found  it  very  difficult 
to  transport  a  numerous  body  of  Volun- 
teers in  addition  to  their  holiday  traffic  ; 
but,  on  this  occasion,  Mr.  Knight,  the 
officer  at  the  head  of  the  Brighton  and 
South  Coast  Bailway,  has  made  great 
exertions  to  provide  adequate  means  of 
transport ;  and  I  have  reason  to  believe 
he  wul  be  able  to  overcome  all  difficulties 
if  the  Volunteers  desire  to  be  taken  to 
Brighton.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  other 
place  where  that  could  be  the  case  ;  and 
the  War  Office  does  not  feel  in  a  posi- 
tion to  refuse  its  consent  if  it  is  asked, 
as  I  hope  it  will  be,  and  I  trust  that  we 
shall  see  this  year  a  Eeview  on  Easter 
Monday  at  Brighton. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  CLERK  OF  THE  PABLIA- 
MENTS  AND  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENTLEMAN 
USHE&  OF  THE  BLACK  ROD. 

Select  Committeo  appointed :  The  Lords  fol- 
lowing were  numod  of  the  Committee : 

Ld.  Chancellor.  M.  Salisbury. 

Ld.  President.  M.  Bath. 

IaI.  Privy  Seal.  Ld.  Steward. 

D.  Saint  Alluins.  Ld.  Chamberlain. 

M.  Lansdowne.  £.  Devon. 

Lord  CamphiU 


E.  Doncaster. 
E.  Tknkerville. 
E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Bradford. 
E.  Granville. 
E.  itimberley. 
E.  Sydney. 
E.  Biiedesdale. 


▼•HawavdflBu 

Y.  Haxdinge. 

Y.  ETerslBy. 

L.  ColTille  of  Golron. 

li.  MoZUOIL. 

L.  Colchester. 
L.  Skelmersdale. 
L.  Aveland. 


OPPOSED  PRIVATB   BUXS. 

The  Lords  following ;  viz., 

M.  Lansdowne.  L.  Boyle. 

L.ColvilleofCalroBS.    L.  Skelmersdale. 

were  appointed,  with  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to  the 
House  the  names  of  the  five  LiOTds  to  form  a 
Select  Committee  for  the  consideratioizi  of  each 
opposed  Private  BilL 

PRIYATB  BILLS. 

Standing  Orders  Committee  appointed :  The 
Lords  following,  with  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, were  named  of  the  Committee  : 

D.  Somerset.  V.  Eversley. 
M.  Winchester.            V.  Halifax. 
M.  Lansdowne.  L.  Camoys. 

M.  Bath.  L.  Saye  and  Sele. 

M.  Hertford.  L.  Baifoor  of  Barley. 

E.  Devon.  L.  ColviUe  of  Culioos. 
E.  Airlie.  L.  Boyle. 

E.  Carnarvon.  L.  Monson. 

E.  Cadogan.  L.  Digby. 

E.  Belmore.  L.  Colchester. 

E.  C*hichester.  L.  Sildiester. 

E.  Powis.  L.  De  Tablev. 

E.  Yerulam.  L.  Skelmersdale. 

E.  Morley.  L.  Sudeley. 

E.  Stradbroke.  L.  Belper. 

E.  Amherst.  L.  Ebury. 

E.  Sydney.  L.  Egerton. 

y.  U  awarden.  L.  Hartismero. 

V.  Hutchinson.  L.  Penrhyn. 

V.  Hardinge.  L.  Wolverton. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday f  leth  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— New  Member  Sworn— Edward 
Qeorge  Clarke,  esquire, /or  Southwark. 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Beer  Dealers' 
Retail  Licences*  [65];  Artizans*  DweUingt 
Act  (1868)  Amendment  Act  (1879)  Amend- 
ment* [63]. 

CofnmittM — lielief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  [1]^ 
R.p.  ;  Ancient  Monuments  [61],  [Houae 
counted  out]. 

Committee — J?<7H>r^— Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  [rt^ 
comm).  [68]. 

Third  keadiug — Companies  Acts  Amendment* 
[62],  and  |>MiMf. 
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I  Boldiere'  quarters  ;    and  until  those  at 
I  Limerick  are  completed    it  ia  not  pro- 
Tlie  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  ,  bable  that  those  at  Longford  can  bo  un- 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the  I  derttiken.     The  claims  of  other  Irish  ata- 


INDISPOSmON  OF  MB.  SPEAKER. 


unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  < 
account  of  indispoBition : — Whereupon 
Mr.  Kaikes,  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 


mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  1  to  mv 
to  the  Table  as  Deputy  Speaker,  and 
after  Prayers  counted  the  House,  and. 
Forty  Members  being  present,  took  the 
Chair,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 


tions  have  also  to  be  considered.  With 
regard  to  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  if  he  will  refer 


QUESTIONS. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  hariag 
reference  \o  his  obseryatione  at  the  close 
of  last  Session  in  respect  to  Civil  Service 
writers.  Whether  any  arrangement  has 
been  made,  or  is  in  contemplation,  to 
improve  the  condition  of  that  class  of 
public  servants? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK,  in  reply,  said,  he  did  not  re- 
collect having  made  any  observation 
last  Session  conveying  the  impression 
that  arrangementa  were  in  contempla- 
tion to  improve  the  condition  of  Civil 
Service  writers.  No  such  arrangements 
wero  in  contemplation  either  last  year 
or  at  present. 

CYPRUS— THE  ORDINANCES. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  his  promise  of  placing  in 
the  Library  the  Ordinances  of  Cyprus 
will  be  acted  upon  ? 

Mr.  BOUKKE,  in  reply,  said,  that  all 
the  Ordinances  of  Cyprus  would  in  future 
be  placed  in  the  Library  as  soon  as  they 
were  received  by  the  Qovommont. 


ARMY— 1/)NUF0RD   DARHACKS. 

Mr.  EREINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  ho  will 
take  advantage  of  this  time  of  distress 
to  undertake  the  long  contemplated  im- 
provements in  the  barracks  at  Longford, 
and  to  increase,  in  accordance  with  his 
promise  last  year,  the  number  of  troops 
quartered  in  that  town  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY:  Sir,  only  a 
limited  amount  of  the  funds  at  our  dis- 

potal  can  be  devoted  to  new  married  I  Warrant  of  July  1679? 
^         Z  3 


r  to  his  Question  ( 


the 


subject,  he  will  find  that  no  promise  was 
given  of  an  increase  to  the  number  of 
troops  quartered  at  Lon^ord.  What  I 
then  said  was  to  the  effect  that  when 
the  promise  woe  given,  in  1878,  that  a 
detachment  would  be  sent  to  occupy 
these  barracks,  it  was  given  with  tiLe 
qualification  "  if  possible ; "  that  it  waa 
not  then  possible  to  do  so,  but  that  it 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of.  I  can  now 
only  repeat  the  same  answer.  Owing 
to  other  requirements,  there  is  at  pre- 
sent no  prospect  of  any  immediate  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  troops  to  be 
quartered  at  Longford. 

INDIA  — EMIGRATION  OF  COOLTEB  TO 
LA  REUNION. 

Mr.  EBBINOTON  asked  the  TTnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia,  Whether 
it  is  true  as  recently  stated  that  the  In- 
dian Government  bos  been  compelled  to 
suspend  the  exportation  of  Coolies  &om 
India  to  the  Isknd  of  La  Reunion ;  and, 
if  so,  whether,  by  laying  Papers  upon 
the  Table  or  otherwise,  he  can  inform 
the  House  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  step  has  been  taken  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  did  have  it  in  con- 
templation last  year  to  suspend  the  emi- 
gration to  Reunion  at  the  end  of  the 
year  in  consequence  of  certain  evils 
brought  to  light  by  an  International 
Commission  of  Inquiry.  It  has  now 
been  decided  to  continue  the  emigration, 
at  any  rate  until  October  next ;  and,  in 
the  meantime,  negotiations  are  taking 
place  with  the  French  Government  with 
the  view  of  remedying  those  evils.  I 
think  it  would  be  premature  to  produce 
the  Correspondence  at  present. 


ABMT-THE  ROYAL  WARRANT, 

JULY.   1879  — RESERVE  OFFICERS. 

CoLOKEL    ALEXANDER   asked  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 

it  is  intended  to  publish  die  List  of 

Reserve  Officers  formed  under  the  Royal 
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Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  intended  shortly  to  publish  the 
list  in  question. 

MASTERS  IN  LTJXACY-APPOIXTMENT 
OF  MR.  HENRY  GRAHAM. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
collor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  it  bo  the  fact 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  lately  ap- 
pointed his  private  secretary  a  Master 
in  Lunacy  with  a  salary  of  £2,000  a- 
year  ;  if  it  be  the  fact  that  the  duty  of 
a  Master  in  Lunacy  involves  directing 
juries  on  some  of  the  most  difficult  and 
delicate  trials,  such  as  those  de  Lunatico 
inquirendo,  in  which  great  experience, 
judgment,  and  knowledge  of  Law  are 
required ;  and,  if  it  be  the  fact  that 
the  gentleman  appointed,  although  a 
Barrister,  is  not  a  practising  Barrister, 
and  has  no  special  experience  to  qualify 
him  for  the  post  ? 

The  CnANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  the  gentleman  appointed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  succeed  Mr. 
Barlow  as  Master  in  Lunacy  is  Mr. 
Henry  Graham,  who  for  six  years  has 
filled  the  office,  not  of  Private  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  of  Principal 
Secretary  in  the  Lord  Chancellor's  De- 
partment. I  have  been  requested  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  say  that  the  office 
which  Mr.  Graham  has  thus  vacated 
is  one  the  holder  of  which  must  not 
only  be  a  lawyer,  but  a  lawyer  of  learn- 
ing, accomplishment,  and  judgment. 
His  duties  and  experience  are  of  the 
most  varied  kind,  and  he  is  in  constant 
communication  with  the  diflferent  Depart- 
ments of  the  Law, ^including  the  Depart- 
ment of  Lunacy.  By  no  one  have  the 
duties  of  this  office  been  more  ably  and 
efficiently  executed  than  by  Mr.  Graham. 
Mr.  Graham  was  called  to  the  Bar  in 
1868.  At  the  time  of  his  appointment 
as  Principal  Secretary  he  was  in  practice 
at  the  Assizes  and  Sessions ;  but  his 
practice  was,  as  is  usual,  put  in  abeyance 
upon  his  appointment.  When  Mr. 
Barlow  resigned  the  Mastership  in 
Lunacy,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  after 
offering  the  office  to  two  members  of 
the  Bar,  whose  services  he  would  have 
been  glad  to  secure,  conferred  it  upon 
Mr.  Graham,  and  he  did  so  merely  do- 
cause  ho  considered  that  there  was  no 
one  by  whom  the  office  was  likely  to  be 
accepted  who  would  more  efficiently  dis- 
charge its   duties.     Those   duties  are 


mainly  administratiTe.  There  are  occa- 
sionally contested  inquiries  before  a 
jury  into  sanity,  over  which  one  of  the 
Masters  in  Lunacy  presides.  They  are 
comparatively  rare,  and  hare  not  aver- 
aged two  a-vear  since  the  Act  of  1861. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  considers  that  the 
**  experience,  judgment,  and  knowledge" 
of  Mr.  Graham  are  fiilly  equal  to  the 
holding  of  these  inquiries,  and  to  the 
performing  every  other  duty  of  the 
office. 

TURKEY— HAFIZ   PASHA. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  can  state  whether  Hafiz  Pasha, 
who  is  now  the  head  of  the  Turkiflh 
police,  is  the  same  person  referred  to  by 
name  in  Lord  Derby's  Despatch  of  the 
21st  of  September  1876,  and  identical 
with  the  person  mentioned  in  Mr. 
Baring's  Beport  as  being  in  command 
of  troops  who  pillaged  the  town  of  Ot- 
lakeui,  in  Bulgaria,  in  the  same  year, 
when  churches,  schools,  market  placee, 
and  all  the  best  houses  were  burnt,  and 
the  whole  town  plundered  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  on  which  occasion  many 
women  and  children  were  killed  ana 
horrors  perpetrated,  over  which  Mr. 
Baring  reported  that  he  preferred  to 
draw  a  veil;  and,  whether  it  is  true 
that  this  person  has  lately  been  deco- 
rated by  tne  Sultan  with  the  order  of 
the  Memidie  of  the  First  Class. 

Mr.  BOTJRKE:  I  am  sorrv  to  say 
I  have  not  seen  the  Beport  alluded  to 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  Question.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  the 
indentity  of  the  person,  and  I  do  not 
suppose  that  there  can  be  any  doubt  as 
to  the  facts  mentioned  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Afterwards, 

Mr.  BYLANDS  said,  with  regard  to 
the  answer  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  given  to  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  he  should  be 
glad  to  know.  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  had  been  instructed  to  de- 
liver any  serious  protest  to  the  Porte 
regarding  the  onerous  appointment  g^ven 
to  a  man  who  had  been  guilty  of  such 
great  crimes  ? 

Mr.  BOUBKE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
would   bo  very  happy  to   answer  the 
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Question,  if  the  hon.  Uember  gave  him 
the  usual  Notice. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— BOMBAfiD- 
MENT  OF  ONITSHA. 

Mr.  niGHAUD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire, 
If  ho  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  tho 
House  all  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
action  of  Captain  Eoston  in  using  the 
services  of  Her  Majesty's  ship  the 
"  Pioneer"  to  bombard  and  destroy  the 
town  of  Onitsba  1 

Mb.  BOTJBKE,  in  reply,  said,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  produce  these 
Papers. 

INDIA-TITE  NAGA  HILL  TRIBES. 

Mr.  DALEYMPLE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  a  raid  baring  been  made 
on  the  27th  January  by  the  Naea  Hill 
tribes  upon  the  Baladhnn  Tea  Oardena 
in  Cacbar,  when  the  manager  of  the 
gardens,  Mr.  Peter  Blyth,  was  killed, 
and  the  houses  on  the  estate  were 
burnt ;  and,  if  be  will  instruct  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  to  make  full  inquiry 
upon  the  subject  ? 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  we  have 
no  official  information  upon  the  subject 
at  present.  I  gather  from  the  news- 
papers that  the  police  were  in  pursuit  of 
the  party  that  committed  the  raid,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Qorernment  of 
India  have  already  taken  such  precau- 
tions as  are  possible  to  guard  against 
the  recurrence  of  such  an  event. 

ABMY-C0MMIS3ARIAT  AND  TRANS- 
PORT DEPARTMENTS. 

Ma.  O'CONOfi  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  When  the  long  pro- 
mised Warrant  relating  to  the  Commis- 
aariat  and  Transport  Departments  wiU 
be  laid  upon  tho  Table  of  the  House? 

C0LO.VEL  STANLEY  :  Sir,  I  think  it 
would  be  objectionable  to  lay  on  the 
Table,  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper,  partly 


POST  OFFICE— INVESTMENTS- 
SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  asked  Mr.  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Eschequer,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Gorernment  during  the 
present  Session  to  introduce  any  mea- 
sure to  afford  greater  facilities  for  tho 
investment  of  small  sums  in  Consols ; 
and,  whether  any  measure  will  be  intro- 
duced to  give  further  opportunities  of 
making  deposits  in  the  Post  Office  Sav- 
ings Banks  7 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXOHE- 
QUBB,  in  reply,  said,  that  both  of  these 
questions  were  under  the  careful  oon- 
Bideration  of  the  Government ;  but  he 
was  not  able  at  that  moment  to  give  an 
answer  with  respect  to  the  introduction 
of  a  Bill  dealing  with  them. 

IRELAND— "HOMERULERS"  UEMBERS 
OF  THIS  HOUSE. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  it  is  intended 
to  remove  from  the  Roll  of  tho  Privy 
Council  or  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
those  right  honourable  and  honourable 
gentlemen,  Members  of  this  House,  who 
have  supported  the  Motion  for  an  in- 
quiry into  the  Irish  demand  for  a  do- 
mestic Parliament,  on  the  ground  of 
such  conduct  involving  on  their  part  a 
failure  in  loyalty  and  duty  towards  their 
Sovereign  and  Uieir  Country  ? 

The  CHANCELLOH  oi  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER ;  Sir,  I  am  not  aware  of  its  being 
intended  to  remove,  either  from  the 
Privy  Council  or  from  the  commission 
of  the  peace,  any  right  bon.  Oeutlemon 
or  hen.  Gentlemen  who  are  Mombere  of 
this  House. 

POST  OFFICE— TUE  NEW  PENNY 

P0STA(;E  STAMP. 
Me.  THOMSON  HANKEY  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  he  can  state 
why  the  new  penny  postage  stamps 
tiave  been  made  of  a  colour  so  near  to 
that  of  the  Foreign  postage  stamps  as  to 
lead  to  frequent  mistakes  ? 
LoBD   JOHN  MANNERS:    Sir 


as  a  matter  of  precedent,  and  partly  on  |  oolour  in  which  the  new  penny  postage 


account  of  the  details  sot  forth,  the  pro- 
mised Warrant  relating  to  the  Gommis- 
sariat  and  Transport  Departments.  But 
Ihave  no  objection  to  place  a  few  copies 
of  it  in  tho  Library ;  indeed,  I  bebeve 
it  has  already  been  done. 


stamp  is  printed  was  eelocted  with  t 
view  to  its  being  in  accord  with  the 
colour  suggested  by  the  Postal  Congress 
of  Paris  for  the  postage  stamps  of  the 
value  of  10  centimes  (Id.)  of  all  the 
countrioe  within  the   Universal  Postal 
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Union.  The  colour  of  the  postage  stamp 
of  the  value  of  2  Jef.  has,  in  consequence 
also  of  a  suggestion  made  by  the  Postal 
Congress,  been  now  changed  to  blue. 
There  will,  therefore,  be  no  risk  of  such 
mistakes  as  those  referred  to. 

Mr.  THOMSON  HANKEY  asked, 
Whether  he  was  to  understand  that  in 
future  the  2d,  and  the  2 J<?.  stamps  would 
bo  both  blue  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  taken  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  to  refer  to  the  2J(/.  stamp. 
That  stamp  was  blue;  and  he  under- 
stood it  was  issued  to  the  public  on  the 
5th  of  this  month ;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  have  found  some  of  the  old 
stamps  then  in  use.  The  old  stamps 
were  not  called  in,  and  probably  some 
confusion  might  have  arisen  in  that  way. 

AFOnAXISTAN  —  TROCLAMATION    OF 
GENERAL  ROBEUTS. 

Sir  CH  AELES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Government  will  at  once 
lay  before  the  House  the  various  Pro- 
clamations issued  by  Sir  F.  Roberts,  and 
communicated  to  the  Indian  Press,  but 
not  contained  in  the  Blue  Book,  Af- 
ghanistan, 1 880  (No.  1 ) ;  and,  whether 
it  will  be  possible  to  include  in  Corre- 
spondence laid  before  the  House,  relative 
to  the  military  executions  in  Afghanistan, 
the  Despatches  from  General  Roberts'and 
portions  of  the  Cabul  Diary  bearing 
upon  this  subject  which  have  not  been 
printed  in  the  Papers  laid  before  Par- 
liament, and  any  Correspondence  upon 
the  matter  between  Sir  D.  Stewart  and 
Sir  F.  Roberts  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  the  only 
Proclamations  issued  by  Sir  Frederick 
Roberts  which  we  have  received,  and 
have  not  as  yet  published,  arrived  by 
the  last  mail.  They  are  only  tele- 
graphic summaries,  and  we  should  natu- 
rally have  waited  until  the  full  text 
arrived  before  publishing  the  Paper. 
But  if  the  hon.  Member  likes  to  move 
for  them  we  will  give  them  at  once.  As 
we  are  expecting,  by  an  early  mail, 
complete  statements  regarding  the  exe- 
cutions in  Cabul,  wo  do  not  think  it 
would  be  right  to  give  any  incomplete 
statements  in  the  meantime.  As  re- 
gards any  Correspondence  between  »Sir 
Donald  Stewart  and  Sir  Frederick 
Roberts  on  the  subject,  wo  have  received 

Lord  John  Mannere 


no  inforniatlon  officially.  I  believe  that 
certain  statements  as  to  sach  a  Corre- 
spondence have  been  made  in  private 
letters  which  were  clearly  not  meant  to 
be  published. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DELKE:  The 
first  Proclamation  I  allude  to  was  on  the 
23rd  December.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  can  be  published  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  If  my  memory 
serves  me  right,  the  Proclamation  of  the 
23rd  December  is  one  of  those  to  which 
I  have  alluded.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  communicate  with  me  I  will  tell 
him  exactly. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (CHANNEL   ISLANDS) 
—CASE  OF  JAMES  THOMAS. 

Mr.  pease  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  tlie 
case  of  James  Thomas,  who  was  brought 
up  from  gaol  to  the  Boyal  Court  at  St. 
Helier's  on  a  charge  of  having  assaulted 
one  of  the  warders,  a  charge  for  which 
he  was  afterwards  punished,  when  it 
appeared  that  the  prisoner  had  been 
kept  in  his  cell  two  months  without 
being  allowed  exercise  for  fear  he  should 
incite  other  men  in  confinement  to  rebel; 
and,  whether  he  has  any  control  of  the 
Channel  Island  Prisons ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  notice 
of  this  case  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  his  control  over  the  Channel 
Islands  prisons  was  very  limited,  nor 
did  he  know  anything  of  the  particular 
case  mentioned  in  the  Question  ;  but  he 
had  communicated  with  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Jersey,  and  if  he  had  any 
power  of  putting  matters  straight  he 
would  do  so. 

CUSTOMS  CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Civil  Service  writers  employed 
in  Her  Majesty's  Customs,  who  have 
served  more  than  seven  years,  and  who 
have  been  recommended  by  their  re- 
spective principals  as  eligible  for  pro- 
motion to  the  lower  division  of  tneir 
clerks,  are  to  be  deprived  of  their  pay 
during  the  time  of  their  examination,  in 
addition  to  being  required  to  pay  an  ex- 
amination foe  of  one  pound  ? 

TiiK  CnANOELLOR  oftiie  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  there  will  be  a  difficulty  in 
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carrying  on  the  Public  Service  if  evsiy 
matter  of  minute  detail  is  to  be  mads 
matter  of  communication  in  this  House. 
But  I  may  say  that  I  have  made  inquiry 
into  this  subject,  and  I  find  that  it  haa 
been  arranged  in  the  Office  of  the  Ac- 
countant Q-eneral  of  the  Customs  that 
writers  should  attend  for  examination 
and  then  go  to  the  Custom  House  and 
complete  their  day's  work,  bo  that  busi- 
nees  should  not  get  into  arrear.  That  is 
in  the  Accountant  General's  Department; 
but  in  the  other  Departments  this  cannot 
be  arranged,  and,  therefore,  as  many 
days'  leave  will  be  granted  to  writers 
who  are  entitled  to  holidays  with  u&y  as 
they  have  holidays  due  to  them.  But  if 
no  holidays  are  due  to  them,  they  can- 
not go  except  by  sacrificing  their  day's 
pay. 

GRAND  JURIES  AND  PEESENTMENT 
SESSIONS  (IRELAND). 

SiB  THOMAS  M'CLURE  aated  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Grand  Juries  and  Pre- 
sentment Sessions  in  Ireland? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  serious  demand  which  the  Go- 
vernment was  obliged  to  make  on  the 
time  of  ParHamont  as  to  other  matters 
of  great  urgency  rendered  it  impossible 
for  them  to  introduce  this  Session  such 
a  measure  as  was  referred  to  in  the 
Question. 


Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  any  steps  have  yet  been 
taken  to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission  in  reference  to 
the  abolition  of  Spike  Island  Convict 
Prison  ;  and,  if  bo,  when  it  is  likely  that 
complete  efi'ect  shall  be  given  to  that 
recommendation ;  and,  if  it  is  true  that 
the  Government  have  decided  to  ostab- 
lisb  a  convict  prison  in  Qalway ;  and, 
if  so,  what  reasons  have  induced 
them  to  select  Galway  for  the  purpose 
named? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  stepB  had  been  taken  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
miuion  in  reference  to  this  subject.  The 
deciaioii  of  tike  GoTonuneat   wu  that 


Spike  Island  should  be  discontinued  as  a 
convict  establishment.  It  was  necessary, 
however,  to  make  careful  inquiries  as  to 
the  selection  of  another  place  which 
should  be  suitable  for  that  puipose,  and 
after  much  deliberation  the  Irish  Qo- 
vemment  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
Qalway  would  he  such  a  place.  A  Com- 
mission had  been  appointed  to  consider 
and  report  upon  the  nest  means  of  carry- 
ing  ont  that  arrangement. 


ViscouMT  CA8TLEREAGH :  I  trust 
I  may  rely  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  if  I  venture,  in  a  very  few  words, 
to  makeapersonalexplanation.  My  at- 
tention has  been  very  recently  drawn  to 
some  remarks  that  were  made  on  Mon- 
day night  lost  with  regard  to  myself  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  leader  of  the  Op- 

r'ltion.  In  the  course  of  his  speech 
said  that  he  believed  I  bad,  in  the 
county  of  Down  election,  communica- 
tions with  the  Home  Rulers.  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  know  OD  what  grounds  the  noble 
Lord  made  this  assertion.  No  com- 
munications were  made  by  myself,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  no  questions  were 
asked.  I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
in  the  many  speeches  I  made  during  the 
time  I  was  canvassing  in  Down,  in  not 
one  of  those  speeches  was  there  ever  the 
slightest  allusion  to  the  question  of  Home 
Rule.  The  noble  Lord  further  added 
that  he  thought  it  would  be  satisfactory 
if  my  own  views  were  given  mora  freely 
on  the  subject  of  Home  Rule.  I  can 
assure  the  House,  and  I  can  assuto  the 
noble  Lord,  that  much  as  I  appreciate, 
and  much  as  I  value  the  honour  doue 
me  by  my  constituents  in  the  county  of 
Down — the  county  which  I  consider  one 
of  the  finest,  if  not  the  vary  finest,  in  the 
whole  of  Ireland— a  (county  which  I  am 
proud  to  think  I  am  not  tho  first  member 
of  my  family  who  has  bad  the  honour  of 
representing  it — I  would  willingly  sacri- 
fice that  seat  sooner  than  bo  returned  to 
this  House  as  an  advocate  or  as  a  sup- 
porter of  Home  Rule.  I  must  apologize 
through  you  to  the  House  for  having 
taken  up  their  time  to-day ;  but  I  feel 
sure  that  the  noble  Lord  will  forgive  my 
having  ventured  to  make  this  explana- 
tion. Had  he  known  my  views  on  the 
subject  I  am  sure  be  would  not  have 
gives  me  oocouon  to  mako  it. 
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The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  am  sure  the  noble  Lord  owes  me  no 
apology  for  the  explanation  he  has  just 
made,   and  which  I  am  very  glad  of 

g'ving  him  the  opportunity  of  making, 
owever,  in  order  to  make  it  quite  com- 
plete, perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  make  one  or  two  observations.  I  think 
the  remarks  I  made  with  reference  to 
the  noble  Lord  have  not  been  quite  cor- 
rectly reported  to  him.  I  said,  or  at 
least  I  intended  to  say,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  in  any  of  his  speeches  de- 
clared himself  on  the  subject  of  Home 
Bule.  Especially  I  stated  that  what  I 
had  been  informed  was  this — that  it  had 
been  publicly  stated,  and  had  not  been 
contradicted,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
had  interviews  with  members  of  the 
Home  Bule  Association,  and  that  it  had 
been  publicly  announced  that  the  assur- 
ances given  to  them  were  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  them.  This  statement  is  one 
which  I  do  not  understand  the  noble 
Lord  to  contradict.  The  noble  Lord 
stated  that  he  was  at  a  loss  to  discover 
from  what  quarter  I  obtained  my  informa- 
tion. I  beg  now  to  give  him  the  par- 
ticulars upon  which  my  information  was 
obtained.  An  address  was  published  by 
the  Ulster  Homo  Government  Associa- 
tion, of  which  I  need  read  only  one 
passage— 
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"In  (lischargo  of  Iho  obligations  of  this  sacred 
task,  wo  ntt^^mptud  to  obtain  conccsHions  to  our 
cause  from  the  rival  candidatos  at  the  lato  Down 
election.  With  Lord  CaBth?rea^h,  wo  succeeded ; 
with  Mr.  Andrews,  wo  failed.*' 

That  address  is  signed  by  ''  Isaac  John- 
ston, president ;  J.  C.  Quinn,  hon.  secre- 
tary ;  and  J.  Denny,  acting  secretary." 
Subsequently  to  this,  there  appears  to 
have  oeen  some  discussion,  and  Mr. 
Quinn  wrote  a  letter  to  Th$  Evening 
Telegraph,  in  which  he  said — 

**  Sir, — In  reply  to  your  leading  articlo  on 
the  above  subjt'Ct,  I  1m 'p  to  stiite — First,  Ii<^rd 
Castlereagh  is  pledged  not  to  vuto  against  Home 
liulo." 

It  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  House,  if 
the  noble  Lord  desires  to  clear  up  his 
position,  if  he  can  give  a  contradiction 
to  that  statement  also. 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  :  I  have 
before  told  you  I  had  no  commimication 
with  the  Homo  Eulers.  I  was  asked  no 
question  on  the  subject  of  Home  I\ule 
in  the  county  Down. 


RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  CIAELAND)  BILL. 
{Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer^    Mr.  Jsmft 

Loicther,   Sir  Henry  Seitcin^lbbeUoH,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland.^ 

[bill   1.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read- 
Motion  made,  and  Qaeation  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair."— (ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

chequer.) 

Mr.  SYNAN,  in  rising  to  moye,  as 

an  Amendment— 

**  That  it  is  incxpediont  that  any  portion  of 
tho  property  accruing  to  the  Commisflionen  of 
Church  Temporalities  under  '  The  Irish  Church 
Act,  18G9,'  shall  be  apj^licd  towarda  the  teni- 
porury  relief  of  distress  in  Iroland*  and  that  the 
pro-isions  of  tho  Bill  authorizing  such  advano-s 
out  of  such  property  cannot  be  satisfactory; 
and  this  llouso  is  of  opinion  that  all  ad\*an(X'« 
to  bo  made  for  the  purpose  of  reUoving  tho 
distress  in  Ireland  should  be  made  from  Im* 
perial  resources," 

Baid,  he  was  glad  the  point  had  not  been 
decided  on  Thursday  last,  because  since 
then  information  had  arriyed  from  Ire- 
land  which  made  it  imperative,  he 
thought,  that  the  Government  ahouJd 
adopt  his  Amendment  in  some  shape  or 
other.  The  present  Bill  was  altogether 
inadequate  for  tho  emerffency,  and  the 
mail  from  Dublin  had  s<3ved  the  ques- 
tion. The  9th  clause,  which  would 
exhaust  as  much  money  as  all  the  other 
provisions,  related  to  the  application  of 
money  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
land  in  order  to  enable  the  landlords 
to  employ  the  labouring  classes  in  Ire- 
land to  save  the  rates.  According 
to  the  Circidar  of  tho  22nd  Novem- 
ber, a  proposal  was  made  to  the  Irish 
proprietors  authorizing  them  to  'apply 
for  money  at  tho  rate  of  Sj^  per  cent, 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  their 
estates  and  giving  employment  to  the 
poor.  That  Circular,  however,  proved 
to  be  practically  inoperativo,  for  the  land- 
lords refused  to  avail  themselves  of  its 
aid,  and  nearly  two  months  later — 
namely,  on  the  12tli  of  January — a  new 
one  was  issued,  offering  the  money  at 
1  per  cent.  The  Irish  proprietors,  in 
order  to  relieve  the  rates,  liad  answered 
tliat  Circular,  and  applications  had  been 
made  which  would  exhaust  tho  whole 
of  the  £500,000  provided  for  by  the 
Bill.     If  that  £500,000  was  to  bo  ox- 
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haufited  by  the  applications  of  the  Irish 
proprietors,  where  was  any  to  be  got 
for  the  Sanitary  Board  or  the  present- 
ment sessions?  Evidently,  then,  there 
was  pro  tanto  a  misapplication  in  the 
Bill  of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund, 
and  evidently,  too,  the  £500,000  was 
totally  inadequate  to  the  occasion ;  be- 
cause if  that  sum  had  already  been 
applied  for,  and  if  the  Government  in- 
tended to  grant  it,  and  not  break  faith 
with  the  Lrish  proprietors,  the  rest  of 
the  Bill  was  so  much  waste  paper.  He 
had  dealt  with  the  proposals  which  re- 
lated to  presentment  and  extraordi- 
nary presentment  sessions  on  Thursday. 
There  was  no  analogy  between  the  present 
state  of  things  and  that  which  existed 
in  1846  and  1847;  and  there  was  no 
danger,  considering  that  money  was 
to  be  given  to  the  sanitary  authorities 
and  to  Boards  of  Guardians,  that  this 
part  of  the  Bill  would  lead  to  the  pau- 
perization of  the  labourers.  There  was 
a  danger,  no  doubt,  that  useless  works 
might  be  set  on  foot ;  but  that  was  no 
argument  against  the  principle,  as  that 
might  occur  in  any  case.  With  refer- 
ence to  Clause  4,  relating  to  loans  to 
Boards  of  Guardians,  there  was  no  clear 
provision  that  the  sanitary  authorities, 
which  were  generallv  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  would  only  have  to  pay  1 

Eer  cent,  instead  of  3.  Then  rates  would 
ave  to  be  levied,  and  the  payment  of 
those  rates  would,  in  many  cases,  drive 
the  occupiers  into  bankruptcy.  On  the 
29th  of  September  it  appeared  that 
there  were  47  Unions  in  Ireland  in 
which  the  rates  varied  from  d«.  to  4«.  bd. 
in  the  poimd.  It  might  be  necessary  to 
raise  tnem  to  6«.,  7#.,  or  even  8«.  in  the 
pound,  which  would  mean  the  bank- 
ruptcy of  the  ratepayers.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  application  of  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  to  save  the  ratepayers 
from  bankruptcy ;  but  if  the  Govern- 
ment meant  really  to  relieve  Irish  dis- 
tress, they  must  do  something  more  than 
apply  this  £500,000,  and  they  would 
have  materially  to  alter  the  provisions 
of  the  BiU,  by  adopting  the  principles 
set  forth  in  lus  Amendment.  At  least 
£1,000,000  was  wanted,  and  the  Go- 
vernment certainly  would  not  be  able 
hereafter  to  say  that  they  were  not  fully 
acquainted  with  the  mag^tude  of  the 
distress.  In  the  last  week  two  deaths 
from  starvation  had  occurred  in  the 
heart  of  his  own  county.      Up  to  tho 


time  of  these  deplorable  events,  he  him- 
self had  been  ignorant  of  the  magnitude 
of  the  present  crisis,  and,  consequently, 
he  could  not  blame  the  Government  for 
their  ignorance  of  it.  But  he  warned 
the  Government  that  they  could  avail 
themselves  of  that  excuse  no  longer,  for 
it  was  now  high  time  that  they  should 
see  that  the  sum  they  proposed  for  the 
relief  of  the  distress  was  an  inadequate 
one,  and  that  the  measures  they  con- 
templated amounted  to  mere  mockery. 
Befer^ce  had  been  made  last  week  to 
the  Cotton  Famine,  and  to  the  Act  passed 
for  the  purpose  of  relief  in  that  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  not  in  the 
House  at  the  time  of  the  allusion ;  but 
he  came  in  afterwards,  and  he  did  not 
seem  to  be  aware  that  any  such  Act  was 
in  existence.  He  (Mr.  Synan)  then  put 
the  Statute  into  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon),  and  the  answer  given  to  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  that 
the  cases  were  not  analogous.  He 
would  admit  that  the  rates  of  interest 
were  different ;  but  the  condition  of  the 
two  ooimtries  were  a  sufficient  reply  to 
that  objection.  Would  anyone  compare 
rich  Lancashire  with  pauper  Ireland? 
In  Lancashire  there  was  a  well-off 
middle  class,  and  there  was  a  wealthy 
upper  class.  In  Ireland  there  was  no 
middle  class,  and  the  upper  class  con- 
sisted of  absentees.  With  such  a  coun- 
try as  Ireland  without  a  substantial 
middle  class,  or  a  wealthy  upper  class, 
why  should  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment higgle  about  2  per  cent  ?  Why 
throw  the  proposed  grant  on  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  Fund  and  on  the  rate- 
payers of  &e  country,  who  distinctly 
told  the  Government  that  they  would 
become  bankrupt  if  this  were  the  only 
measure  brought  forward  to  meet  the 
existing  distress  ?  What  was  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  this  matter 
— what  answer  did  they  give  to  the  call 
made  upon  them  ?  Let  them  boldly 
say — **  We  will  not  allow  the  Treasury 
to  lose  2  per  cent ;  we  do  not  think  Ire- 
land should  ask  us  to  do  it,  starving  and 
pauperized  as  she  is."  Let  it  go  forth 
distmctly  that  that  was  the  reply  of  the 
Administration,  and  he  should  like  to 
know  what  kind  of  a  response  it  would 
receive  across  the  Channel  ?  He  might 
be  told,  and  it  had  been  said  by  the 
Tress — <'0h,  you  ore  making  a  groat 
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noiso  about  this  Irisli  Cliurch  Surplus 
Fund.     The  money  is  there,  why  should 
it  not  be  applied  ?  "     They  did  make  a 
noiso  about  it,  and  for  obvious  reasons. 
It  was  not  a  proper  fund  from  which  to 
draw  the  required  advances,  as  there 
wore  already  various  purposes  for  which 
the  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000  of  that 
Fund,  whenever  it  was  realized,  might 
be  useful.     They  wished  to  reserve  it 
for    a    groat    purpose.     £1,000,000  of 
the    Fund    had    been    already    voted 
for  intermediate   education.      He   (Mr. 
Synan)    supported    that,    and   on    this 
ground — that  it  was  impossible  to  ask 
the   House,  with  its  present    opinions 
on  denominational  education,  for  any 
grant  out  of  the  public  Treasury  for  the 
purpose  of  instruction  in  Ireland,  and 
that  was  an  instance  of  an  equitable 
application  of  the  Fund.     It  had  also 
been  applied  for  the  purpose  of  support- 
ing the  famishing  schoolmasters  of  Ire- 
land.    Ho   supported    that  application 
on  the  same  ground;  and  he  affirmed 
that  no  Government,  whether  Imperial 
or  Irish,  would  be  blamed  for  such  an 
application  of  the  Fund.    What  was  the 
purpose  for  wliich  the  Irish  Members 
wished  to  keep  the  remaining  money? 
They  wished  to  keep  it  in  order  to  make 
a  great  experiment  with  regard  to  a 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question.   There 
was  not  a  man  in  the   House  —  there 
was  not  a  man  in  the  country — who  did 
not  know  that  that  was  the  vital  ques- 
tion  at  this  moment  in  Ireland,    and 
that,   in  order  to  have  peace  in  that 
country,  they  must  begin  and  deal  with 
that  subject.     Nobody  could  deny  that 
the  proper  mode  of  settling  the  question 
was  by  creating  a  peasant  proprietary 
in  Ireland.     Ho  hoped  the  experiment 
might  be  made  this  Session  by  carrying 
into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  over  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Heading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  pre- 
sided.    If   the    experiment    succeeded, 
the  Irish  people  would  succeed  in  de- 
manding that  it  should  be  carried  out 
more  extensively;    if    it   failed,   those 
whom  he  addressed  need  not  be  afraid 
of  the  Treasury.    They  would  not  lose 
their  money.     That  was  their  reason  for 
regarding  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund 
in  this  matter  as  they  did,  and  ho  hoped 
the  House  would  aid  them  in  keeping  it 
intact.     He  also  hoped  the  House  would 
aid  them  in  changing  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  in  endeavouring  to  render 
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it  a  measure  worthy  of,  and  adequate  to, 
the  occasion.    They  ooald  not  allow  the 
Government  to  set  their  unholy  hand 
upon  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund. 
Why  did  he  say  unholy  hand?    The 
Members  of  the  present  Adminiatration 
opposed,  as  earnestly  as  they  could,  the 
creation  of  the  Fund — ^ihev  tried  to  pre- 
vent its  being  realized;   out  now  that 
this  great  Fund  had  been  realized,  he 
called  upon  the  House  to  help  them  in 
keeping  it  from  the  grasp  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's   Ministers.    The    Imperial    Go- 
vernment now  stood  before  the  tribunals 
of  public  opinion  all  oyer   the  world. 
The  cry  of  Irish  distress  had  penetrated 
into  every  country  of    the   globe.    It 
had  passed  over  Europe.   It  had  crossed 
the  Atlantic,  it  had  g^ne  to  Australia, 
and  funds  were  pouring  in  from  abroad 
for  the  purposes  of  relief,  while  the  Im- 
perial Government  of  this  g^at  oountty 
— the  wealthiest  in  the  world — ^refused 
to  give  £500,000  out  of  the  public  Ex- 
chequer   for  such  a  purpose.     Would 
the  House  permit  the  Members  of  the 
Government    to  continue    in   their  re- 
fusal ?    If  it  did,  a  more  shameful  act 
would  never  have  been  done  by  any 
rulers  of  a  great  country.     What  would 
be  said  of  it  in  France  ?    What  would 
be  said  of  it  in  Germany,  in  Austria,  in 
America,  in  Australia?    He  would  not 
believe  that  such  an  act  of  refusal  was 
possible  until  he  actually  saw  it.     But 
there  was  another  tribunal  before  which 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  stood,  and  that 
was  the  tribunal  of  Irish  opinion.    They 
might  defy  it — they  might  despise  it; 
they  might  treat  it  with  contempt ;  but 
if  they  did  so  they  might  be  assured 
that  such  a  course  of  proceeding  would 
recoil  upon  themselves.    It  would  re-act 
upon  them,  and  the  exasperated  public 
opinion  of  Ireland  would  furnish  them 
with  an  answer  which  it  would  have  been 
worth  not  £500,000,  but  £10,000,000, 
to  have  prevented  being  given.     He  did 
not  suppose  that  even  the  Government 
estimated  the  affection  or  the  gpratitude 
of  the  Irish  people  so  low  as  to  think 
that  tho  Sister  island  was  not  worth  a 
loan  out  of  tho  Treasury  of  £500,000 ; 
but  if  they  did,  he  trusted    that  the 
House  would  never  support    thorn  in 
such  a  view.    The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  O'CONNOll  rONVER,  in  second- 
ing  tho  Amendment,  said,  ho  was  sure 
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the  House  must  have  been  impressed  by 
the  able  arguments  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Synan)  adduced  in  favour  of  advancing 
this  money  out  of  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer rather  than  out  of  the  Irish  Church 
Fund.  The  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  which  he  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  admired  particularly  was  that 
portion  in  which  he  showed  clearly  that 
£500,000  sterling,  whether  taken  out 
of  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  or 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  would  be 
totally  inadequate  to  meet  the  crisis  in 
which  Ireland  was  now  involved.  It  had 
been  estimated  that  the  total  loss  on 
agricultural  produce  in  that  country, 
owing  to  the  bad  harvest  of  the  last 
year,  amounted  to  no  less  a  sum  than 
£30,000,000.  Of  course,  when  they  came 
to  consider  measures  of  relief  for  distress 
in  the  agricultural  population  it  would 
be  fair  to  remember  that  these  figures 
represented  the  total  loss,  a  portion 
of  which  had  been  sustained  by  large 
farmers,  and  by  other  men  who  were 
financially  in  a  condition  to  bear  the 
strain  which  was  put  upon  them.  What 
he  believed,  however,  the  House  should 
do  was  to  give  relief  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible, and  with  as  little  demoralizing  in- 
fluences as  possible,  to  the  poor  tenant 
farmers  and  labouring  classes  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  what  they  had  to  do  was  to 
calculate  what  losses  had  been  sus- 
tained by  those  portions  of  the  commu- 
nity. Mx.  Neilson  Hancock,  an  eminent 
authority  on*  the  subject,  estimated 
that  the  total  loss  on  the  potato  crop 
alone  in  Ireland  during  the  past  three 
years  had  been  £11,556,000,  and  that 
last  year  alone  it  was  not  less  than 
£6,000,000.  This  was  the  loss  which  it 
should  be  the  object  of  the  Gt>vemment 
to  supply,  and  which  pressed  severely 
upon  tne  tenant  farmers  and  the  la- 
bourers. In  connection  with  the  propo- 
sals of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  more 
than  £500,000  had  been  already  applied 
for  by  the  landlords  in  anticipation  of 
the  passing  of  the  Bill ;  and  it  must  also 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  money  was  to  be  ap- 
plied would  render  it  necessary  to  make 
further  advances  from  time  to  time. 
There  was  nothing  which  prohibited 
those  who  had  already  made  application 
from  anticipating  others  who  might  not 
be  immediately  prepared  with  the  no- 
oessary  security ;  and  unless  large  dis- 


cretion were  given  to  those  who  were  to 
advance  the  money  they  might  find 
themselves  in  a  few  weeks  with  difficul- 
ties similar  to  those  which  had  been 
experienced  in  1847.  If  he  had  one  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill  stronger  than  another 
— and  his  objections  were  numerous — it 
was  that  so  much  was  left  to  the  power 
of  the  Viceroy.  Recent  illustrations 
showed  that  the  present  holder  of  that 
Office  had  odd  notions  of  his  duties  as 
the  Eepresentative  of  the  Queen  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  he  had  allowed  himself 
to  be  carried  away  by  political  feelings 
to  offer  a  public  insult  to  the  capital  of 
the  country  in  the  person  of  its  Chief 
Magistrate.  The  present  holder  of  the 
position,  therefore,  was  not  a  Viceroy  in 
whose  hands  so  important  a  matter  as 
the  relief  of  Irish  distress  should  be 
placed.  Public  works  had  been  spoken 
of,  and  he  quite  admitted,  he  might  add, 
that  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  de- 
moralization owing  to  the  way  in  which 
public  works  had  been  prosecuted  during 
the  Famine  of  1847  ;  but  the  experience 
of  that  time  furnished  no  conclusive  ar- 
guments against  works  of  the  kind  pro- 
Eerly  initiated  and  conducted.  It  must 
e  recollected,  however,  that  if  they 
were  to  have  no  such  works  in  Ireland 
the  labouring  population  would  expe- 
rience very  litde  relief  from  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  the  Gt)vemment. 
Those  measures  would  undoubtedly  bring 
some  relief  to  the  tenant  farmers,  though 
if  a  sum  of  money  were  not  guaranteed 
that  relief  would  be  of  a  paltry  charac- 
ter. But  what  would  become  of  the  la- 
bouring classes  of  the  towns,  of  the  men 
who  were  walking  about  idle  in  Dublin, 
in  Limerick,  in  Cork  ?  The  system  of 
out-door  relief  would  work  well  with 
regard  to  all  persons  living  upon  and 
employed  upon  the  land  ;  but  he  would 
make  a  gpreat  distinction  between  that 
class  and  the  class  employed,  or  rather 
lacking  employment,  in  large  towns. 
Ho  would  have  no  objection  to  the  em- 
ployment of  labourers  in  public  works, 
while  he  would  decline  to  employ  in  that 
way  tenant  farmers.  Those  persons 
should  be  compelled  to  seek  employment 
under  their  own  landlords,  or  on  their 
own  holdings.  Something  had  been  said 
in  the  course  of  the  discussions  on  the 
subject  as  to  the  position  of  the  Irish 
Party  in  the  House,  and  as  to  their  re- 
fusal to  affiliate  themselves  to  either 
side.    He  found  that  in  1847  a  noble 
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Lord,  then  in  Opposition,  introduced 
an  excellent  scheme  for  the  opening 
up  of  the  industrial  resources  of  Ire- 
land. He  referred  to  Lord  George 
Bentinck  and  his  scheme  for  opening 
up  railways — a  scheme  involving  the 
appropriation  of  £16,000,000.  Impar- 
tial historians  told  them  that  Ire- 
land had  been  deprived  of  this  by  the 
Whig  Party,  for  when  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell threatened  to  resign  if  it  were  car- 
ried, the  Irish  Members  actually  voted 
in  a  body  against  it.  They  were  not 
likely  to  act,  at  the  present,  in  a  similar 
manner;  but  he  regretted  to  find  that 
no  official  Member  of  the  Opposition 
came  forward  to  propose,  on  the  present 
occasion,  a  statosmanslike  measure  to 
meet  the  distress  which  prevailed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who 
was  a  great  friend  of  Ireland,  had,  the 
other  evening,  made  an  extraordinary 
speech,  and  had  adverted  to  certain  pro- 
mises which,  according  to  him,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made  ; 
but,  notwithstanding  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  denied  having  ever 
made  those  promises,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  whom  he  was  speaking 
had,  betraying  his  position,  voted  witli 
the  Government.  A  charge  of  Com- 
munism had  been  made  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  in  connection  with  a  state- 
ment which  he  had  made  in  regard  to 
the  expropriation  of  land ;  but  ho  found 
that  Lord  John  Eussoll,  in  1847,  was  in 
favour  of  the  expropriation  of  all  waste 
lands  where  the  annual  value  did  not 
exceed  2s.  6d,  an  acre,  and  that  the 
proposal  had  mot  with  general  assent 
in  that  House.  Ireland  was  in  the 
unfortunate  position  at  the  time  that 
the  mass  of  the  people  were  not  repre- 
sented in  Parliament,  but  the  bulk  of 
the  representation  was  from  the  land- 
owners; and  in  1847  Ireland  was  made 
a  victim  of  the  Party  jealousy  of  Whigs 
and  Tories.  As  a  result  of  this  state 
of  things  the  proposal  of  the  Conser- 
vative Lord,  on  the  one  hand,  for  tlie 
establishment  of  railways  was  defeated, 
and  the  proposal  of  the  Whig  Lord,  on 
the  other,  for  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  was  also  defeated.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Opposition,  as  well  as 
the  Government,  allowed  themselves  to 
be  too  much  engrossed  by  questions 
of  foreign  policy,  of  which  the  general 
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feeling  in  the  ooTmtiyy  both  of  Liberals 
and   Conservatives,  was   that  we  had 
had  too  much.    He  was  convinced  that 
the  Government  had  no  intention,  not- 
withstanding  the    wave    of    Jingoism 
that  had  gone  over  the  country,  to  in- 
volve   the    nation  in  war    berore    the 
General  Election,  and  he  would  make 
the  Opposition  a  present  of  the  advice 
that  if  they  wished  to  improve  their 
position  on  both  sides  of  St.  G^ox^'s 
Channel,  the  state  of  Ireland  and  home 
legislation  generally  appeared  to  him  a 
much  more  fitting  subject  for  their  con- 
sideration than  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government;  and  he  wonla  sugseet  to 
those  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
if  they  wished  to  enlist  popular  enthu- 
siasm on  their  side,  that  they  should  turn 
their  thoughts  in  that  direction.     He 
regretted  very  much  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Youghal  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  had  not  been  able  physically 
to  take  part  in  these  debates ;  and  ho 
thought  the  hon.  Member  would  be  able 
to  show  that  Ireland  had  a  distinct  claim 
on  the  generosity  of  the  English  GK>vem- 
ment    and    the   English   people.     The 
result  of  English  legislation  in  Ireland 
had  been  to  leave  the  country  consider- 
ably behind  England  and  Scotland  in 
the  race  for  national  prosperity.     When 
the  Union  of  Ireland  with  Great  Britain 
took  place  the  taxation  of  Ireland  was 
£3.500,000.     The  very  next  year  it  was 
£7,000,000.    In  1800  the  National  Debt 
of  Ireland  was  £26,000,000,  in  1817— 
after  17  years  of  English  rule — it  was 
£112,7C4,773.     Ireland  had  to  pay  for 
what  was  then  the  Imperial  policy  of 
Great  Britain — namely,  the  war  on  the 
Continent,  for  putting  down  principles 
in  the  success  of  which    Ireland  was 
more  interested  than  in  their  extinction. 
From    whatever    point    of  view    they 
looked  at  it,  Ireland  could  establish  a 
claim  on  the  English  House  of  Com- 
mons to  make  up  for  the  robbeiy  of  the 
past,  and  for  the  efforts  to  destroy  her 
manufactures.     That  was  the  spirit  in 
which     the     question    should    be    ap- 
proached.    Ireland,  should  not  be  held 
up  as  a  perpetual  mendicant;  and  instead 
of  £500,000  being  devoted  to  meet  a 
loss  of  at  least  £6,000,000,  the  English 
Government  should  come  out  magnani- 
mously and  say  they  would  not  be  con- 
tent to  make  provision  for  the  present 
distrcbs,  but  would  go  into  the  causes 
of  Irish  misery  and  endeavour  to  applj  a 
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permanent  remedy,  so  that  when  another 
time  of  pressure  came  the  Irish  tenant 
farmers,  secure  in  their  farms  and  in  the 
protection  of  their  own  industry,  would 
tide  it  over  of  themselves,  and  would 
not  need  to  appeal  to  the  magnanimity  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Government,  or  to  the 
charity  of  the  civilized  world. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  it  ifl  inexpedient  that  any  portion  of  the  pro- 
perty accruing  to  the  Commissioners  of  Church 
Temporalities  under  'The  Irish  Church  Act, 
1869/  shall  be  applied  towards  the  temporary 
relief  of  distress  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  authorizing  such  advances  out 
of  such  property  cannot  be  satisfactory ;  and 
this  House  is  of  opinion  that  all  advances  to  be 
made  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  distress 
in  Ireland  shoula  be  made  from  Imperial  re- 
sources,"—(Jfr.  Synan^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uostion.** 

Mb.  RTLANDS  said,  he  was  quite 
aware  that  the  loss  which  would  be  en- 
tailed upon  the  agricultural  population 
of  Ireland  arising  from  the  bad  harvest 
which  they  had  experienced  would  be 
greater  than  the  £500,000  at  present 
proposed  by  the  Government — in  fact,  it 
might  amoimt  to  several  millions ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  did  not  by  any  means 
follow  that  the  sum  provided  by  the  Go- 
vernment might  not  be  sufficient.  Upon 
that  he  expressed  no  opinion  ;  but  he  did 
express  a  very  decided  opinion  that  if 
the  Government  foimd,  from  the  evidence 
which  might  come  before  them,  that  the 
amount  which  they  contemplated  would 
be  sufficient  was  not  really  so,  they  ought 
not  to  lose  a  moment  in  coming  to  this 
House  to  provide  for  the  further  wants. 
Now,  as  to  the  immediate  object  of  the 
Amendment,  he  would  say  at  once  that 
he  thought  the  application  of  the  pro- 
perty accruing  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Church  Temporalities  ought  not  to  bo 
made  to  Irish  distress  unless  there  wore 
some  very  strong  g^unds  indeed  to  jus- 
tify the  action,  and  the  onui  prohandi 
rested  entirely  with  the  Government  to 
justify  the  course  they  proposed  to  take. 
It  must  bo  remembered  that  a  very  large 
amount  of  money  which  was  now  pro- 
posed to  be  taken  from  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Fund  was  with  a  view  to  assist 
landlords  in  Ireland  to  cany  out  improve- 


ments on  their  own  estates.  Now,  the 
House  ought  to  very  carefully  consider 
what  arguments  the  Government  could 
put  forth  for  the  proposal.  At  present 
it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Bylands)  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  given  no  sufficient 
reason ;  and  ne  did  not  see  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  allowed  to  depart 
from  the  ordinary  rule  as  to  advances. 
This  money  ought  to  be  advanced  imder 
the  provisions  of  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Act,  and  the  advantage  of  that  would  be 
that  the  advances  would  be  kept  within 
the  view  of  Parliament,  which  he  was 
afraid  might  not  be  the  case  if  the 
money  came  out  of  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Fund.  In  fact,  he  should  like 
to  ask  the  Gt)vemment  to  say  whether, 
if  there  was  a  loss  under  this  proposed 
arrangement,  that  loss  would  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Parliament  ?  Now, 
another  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  to  grant  these  loans  to  the 
Irish  landlords  was  this — ^in  what  way 
were  the  Government  to  prevent  the 
landlords  increasing  the  rents  of  their 
tenants  after  their  lands  had  been  bene- 
fited bv  the  advances?  It  was  quite 
clear,  if  a  certain  amount  of  money  was 
devoted  to  the  improvement  of  the  drain- 
age of  land,  it  would  increase  the  rate- 
able value  of  the  land;  and  he  could  not 
for  the  life  of  him  see  what  security  they 
had  that,  having  increased  the  valuoBof 
the  land,  it  would  not  end  in  increasing 
the  rent.  There  was  nothing  in  the  BiU 
to  prevent  such  a  result,  and  that  was  a 
natural  result,  because  the  land  would 
be  worth  more  in  the  market  in  conse- 
quence of  the  money  allowed  to  be  ex- 
pended on  it  by  those  advances.  A  pro- 
position was  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue)  last  week, 
which  was  treated  by  the  House  as  if  it 
was  altogether  an  impracticable  and  un- 
tenable proposition.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  if  they  were  going  to  lend  money 
for  the  improvement  of  land,  why  not 
lend  it  to  the  tenant  instead  of  to  the 
landowners ;  and  he  pointed  out  that  in 
Ireland  it  was  desirable  the  tenants 
should  get  a  property  in  their  land  over 
and  above  that  held  by  the  landlord. 
UlBter  tenant  right  had  been  an  unmixed 
boon  to  the  farmers  living  in  that  part 
of  Ireland ;  and  he  understood  the  hon. 
Gontieman  would  have  been  very  glad  * 
if,  under  this  Bill,  there  might  have 
been  some  means  devised  of  uvancing 
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of  bog-land  and  the  onltiyation  of  the 
bog-land  was  not  adopted.  It  had  been 
dented  by  Iri^  landowners,  who 
undertook  to  carry  out  the  scheme,  but 
had  failed  to  do  so.  He  did  not  know 
which  of  the  great  Parties  in  the  State 
would  deal  with  this  pressing  and  im- 
portant question ;  but  he  felt  that  it 
could  be  dealt  with  successfully  only  by 
the  provision  of  full  security  to  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  for  the  yaluable 
improvements  they  effected  upon  their 
homings.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  he  agreed  with 
it  because  he  was  opposed  to  the  Go- 
vernment giving  relief  in  the  present 
distress  out  of  the  Irish  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Funds.  He  held  that  this  Fund 
should  be  held  sacred  for  the  great  pur- 
pose of  placing  a  number  of  peasant 
proprietors  upon  the  soil  of  Ireland. 
He  hoped  that  the  present  distress,  like 
the  Famine  of  1847,  would  not  pass  away 
without  this  Government  doing  some- 
thing substantial  towards  rendering 
similar  calamities  in  the  future  impos- 
sible. For  these  reasons,  he  would  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 
CoLONBL  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  take  a  part  in  the 
present  debate,  and  had,  indeed,  up  to 
a  very  recent  period,  been  engaged  in 
taking  his  part  in  the  relief  of  the  dis- 
tress existing  in  Ireland,  trying  his  best 
to  render  the  condition  of  the  people  as 
little  painful  as  possible;  and,  in  passing, 
he  might  say — and  he  was  happy  to  be 
able  to  do  so — that  he  had  observed  a 
rift  in  the  dark  cloud  which  had  de- 
scended upon  them.  He  had,  however, 
come  over,  at  considerable  personal  in- 
convenience, to  this  country,  purposely 
to  be  present,  and  with  the  hope  of  hear- 
ing the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  now  that  dis- 
tress was  acknowledged  to  exist,  dis- 
cussed calmly  and  in  a  manner  which 
would  have  shown  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  the  alleviation  of  their  distress  was 
an  earnest  purpose  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  ne  was  not  prepared  to 
hear  the  attacks  which  had  been  made 
upon  Irish  landlords.  Those  attacks 
might  or  might  not  have  been  just  and 
right.  Ho  was  not  there  to  defend  the 
proceedings  of  an  entire  body,  and  would 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  in  the 
advancing  of  arguments  which  might 
well  be  deferred  to  a  future  oooasion. 

JUr.B^kmdt 


The  question  before  them  was  a  pressing 
one— the  relief  of  distress,  and  they 
ought  not  to  delay  its  settlement  by  any 
discussion  as  to  the  poliqy  which  had 
led  to  its  existence.  He  did  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  confine 
itself  to  the  Bill  before  it.  Whatever 
might  be  the  causes  of  the  distress,  let 
them  not  delay  business  by  going  into 
them  now,  when  it  was  proposed  to  do 
something  to  alleviate  that  distress. 
Surely  the  alleged  causes  of  its  existence 
could  be  discussed  hereafter.  If  it  could 
then  be  shown  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
bad  behaviour  of  any  class  of  men,  no 
matter  who  they  might  be,  let  them  be 
held  up,  and  very  properly,  to  oppro- 
brium. The  real  question  before  the 
House  now  was,  whether  an  advance  for 
the  relief  of  the  starving  and  suffering 
people  was  to  be  made  Irom  the  Lrish 
Church  Surplus  Fund  or  from  the  Impe- 
rial resources ;  and  as  to  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, there  could  be  no  hesitation.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  the  past  few  years 
had  been  excellent  years  in  England  and 
Scotland,  the  Irish  people  might  very 
well  have  come  to  England  and  have  said 
— **  You  have  had  good  years ;  we  have 
had  bad.  We  call  on  you  to  assist  us. 
You  are  prosperous.  We  are  the  un- 
fortunate ones.  We  call  upon  vou  to 
assist  us  out  of  the  Imperial  fund/'  But 
when  he  realized  the  depth  of  the  cala- 
mity which  had  fallen  on  the  country, 
and  when  he  cast  his  eyes  about  for  the 
best  means  to  relieve  the  distress,  he  was 
bound  to  look  to  the  state  of  England  as 
well  as  Ireland.  He  was  bound  to  place 
himself  in  the  position  of  the  English 
farmer  who  had  sunk  his  capital  and 
lost  it,  of  the  English  landowner  whose 
land  was  left  on  his  hands,  of  the  Eng- 
lish manufacturer  whose  trade  was  dim, 
and  the  mechanic  whose  employment 
was  gone,  and  he  said  to  himself — **  I 
do  not  think  it  right  for  the  Irish  people, 
poor  as  we  are,  to  ask  a  people  nearly  as 
poor  as  ourselves  to  help  us."  He 
looked  at  the  provisions  of  the  Irish 
Church  Act,  and  he  found  that  under 
that  Statute  there  was  a  fund  which  was 
available,  and  which  was  intended,  by  a 
wise  provision,  to  be  used  on  the  occa- 
sion of  a  great  national  calamity.  And 
could  there  be  a  greater  national  cala- 
mity than  famine^that  which  was  now 
afflicting  the  sister  coimtry  ?  It  was  one 
of  the  greatest  ever  known.  It  was  not 
only  in  the  scheduled  distriotSi  but  in 
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many  other  parts  of  Ireland,  that  the 
want  and  suffering  were  great.  The 
deep  distress  of  the  small  working  tenant 
farmer  was  not  known  yet.  In  many  of 
the  papers  there  had  appeared  graphic 
descriptions  of  distress  from  correspon- 
dents who  had  gone  through  the  country 
in  a  hurry,  doing  their  best  as  conscien- 
tious men ;  but  what  they  had  described 
was  on  the  surface.  What  he  had  seen 
was  below  the  surface.  He  spoke  of 
their  small  farmers,  hard-working  men, 
too  proud  to  show  yet  what  they  were 
enduring ;  and  he  said  a  famine  which 
touched  that  class  was  a  great  calamity. 
What  was  wanted  was  something  to 
enable  these  men  to  tide  over  their  diffi- 
culties. The  landlords  had  been  greatly 
denounced ;  but  what  had  they  been 
doing  with  their  people?  Not  only 
were  abatements  made  in  the  rent,  but 
a  g^reat  many  landlords  had  not  called 
up  their  rents.  The  people,  if  called 
upon,  might  have  been  able  to  pay ;  but 
aner  it  they  could  not  go  on.  Give  them 
time,  and  he  believed  that  one  good 
year,  in  God's  providence,  would  enable 
many  of  them  to  get  on  their  legs  again. 
Anyway,  let  the  House  go  to  the  point 
at  once.  The  Government  proffered 
them  the  money,  and  let  them  take  it, 
no  matter  whence  it  came.  There  were 
manv  other  matters  waiting.  There  was 
a  Bill  of  the  greatest  importance — the 
Seed  Bill — waiting ;  and  if  time  wore 
wasted  they  must  incur  fresh  disasters, 
for  sowing  time  would  be  past.  As  one 
who  had  come  over  at  g^eat  personal  in- 
convenience from  the  post  of  duty,  and 
who  was  anxious  to  get  back  to  superin- 
tend some  works,  and  do  what  ho  could, 
as  long  as  God  gave  him  health  and 
atreng^,  in  the  service  of  the  people,  ho 
implored  the  House  to  waste  no  time  in 
passing  the  BiU. 

Ma.  8TAN8FELD  said,  ho  should  not 
transgress  in  the  direction  wisely  indi- 
cated bv  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  King-Harman).  Ho  merely 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary'  for  Ireland  a  ques- 
tion or  two.  He  had  no  fault  to  tind 
with  the  Government  for  the  prudence 
and  reserve  which  they  had  shown  in 
regard  to  the  relaxation  of  the  regula- 
tions rem)ecting  out-door  relief.  He 
thought  that  the  measures  which  they 
proposed  on  that  subject  were  such  as  to 
neommend  themselves  to  the  House. 
He  did  not  see,  however,  why  the  31st 
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of  December  should  be  fixed  upon  as  the 
date  beyond  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  might  not  authorize  loans ; 
and  wished  to  ask,  why  should  the  Go- 
vernment favour  especially  public  works 
presented  by  the  baronial  presentment 
sessions,  and  why  should  it  look  with 
comparative  disfavour  on  smaller  and 
more  local  works  undertaken  by  private 
owners  or  sanitary  authorities?  It 
seemed  to  him  precisely  this  latter  class 
of  work  that  was  likely  to  be  most  useful 
in  relieving  local  distress ;  and  with  re- 
gard to  baronial  presentments,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  were  the  precautions 
which  the  Government  contemplated 
taking  to  avoid  the  dangers  and  mischief 
experienced  in  1847  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  had  no 
intention  of  following  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  through  the 
details  of  the  subjects  he  had  brought 
forward.  He  was  ready  to  admit  that 
the  action  of  private  owners  and  of  local 
sanitary  authorities,  when  it  could  be 
obtained,  was  to  be  preferred  to  that  of 
baronial  sessions,  which  was  contem- 
plated only  where  other  facilities  were 
not  used.  When  a  presentment  was 
made  by  a  baronial  sessions,  the  plan 
the  Government  intended  to  adopt  was 
to  investigate  carefully  the  sources  of 
employment  which  existed,  or  which 
might  be  called  into  existence,  within 
the  barony  through  the  agency  of  land- 
owners, local  authorities,  and  private 
persons ;  and  they  would  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  necessary  to  act  on  the  pre- 
sentment and  increase  the  facilities 
already  afforded  for  promoting  employ- 
ment. In  a  district  where  it  was  proved 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Government 
that  there  were  already  adequate  means 
of  employment,  they  would  not  embark 
on  the  dangerous  experiment  of  public 
works  carried  on  by  these  extraordinary 
means;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
might  be  necessary  in  districts  where 
other  means  of  employment  wore  want- 
ing— for  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
there  wore  some  districts  and  baronies 
in  Ireland  where  there  were  no  means 
of  providing  that  employment — whether 
that  arose  from  the  inability  of  land- 
owners or  that  of  the  local  authorities  to 
provide  it.  To  whatever  cause  the  posi- 
tion of  the  district  was  due,  employment 
must  be  provided ;  but  the  circimistances 
of  each  case  would  be  carefully  looked 
into  when  applications  were  made.   The 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whj  tlie 
date,  the  3 let  of  December,  appeared  in 
Clause  3  of  the  Bill ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  good  enough 
to  examine  it,  he  would  find  that  there 
was  a  further  period  of  two  calendar 
months.  The  object  of  that  was,  this 
being  a  temporary  measure,  to  enable 
the  Government  to  take  all  the  measures 
which  might  be  necessary  during  the 
interval  which  must  occur  before  the 
next  meeting  of  Parliament.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  asked  why,  in 
Clause  9,  the  period  for  granting  loans 
to  local  sanitary  authorities  was  retained ; 
whereas  in  the  case  of  Board  of  Works 
loans  the  date  was  fixed  at  the  29th  of 
February,  during  which  applications 
might  be  made.  The  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment fixing  an  early  date  was  to 
induce  persons  to  lose  no  time  in  making 
applications.  The  object,  of  course,  was 
that  money  should  be  applied  for  as 
rapidly  as  possible,  and  that  as  great  a 
portion  of  it  as  possible  should  be  ex- 
pended in  the  immediate  employment  of 
labour.  If  the  Government  had  fixed  the 
limit  at  six  months,  persons  would  have 
gone  into  elaborate  plans,  which  might 
or  might  not  have  turned  out  to  be  bene- 
ficial ;  but  the  object — namely,  finding  of 
inmiediate  employment,  woiUd  not  have 
been  obtained.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Sligo  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  had  ofifered  very  wise  counsel  to  the 
House — namely,  to  avoid  the  introduc- 
tion into  the  discussion  of  topics,  how- 
ever interesting  and  important,  which 
did  not  bear  upon  a  measure  of  tempo- 
rary relief  for  urgent  distress.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Hylands) 
had  favoured  the  House  with  his  views 
with  his  usual  ability,  and  at  some 
length,  with  regard  to  land  tenure.  He 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther)  did  not  intend  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member's  observations  further 
than  to  say  that  there  was  not  a  single 
syllable  of  that  portion  of  his  speech 
with  which  he  was  able  to  agree.  He 
could  not  admit  that  the  strictures  on 
landed  proprietors  were  well  founded; 
and  he  must  certainly  protest  against 
any  hon.  Member  of  that  House 'select- 
ing the  present  time,  when  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  all  sections 
should  cordially  co-operate  in  doing  all 
they  could  to  relieve  the  distress,  to  sow 
dissension  between  different  classes  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland.  It 
was  most  iU-advised,  at  a  time  when  it 

Mr,  J.  Lowther 


was  all-impoTtant  that  landlordfl  ehould 
be  induced  to  borrow  money,  to  incur 
obligations,  to  burden  their  estates,  and 
to  make  personal  sacrifices  for  the  pur- 
pose of  affording  employment,  to  dispa- 
rage their  efforts,  to  impugn  their  mo- 
tives, and  to  discourage  them  in  their 
attempts  to  do  their  duty  in  that  state  of 
life  to  which  they  had  been  called.  £e- 
ference  had  been  made  to  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  Fund;  and  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment 
(Mr.  Synan)  spoke  in  favour  of  hypo- 
thecating the  entire  amount  of  that  Fond 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to 
create  a  peasant  proprietary  in  Irebnd. 
He  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  did  not  wish  to 
follow  that  question  farther.  He  had 
his  own  view  on  the  question ;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  was  the  proper  time 
for  devoting  himself  to  an  explanation 
of  it.  He  might  say  that  he  did  not 
think  that  would  be  a  proper  remedy. 
What  he  ventured  to  remind  the  House 
was  that  he  had  failed  to  find  any 
such  provision  as  had  been  mentioned 
in  the  Irish  Church  Act.  He  did  not, 
of  course,  consider  himself  individually 
boimd  in  any  shape  or  form  by  the  Irish 
Church  Act.  Parliament  was,  of  course, 
perfectly  free  to  repeal  the  whole  or  any 
section  of  it,  and,  of  course,  the  method 
of  apportionment  of  the  Surplus  in  that 
Act  was  merely  an  expression  of  opinion, 
and  was  not  binding  on  that  or  future 
Parliaments ;  but  the  words  of  the  Act 
were  that  it  was  expedient  that  the  Sur- 
plus should  be  devoted  mainly  to  the 
relief  of  unavoidable  calamity  and  suf- 
fering. The  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  far  nearer  to  the  pur- 
pose contemplated  by  the  Act  than  the 
interesting  experiments  which  had  been 
indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick. He  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  wished  to 
say  one  word  with  regard  to  the  amoimt 
which  was  proposed  to  be  devoted  for 
this  purpose.  Fears  had  been  expressed 
that  the  amount  in  the  BiU — namely, 
£500,000,  would  not  be  adequate  for 
the  purpose  in  hand.  He  might  explain 
that  when  the  Bill  was  drawn  the 
amount  of  money  for  which  application 
had  been  made  had  not  been  such  as  to 
lead  the  Government  to  think  that  that 
sum  of  £500,000  would  be  inadequate  ; 
but  applications  had  recently  been  comine 
in  more  freely,  from  the  owners  of  land 
especially,  and  applications  had  already 
come  up  to  the  amount  named  in  the 
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Bill.  On  that  account,  and  with  the 
view  to  be  prepared  to  meet  future  de- 
mands for  loans,  he  was  glad  to  say 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  intended  to  move 
in  Committee  that  the  sum  of  £500,000 
should  be  changed  to  £750,000. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
could  not  agree  that  all  the  other  topics 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands) 
ought  to  be  excluded  from  the  present 
debate,  as  they  were  questions  which 
would  have  to  be  discussed  with  a  view 
to  leg^islation  during  the  Session.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  quoted  the  words 
of  the  clause  in  the  Irish  Church  Act 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  raised 
funds  should  not  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  peasant  proprietors.  I3ut 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  a 
little  further  he  would  have  found  that 
the  words  of  the  Act  interposed  a  pro- 
hibition for  the  appropriation  of  the 
Fund  to  such  a  purpose  as  that  now 
contemplated.  The  Act  said  that  any 
unseen  misfortune  or  imavoidable  acci- 
dent, such  as  the  present  distress, 
should  not  relieve  property  from  its 
duties  in  connection  with  the  relief  of 
the  poor.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  Synan)  protested  against  bor- 
rowing from  this  Fund  for  the  relief  of 
distress ;  he  did  so  on  general  grounds, 
and  he  also  did  so  on  special  grounds  ; 
for  there  were  ways  in  wliich  the 
Fund  could  be  employed  to  relieve  the 
distress,  without  incurring  waste,  and 
without  contravening  the  principles  of 
political  economy,  as  the  methods  of  the 
Government  must  do.  Uo  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  bound 
to  show  how  he  would  approach  the 
Church  Surplus,  and  whether  ho  was 
proceeding  in  tlie  most  economical  man- 
ner. None  of  those  things  had  been 
explained  by  the  Government.  Uo  also 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  ex- 
plain why  they  made  advances  to  land- 
lords at  1  per  cent  for  the  purpose  of 
permanently  improving  their  own  pro- 
perty. It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  if 
I'aruament  advanced  on  these  terms 
they  would  have  no  power  to  prevent 
the  landlords  unduly  raising  their  rents; 
and  while  they  g^ve  the  landlords  money 
at  1  per  cent,  how  did  the  Gt>vemment 
dMkl  with  the  ratepayers?  Boards  of 
.  Quidiana  would  have  to  pay  3^  per 


cent  interest  for  their  loans ;  and  whilst 
the  landlords  were  allowed  35  years  to 
repay  the  advances  made  to  them,  the 
towns,  who  could  only  expend  the 
money  in  out-door  relief,  were  only  ^- 
lowed  10  years.  .The  Bill  would  also 
impose  on  Unions  the  necessity  of  giving 
extended  out- door  relief.  Surely  that 
was  a  good  reason  for  placing  them  on 
the  same  footing;  as  the  landlords.  Why 
should  baronial  sessions  be  the  only 
public  bodies  authorized  to  make  pro- 
posals for  expending  this  money  ?  Why 
should  not  the  sanitary  authorities  of 
towns  have  the  same  power?  Towns 
ought  to  be  provided  with  the  same  ma- 
chinery as  rural  districts  in  the  case  of 
baronial  sessions.  It  was  quite  plain 
that  a  much  larger  simi  than  even 
£750,000  would  have  to  be  spent.  It  ap- 
peared that  £500,000  had  already  been 
demanded  on  loan  by  the  owners  of 
land.  This  Bill  was  prepared  with  a 
knowledge  of  that  fact ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment might  rely  upon  it  that  a  much 
larger  sum  would  be  required. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  repeated,  that 
when  the  Bill  was  drawn  the  sum  of 
£500,000  appeared  to  be  sufficient,  look- 
ing to  the  applications  which  had  then 
been  received ;  but  from  the  number  of 
applications  which  had  since  been  re- 
ceived that  sum  appeared  to  be  inade- 
quate, and,  therefore,  it  was  proposed 
to  increase  the  sum  to  £750,000. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  did  not 
think  that  the  Bill,  as  originally  drawn, 
would  provide  what  on  a  fair  caJculation 
would  be  necessary  to  meet  the  item  of 
out-door  relief.  He  therefore  hoped 
this  stage  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  al- 
lowed to  pass  without  a  division. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  tub  EXCHE- 
QUEK  said,  he  was  quite  as  anxious  as 
any  hon.  Member  to  proceed  at  once 
with  the  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  there 
were  one  or  two  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  which  he  could  not  allow  to 
pass  by.  He  had  asked  how  they  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  Church  Fund, 
lie  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
had  stated  some  time  ag^  that  it  was 
his  intention,  in  the  course  of  the  Ses- 
sion, to  introduce  a  measure  for  the  re- 
gulation and  disposition  of  that  Fund. 
At  present,  strictly  speaking,  there  was 
no  Church  Fund  at  all ;  but  only  an  an- 
nual income  derived  by  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commission  from  certain 
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sources.  That  income  had  certain 
charges  laid  upon  it,  and,  especially, 
the  Commissioners  had  to  pay  the  in- 
terest on  a  sum  of  £5,700,000,  which 
they  owed  to  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners. They  had  not  only  to  pay 
that  interest,  but  they  had  out  of  the 
surplus  of  their  income  to  make  re-pay- 
ments of  the  principal  of  that  debt.  But 
there  was  no  regular  provision  as  to 
what  amount  was  to  be  paid  from  time 
to  time  to  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners ;  and  if  Parliament  should  go  on 
as  it  had  recently  done,  laying  further 
charges  on  the  future  surplus  or  present 
income  of  the  Church  Commissioners,  of 
course  the  re-payment  to  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners  must  be  inevitably 
delayed.  He  proposed,  therefore,  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill,  the  main  character  of 
which  would  be  to  fix  a  time  within 
which  that  debt  should  be  paid  off  by 
turning  the  regular  interest  and  uncer- 
tain instalments  into  terminable  annui- 
ties, which  would  cancel  both  principal 
and  interest  in  a  certain  time.  What- 
ever advances  might  be  made  under  this 
Bill  from  the  Church  Fund  for  the  relief 
of  distress,  and  which  would  have  to  be 
raised  by  further  borrowing  from  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners,  would  be 
discharged  by  these  annuities.  As  to  the 
amount  fixed  in  the  Bill,  as  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  explained,  the  £500,000  had 
been  fully  applied  for,  and  of  this  some 
£50,000  or  £60,000  had  been  applied 
for  by  the  sanitary  authorities,  and  other 
claims  were  still  coming  in.  The  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  thought  it  necessary 
to  increase  the  amount.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  charged  them 
with  dealing  unfairly  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  because  they  lent  money  to 
the  landlords  at  1  per  cent  interest,  and 
gave  them  35  years  to  repay  the  prin- 
cipal, whereas  the  Guardians  were 
charged  3^  per  cent  interest,  and  had 
to  repay  the  princip^  in  10  years.  The 
House  would  observe  the  very  great  dif- 
ference between  the  two  cases.  The 
great  object  of  the  Gt)vemment  in  offer- 
ing advances  to  landlords  was  to  induce 
them  to  come  forward  at  a  time  which 
was  a  very  bad  one  fop  them,  and  un- 
dertake works  upon  their  property  in 
order  to  give  employment  to  the  poor, 
and  thus  prevent  them  becoming  charge- 
able on  tne  rates.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  teinpt  the  landlords  to  do  this,  they 
had  offered  them  terms  whidi  were  ex- 
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ceedingly  liberaL  The  Gknrexnment  were 
asked  to  compare  those  terms  with  the 
charge  made  to  the  Boards  of  Ghiardians; 
but  in  the  one  case  the  Government  were 
inviting  persons  to  undertake  works 
which  might  not  be  necessary  or  incum- 
bent upon  them  otherwise  than  as  a 
moral  duty,  whereas  Boards  of  Ghiar- 
dians were  called  upon  to  discharge  legal 
duties.  They  were  called  upon  to  pro- 
vide out  of  the  rates  for  the  support  of 
the  poor  and  destitute ;  and  it  would  be 
a  great  assistance  to  them  to  enable 
them,  instead  of  providing  out  of  the 
rates  of  each  particular  year,  to  borrow 
for  a  period  ox  10  years  at  the  favour- 
able rate  of  3j^  per  cent,  in  order  to  meet 
an  expenditure  which  they  would  be 
bound  to  make  in  one  year.  After  these 
explanations,  he  hoped  they  would  now 
be  allowed  to  go  into  Committee,  and 
that  any  further  questions  that  might 
occur  might  be  raised  in  Committee. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  thought  the  Bill  had 
not  been  drawn  with  the  care  usual  in  the 
case  of  money  Bills ;  and  there  was  much 
in  it  difficult  to  understand.  The  portion 
of  the  Bill  which  referred  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  Boards  of  Guardians  and  loans 
to  Boards  of  Guardians  did  not  any- 
where express  that  the  money  for  these 
loans  was  to  be  lent  at  a  different  rate 
of  interest  than  the  current  rate  of  in- 
terest— namely,  3J  per  cent ;  but,  look- 
ing at  Clause  17,  wnich  referred  to  the 
re-payments  to  the  Treasury  to  see  who 
were  to  make  these  loans,  it  was  left  in 
complete  obscurity  whether  the  loans 
were  to  came  from  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Commission  or  not.  [The 
Chakcellor  of  the  Exchequeb  :  r^o; 
they  are  not.]  If  Clause  17  did  not 
allow  the  money  to  be  borrowed  from 
the  Treasury,  Clause  19  provided  dis- 
tinctly that  the  re-payment  of  all  loans 
made  to  Boards  of  Guardians  should  be 
made  to  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
missioners. It  struck  him  that  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commissioners  had  made 
a  very  good  bargain ;  because,  aocordinff 
to  these  clauses,  they  would  be  paid 
what  they  had  never  advanced.  Of 
coiirse,  that  was  not  intended ;  but  it 
showed  the  carelessness  with  which  the 
Bill  was  drawn.  Were  these  loans  to 
come  from  the  Irish  Church  Temporali- 
ties Fund,  or  was  there  a  mistake  in  the 
19th  clause? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXOHE- 
QXTEE  saidythat  the  intention  was  that 
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the  loans  wbioU  were  made  to  Boards  of 
CKiardians  in  order  to  enable  them  to 
meet  the  expenses  of  out-door  relief  and 
other  charges  which  were  thrown  upon 
them — not  money  borrowed  for  improve- 
ments in  out-door  works  and  works  of 
that  kind — would  be  advanced  by  the 
Treasury  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
These  would  not  come  out  of  the  Church 
Temporalities  Fund.  The  17  th  clause 
was  so  worded  that  it  provided  that  the 
advance  originally  made  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works  should  come 
out  of  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
mission to  the  extent  of  £500,000  or 
£750,000;  but  if  the  two  clauses — the 
17th  and  19th — wore  not  quite  plain, 
they  could  be  rectified  in  Committee. 
With  respect  to  the  loans  made  to  the 
Quardians  as  sanitary  authorities,  they 
were  to  come  out  of  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Fund. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  replied,  that  it  then 
came  to  this — that  the  17th  clause  did 
not  indude  all  advances  on  account  of 
diatress.  Not  only  would  £750,000  be 
advanced  on  loans  to  private  persons  and 
to  baronies ;  but  other  considerable  sums 
would  be  advanced  to  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, the  total  amount  of  whi(;h  the 
House  at  present  did  not  know,  besides 
£500,000  advanced  for  seed.  That  was 
not  a  satisfactory  way  of  making  a  finan- 
cial statement.  The  House  was  at  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  discussing  this  Bill. 
Whether  the  Government  knew  their 
own  mind  in  the  matter  it  was  not  easy 
to  tell ;  but  it  was  perfectly  plain  that 
the  draftsman  did  not  know  the  mind 
of  the  Government.  He  had  asked  whe- 
ther the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
miflsioners  had  any  funds  or  not.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  they 
had  not.  The  Irish  Church  Commissioners, 
therefore,  while  owing  a  very  large  sum, 
to  be  re-paid  by  instalments,  in  order  to 
get  money  must  borrow,  or  suspend, 
to  a  certain  extent,  re-payment  of  their 
debt.  What  the  matter  came  to  was 
this — thev  were  asking  persons  to  lend 
money  who  had  no  money  whatever  to 
lend.  They  were  going  on  with  this  ex- 
traordinaiT  process  of  A  borrowing  from 
B,  and  B  from  C,  none  of  which  bodies 
had  got  the  money.  Would  it  not  be 
Terj  much  simpler  and  more  satis- 
iJMtoiy  if,  insteiEul  of  this  confusion 
Mid  complication  of  accounts,  these  ad- 
iranoes  were  to  be  made,  like  all  other 
adnuioet,  through  the  ordinary  agendes 


which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  done  so  much  to  improve  by  Acts 
passed  by  this  Parliament?  The  defi- 
ciency in  the  interest  might  be  charged  on 
the  Church  or  any  other  Fund  ;  but  that 
did  not  require  all  this  complicated  pro- 
cess. After  the  explanation  given  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  especially  after 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Colonel  King-Harman), 
who,  he  must  say,  put  the  case  more 
tersely  and  clearly  than  any  Gentleman 
who  had  spoken  from  the  Benches  op- 
posite, it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
resist  the  proposal  that  the  loss  of  in- 
terest should  fall  on  the  Irish  Church 
Fund.  He  was  very  sorry  for  it,  and 
wished  it  were  otherwise ;  but  it  was 
very  difficult  at  this  juncture  to  resist 
the  proposal  on  the  ground  of  its  being 
forbidden  by  the  Irish  Church  Act.  This 
proposed  use  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund 
was  as  close  as  anything  could  be  to 
what  was  contemplated  by  the  Act.  It  was 
a  much  more  consistent  application  of  the 
Fund  than  the  provision  of  pensions  for 
schoolmasters,  the  promotion  of^inter- 
mediate  education,  or  even  the  establish- 
ment of  an  Irish  University.  The  object 
to  which  it  was  proposed  to  apply  the 
money  being,  as  he  admitted,  strictly 
Irish,  the  distress  being  localized  to  Ire- 
land, and  the  words  of  the  Church  Act 
being  almost  literally  followed,  it  was 
very  difficult  to  refuse  to  agree  to  the 

Eroposal  of  the  Government.  He  hoped, 
owever,  that  on  this  very  account  the 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  would  make 
it  their  business  to  watch  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Fund,  and  would  take  care 
that  it  was  not  squandered  as  loans  had 
boon  in  former  years.  The  sum  in  ques- 
tion was  very  considerable,  and  would 
probably  amount,  from  first  to  last,  to 
£1,500,000,  in  round  numbers.  It  was 
not  without  great  hesitation  that  he 
supported  the  Bill. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  observed  that,  if 
Ireland  was  to  be  regarded  as  an  inte- 
gral portion  of  the  Empire,  there  could 
be  no  reason  why  the  Imperial  credit 
should  not  be  pledged  for  the  necossaiy 
loans.  It  would  be  borne  in  mind,  if 
that  were  done,  that  Ireland,  as  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  would  contribute 
her  share  of  the  money.  With  regard 
to  the  application  of  tne  money,  he  be- 
lieved tnat  it  could  be  expended  in  no 
more  profitable  way  than  in  draining 
the  land.  The  plan  of  lending  to  the  lana- 
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owners  would  be  universally  approved 
of  in  Ireland,  but  for  the  widespread 
feeling  that  in  some  cases  the  landlords 
would  avail  themselves  of  the  improve- 
ments by  increasing  their  rents.  If  it 
could  have  been  possible  that  the  money 
could  have  been  paid  directly  to  the 
tenants  for  use  on  their  farms  there  was 
nothing  he  should  have  liked  better. 
The  bulk  of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  did 
not  possess  what  had  been  well  called 
the  "basis  of  credit"  such  as  was 
enjoyed  by  all  those  who  held  land  under 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  system.  There- 
fore, he  found  the  money  must  go  to  the 
landlords  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there 
surely  might  be  some  means  whereby 
the  money  could  be  lent  on  such  terms  as 
to  prevent  landlords  from  securing  undue 
increase  of  rent  in  consequence  of  the 
State-made  improvements.  Then  it 
would  be  the  landlords  who  would  have 
to  repay  the  money ;  and  he  would  be 
the  last  to  say  that  the  landlords  should 
not  receive  anything  from  the  improve- 
ments in  their  land.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  the  tenants  had  a  clear  right 
to  participate  in  the  benefit  of  any  im- 
provement that  might  be  made.  They 
ought  to  be  protected  against  the  injus- 
tice and  ungenerosity  of  the  landlords. 
He  admitted  with  satisfaction  and  pride 
that  there  were  in  Ireland  very  many 
landlords  who  did  not  require  any  com- 
pulsion whatever  to  make  them  give  to 
their  tenants  justice  or  generosity  ;  but, 
unfortunately,  the  existence  of  others  of 
a  different  character  engendered  through- 
out the  country  a  want  of  confidence  and 
a  suspicion  which  made  it  imperative  on 
the  Legislature  to  provide  protection 
against  injustice.  It  was  to  be  regretted 
that  the  distress  could  not  have  been 
entirely  met  by  the  profitable  employ- 
ment of  the  people ;  and  he  believed  that 
that  might  have  been  done  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  more  prompt  in  their 
action,  especiaUv  as  the  distress  had  not 
arisen  very  suddenly.  But,  as  things 
were,  they  had  to  rely  upon  tlie  extensive 
administration  of  out-door  relief.  To 
meet  the  cost  of  that  relief  a  very  large 
rate  would  have  to  be  imposed  in  many 
districts,  and,  in  the  end,  might  prove  to 
bo  a  crushing  burden  on  the  ratepayers. 
If  a  rate  in  aid  or  any  similar  device  was 
contemplated,  it  ought  to  be  an  Imperial 
rate,  so  that  the  errors  of  the  years 
1848-9  might  be  avoided,  and  Unions, 
themselves  barely  solvent,  might  not  bo 

Mr.  Bedmond 


taxed  for  the  support  of  others.  He  had 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Donegal  (the  Marquess  of  Hamilton), 
that  the  powers  of  the  Bill  should  be 
extended  so  as  to  provide  for  loans  to 
railways,  harbours,  and  fisheries.  .Such 
assistance  was  very  much  needed,  as 
there  was  a  great  deficiency  in  the  re- 
sources necessary  for  such  enterprises. 
In  the  county  of  "Wexford,  for  instance, 
he  could  mention  a  railway  that  was 
still  unfinished,  although  it  promised  to 
be  of  the  utmost  pubuc  utility.  With 
regard  to  that  railway,  the  Treasury  con- 
sented six  months  ago  to  sanction  the 
advance  of  £53,000 ;  out  the  conditions 
exacted  were  so  rigorous  and  the  respon- 
sibility sought  to  be  imposed  upon  the 
directors  personally  so  onerous,  that  the 
greatest  difficulty  had  been  experienced 
in  raising  the  funds ;  and  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  no  portion  of  the  £53,000  had 
been  advanced.  In  these  matters  he 
thought  Ireland  mi^ht  be  more  liberally 
and  more  generously  dealt  with.  That 
might  be  done  without  loss  or  risk  to 
the  public  Treasury,  for  in  no  way  so 
well  as  by  increasing  the  material  pros- 
perity of  the  countiy  could  they  work  for 
the  tranquillization,  the  contentment, 
and  the  future  welfare  of  Ireland. 

Major  O'BEIENE  objected  altogether 
to  the  baronial  sessions  presentments  as 
the  tribunal  for  approving  the  advances, 
as  the  members  were  not  elected  by  the 
ratepayers,  and,  consequently,  their  selec- 
tion involved  the  principle  of  taxation 
without  representation.  He  believed 
that  in  one  sense  the  Bill  would  be  prac- 
tically inoperative ;  whilst,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  would  tend  to  demoralize  the 
labouring  population  by  making  them 
less  reliant. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  he  should  not 
have  addressed  the  House  to-night  but 
for  some  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
the  Government  which  might  tend  to  g^ve 
rise  to  misconception.  It  seemed  from 
what  had  been  said  that  the  landowners 
had  applied  for  loans  amounting  to 
£500,000  out  of  the  £750,000  they  now 
proposed  to  grant,  and  that  the  sanitary 
autnoritios  had  applied  for  a  farther  sum 
of  £00,000  out  of  that  amoimt.  How- 
ever, they  did  not  yet  know  how  much 
would  be  asked  for  by  the  baronial 
sessions,  which  was  a  most  irresponsible 
body.  The  Oovomment  appeared  to 
have  totally  lost  sight  of  the  Unions  in 
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Ireland,  who  were  being  crushed  beneath 
the  weiffht  of  the  taxation  they  had  to 
bear,  whioh  was  emial  in  amount  almost 
to  that  of  1847.  In  the  year  1847  the 
Unions  of  Ireland  were  taixed  to  the  ex- 
tent of  17tf.  8(^.  in  the  pound,  and  the 
E resent  rate  of  taxation  was  nearly  as 
eavy.  No  provision  was,  therefore, 
made  in  the  Bill  to  meet  the  very  objects 
it  was  intended  to  meet — namely,  the  dis- 
tress in  Ireland;  and  it  was,  therefore, 
useless  for  that  purpose.  The  real  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill,  it  appeared  to  him,  was 
to  enable  the  landlordis  further  to  oppress 
the  tenants  of  Ireland.  In  carrying  out 
this  object,  the  Goyemment  was  now 
acting  in  opposition  to  the  spirit  of 
modem  legislation ;  and  he  protested 
against  the  continuance  of  the  system  of 
landlordism  which  this  Bill  was  evidently 
intended  to  bolster  up.  The  landlords 
would  have  placed  in  their  hands  such 
larg^  sums  of  money  that  it  would  only 
#drve  as  a  premium  for  eviction.  The 
landlord  would  be  independent  of  his 
rent,  and  the  land  would  thus  be  kept  in 
the  hands  of  a  small  number  of  persons. 
As  to  the  financial  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  he  considered  had  already  been 
abolished  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders);  and  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his 
duty  not  only  to  oppose  the  Bill  now,  but 
when  it  reached  Committee. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

The  O'DONOGnUE  was  anxious  to 
have  the  discussion  prolonged,  in  order 
to  give  the  people  of  Ireland  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ^expressing  themselves  on  the 
subject  of  this  Bill.  One  corporate  body 
after  another,  as  soon  as  they  could  do 
■o,  were  giving  their  decided  opinions 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The 
policy  of  the  Government  in  dealing  with 
Ireland  had  been  the  invariable  policy  of 
previous  Governments  towards  Ireland — 
namely,  that  of  giving  her  one  tiling 
while,  in  reality,  they  gave  her  another. 
Bj  this  Bill  the  Government  appeared  to 
give  relief  to  the  Irish  people ;  but,  in 
reality,  the  BiU  was  intendeu  to  uphold 
a  i^stem  which  was  held  in  abhorrence 
bj  the  g^reat  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  other  night  the  Chief 
Secretary  stated  that  the  Uouse,  on  the 
Moond  reading  of  this  Bill,  unanimously 


approved  of  it.  The  refutation  of  that 
utterly  groundless  assertion  was  abso- 
lutely essential.  To  let  it  pass  uncon- 
tradicted and  unchallenged  would  be  for 
the  Irish  Members  to  plead  guilty  either 
to  sheer  incapacity,  gross  negligence,  or 
wilful  dereliction  of  duty.  The  high 
position  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  occu- 
pied as  Her  Majesty's  Chief  Irish  Mi- 
nister called  for  the  prompt  exposure 
and  contradiction  of  misrepresentations, 
in  order  that  the  public  might  be  able  to 
estimate  the  proper  amount  of  reliance 
which  was  to  be  placed  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statements.  The  Besolu- 
tion  moved  by  the  senior  Member  for 
the  county  of  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  and 
agreed  to  at  a  very  full  meeting  of  the 
Insh  Members,  was  this — 

*^  That  it  is  expedient  that  any  portion  of  the 
property  accruing  to  the  CommiBsioners  of  the 
Church  TomponUities  under  the  Irish  Church 
Act,  1869,  shall  bo  applied  towards  the  relief  of 
distress  in  Ireland.  The  provisions  of  the  BiU 
authorizing  such  advances  out  of  such  property 
cannot  be  satisfactory,  and  the  House  is  of 
opinion  that  all  advances  to  be  made  for  tho 
purpose  of  relieWng  distress  in  Ireland  shaU  bo 
maoe  from  Imperial  resources." 

What  was  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  That  the  distress  should  be  re- 
lieved out  of  purely  local  resources,  a 
proposal  the  most  opposed  that  could  be 
conceived  to  that  of  the  Irish  Members. 
Almost  every  line  .of  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  condemned  the  plan  of  the 
Government,  and  called  for  alterations 
— alterations  not  insignificant  in  cha- 
racter, but  vitally  affecting  the  measure. 
With  the  exception  of  two  Members  of 
the  Government,  almost  all  those  who 
had  spoken  had  either  condemned  the 
Bill  absolutely,  or  had  pointed  out  its  in- 
numerable defects.  He  put  on  one  side 
as  altogether  worthless  opinions  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Donegal 
(the  Marquess  of  Hamilton),  because  the 
premises  upon  which  he  based  his  obser- 
vations were  purely  imaginary.  The  Chief 
Secretary  on  Friday  stated  that  the  Bill 
had  received  the  unanimous  approval 
of  the  House.  What  was  the  truth  ? 
That  the  Bill  must  be  held  to  have  been 
met  with  unanimous  disapproval.  It 
had  been  adversely  criticized  by  all  those 
who  had  a  practical  interest  in  it — that 
was,  by  all  who  were  likely  to  come 
under  the  operation  of  its  clauses. 
What  value  could  be  attached  to  the  ap- 

groval  of  those  who  either  notoriously 
ad  misrepresented  their  countrymeni  or 


719  Relief  of  DiBtrm 


ICOMMONSJ 


ifieUmi)  BM. 


720 


those  who  had  no  more  practical  concern 
with  this  measure  than  the  North  Ame- 
rican Indians,   and  the  impartiality  of 
whose  judgment  was  guaranteed  by  the 
fact  that  the  Bill  relieved  them  of  the 
responsibility  which  ought   to    devolve 
upon  them  as  citizens  of  what  they  would 
persist  in  calling  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  an  unfor- 
tunate habit  of  starting  up  suddenly  and 
blurting  out  anything  that  came  into  his 
head.     He  could  not  think  of  anything 
more  flattering  to  say  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     It  would  reflect  too  inju- 
riously upon  the  quality  of  his  mind  and 
endanger  his  prospects  as  a  statesman  to 
have  it  supposed  that  anything  he  had 
yet  done  or  said  had  been  the  result  of 
thouQ^ht.     Generally  speaking,  there  was 
nothmg  surprising    in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  being  inaccurate;   but,  in 
this  instance,  he  had  several  hours  for  the 
preparation  of  his  inaccuracy.     He  re- 
membered many  Chief  Secretaries  of  vari- 
ous politics — Lord  Cardwell,  the  late  Lord 
Mayo,  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,   Lord  Carlingford,   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies — and  he 
might  say  of  all  of  them  that  by  their 
talents,  diligence,  and  deportment,  they 
conferred  increased  importance  upon  one 
of  the  highest  Ofiices  of  the  State.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now  occupied 
that  high  place  was  simply  provoking, 
and  proved  by  every  act  and  word  that 
he  was  the  meanest  of  partizans.     This 
Bill  had  been  contrived  by  one  who  was 
iffnorant  of,  and  indifferent  to,  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  and  one  who  was  a 
reckless  supporter  of  the  extreme  pre- 
tensions of  the  landlord  class.     The  first 
inference  was  deducible  from  the  fact 
that  the  Bill  proposed  to  carry  out  sani- 
tary works  and  public  works  with  money 
borrowed  upon  the  security  of  the  rates 
and  to  be  repaid  out  of  the  rates.     No 
one  with   any  knowledge  of  the   em- 
barrassed condition  of  all  the  Irish  rate- 
payers, and  particularly  in  some  districts, 
could  dream  of  making  such  a  proposi- 
tion as  that;   and  to  talk  of  relieving 
Irish  distress  in  this  way  was  a  perfect 
mockery.    To  do  so  would,  in  innumer- 
able instances,    be  putting   additional 
burdens  upon  persons  quite  as  poor  as 
those  whom  it  was  the  ostensible  object 
of  the  Bill  to  relieve.     The  next  in- 
ference as  to  the  views  of  a  concocter  of 
the  Bill  waa  jostifiod  by  its  offer  to  mako 
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loans  to  the  landlords  at  a  very  cheap 
rate  of  Interest,  thereby  enabling  them, 
without  any  previous  agreement  with 
their  tenants,  to  step  in  upon  the  tenant's 
farm,  to  shove  him  aside,  and  supersede 
him  as  an  improver  of  the  soil,  and  with 
the  help  of  the  public  money  utterly  to 
defeat  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature 
in  passing  the  Land  Act  of  1870.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, in  his  invariably  superficial  and  ad 
captandum  style,  asked  how  could  anyone 
object  to  the  soil  of  a  oountiy  beine  im- 
proved by  its  owners  ?    He  should  not 
now  raise  any  question  as  to  the  sense  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
term  owner,  further  than  to  say  that  in 
any  society  such  as  theirs  the  word  owned 
could  only  be  applied  to  the  possession  of 
land  within  certain  well-defined  limita- 
tions.   Let  him  remind  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  soil  of  Ireland  had  been 
parcelled  out  amongst-occupiers,  that  the 
landlord  could  not  now  of  his  own  mere 
will,  without  previous  agreement,  slip  in 
upon  the  farm  of  his  tenant  to  make  im- 
provements, and  must  have  the  sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Works,  the  tenant  hav- 
ing the  power  of  objecting.    The  Irish 
tenants  generally  had  a  great  repugnance 
to  being  saddled  with  the  interest  of 
these  loans,  not  merely  from  the  imme- 
diate pecuniary  loss  they  entailed,  but 
from  an  intuitive  perception  the  tenants 
had  that  the  loans  would  lead  to  the 
raising    of   rent,    and  that    the    land- 
lord's  object    in    procuring    the    loan 
was    to    enable    him  to  say  when  he 
wanted    to    get    rid    of    tiie    tenant. 
Owing  to  the  dependent  position  of  the 
Irish  tenant,  his  power  of  objecting  to 
the  landlord  going  to  the    farm    and 
making  improvements  was  merely  nomi- 
nal.     The  tenant-at-will    was    alwa3r8 
liable  to  receive  notice  of  eviction,  while 
the  tenant  with  a  lease  could  be  harassed 
by  the  thousand  and  one  annoyances  at 
tlie  command  of  the  landlora.     With 
the  large  number  of  tenants  whom  ruin 
had  already  overtaken,  or  over  whom  it 
was  impending  at  this  moment,  the  ten- 
ants' rights  could  be  outraged  with  the 
most  perfect  impunity.    It  was  nothing 
short  of  an  act  of  violence,  in  the  absence 
of  an  agreement  at  the  timeof  letting,  for 
a  landlord  or  agent  to  enter  the  farm  of  a 
tenant  to  mako  improvements  wliich  the 
tenant  was  prepared  to  make  himself, 
provided  he  could  get  the  use  of  that 
public  money  which  a  system  of  doss 
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legislation  would  reserve  for  the  benefit 
of  the  landlords.  An  attempt  was  made 
to  palliate  this  invasion  of  the  tenant's 
home  and  rights  by  pretending  that  land- 
lords and  agents  had  been  seized  with  an 
irresistible  impulse  to  find  work  for  the 
labourers.  The  pretence  was  transparent. 
AVTio  wore  the  labourers  ?  They  were  the 
sons  and  grandsons  of  the  men  who  wore 
swept  off  the  land  by  the  crowbar  bri- 
gadoy  and  who  had  to  fly  for  refuge  to 
our  cities  and  towns  and  villages. 
Against  them  the  farmer's  door  was  now 
closed.  To  his  table  they  were  always 
welcome,  by  his  fireside  they  always 
found  a  place,  and  upon  his  bit  of  land 
they  would  have  found  a  home  had  not 
landlord  and  agent  warned  the  farmer 
that  to  harbour  the  labourer,  or  to  give 
him  land,  was  an  unpardonable  offence. 
He  had  no  fear  that  landlords  or  agents 
would  be  able  to  bribe  the  labourers  to 
form  an  alliance  against  their  own  flesh 
and  blood — the  tenantry.  If  the  land- 
lord had  land  in  his  own  hands,  by  all 
means  let  the  Government  lend  him 
public  money  to  improve  it;  but  the 
Irish  Members  insisted  that  the  same 
advantage  of  using  public  money  must 
be  afforded  to  the  occupier  of  the  soil. 
With  this  object  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
given  Notice  of  a  clause ;  and  he  hoped, 
at  all  events,  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  until  that  clause  had  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  Parliament.  They 
had  been  called  upon  to  amend  the  Bill ; 
but  it  was  almost  impossible  to  do  so. 
The  whole  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
wrong,  and  nothing  but  a  total  change 
of  principle  would  meet  the  necessities 
of  the  case.  lie  was  confident  that  the 
baronial  sessions  and  the  Boards  of 
Ouardians  would  make  very  little  use  of 
the  power  which  it  was  proposed  to  give 
them  of  raising  money  on  the  security  of 
the  rates.  They  knew  very  well  that  they 
oould  not  do  it,  and  anything  that  they 
did  would  be  the  merest  fiddling.  Tlie 
ignorance  which  prevailed  in  England 
with  regard  to  what  took  place  in  Ire- 
land was  constantly  receiving  remark- 
able illustration.  He  remembered  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  (Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  told  them 
that  pepper  was  an  indispensable  condi- 
ment to  tiio  Irish  peasant.  That  morning 
thej  had  English  ignorance  of  Ireland 
iUostratcd  in  that  great  public  instructor, 
Iks  Timeip  which,  commenting  on  his 


hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  for  proposing  that  out-door  re- 
lief should  not  bo  given  in  money,  was 
evidently  not  aware  that  for  years  it  had 
been  the  custom  in  Ireland  to  give  out- 
door relief  in  money,  and,  ho  believed, 
in  money  only.  He  was  confident  that 
the  only  way  of  reaching  distress  was 
by  means  of  a  system  of  State  works, 
and  that  any  other  mode  would  be  not 
only  useless,  but  positively  injurious  to 
the  country. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  expressed  his  fear  that 
the  inadequacy  of  the  Government 
measures  would  lead  to  a  renewal  of 
these  discussions  later  in  the  Session. 
Ho  had  recently  received  letters  from 
various  parts  of  Cavan  describing  the 
great  distress  which  existed  there,  and 
from  these  he  judged  that  the  poverty 
and  distress  in  less  favoured  districts  of 
the  country  must  be  very  extreme,  re- 
quiring much  greater  efforts  to  cope 
with  it  than  any  yet  attempted  by  the 
Government.  He  thought  the  proposi- 
tions of  the  Government  were  not  calcu- 
lated to  carry  out  in  the  best  way  what 
ought  to  be  done.  He  was  opposed  to 
the  proposal  to  lend  money  to  tne  land- 
owners. He  believed  that  the  present 
Lord  Leitrim  was  a  very  different  man 
from  the  late  Lord,  and  was  the  only 
landlord  in  his  county  who  would  ob- 
tain a  loan  under  the  Bill.  If  so,  the 
result  would  be  that  in  only  a  very 
small  district  would  relief  be  afforded 
in  that  way,  and  not  one  penny  would 
be  spent  in  any  other  part  of  the  county. 
It  was  not  to  bo  supposed  that  the  small 
farmer^j  and  labourers  could  go  more 
than  a  few  miles  to  get  employment  on 
that  property.  The  same  would  apply 
to  other  counties,  and  thus  the  money 
voted  would  not  be  spent  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  at  all.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  it  was  idle  to  talk  of  drawing  funds 
from  the  Irish  Church  Surplus,  when, 
in  fact,  such  Surplus  did  not  and  might 
never  exist.  Even  if  there  was  such  a 
Fund,  what  right  had  the  Government 
to  say  tliat  a  heavy  charge  should  bo 
made  upon  it  in  this  particular  year? 
TIio  only  reasonable  and  proper  way  of 
dealing  with  tliis  Fund,  if  it  was  to  be 
dealt  with  in  this  fashion  at  all,  was  to 
defer  tlie  matter  to  some  remote  period, 
at  which,  perhaps,  the  tenants  in  Ireland 
could  not  live  even  on  the  terms  at  pre- 
sent existent.  At  all  events,  let  them 
wait  till  the  Fund  was  in  existence ,  and 
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then  lot  the  Government  and  the  Par- 
liament of  that  day  dispose  of  it  as  they 
thought  best.  He  advocated  the  buy- 
ing of  lands  by  the  State,  and  the  sell- 
ing of  such  lands  in  small  lots  to  lond 
fide  occupiers.  It  would  be  no  greater 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  rights  of  property,  if  they 
enabled  the  occupier  to  oecome  the 
owner,  than  they  were  accustomed  to  in 
this  country  in  the  case  of  compulsory 
sale,  or  where  a  man  was  prevented  from 
making  a  use  of  his  land  which  was  an- 
noying to  his  neighbours.  Indeed,  by 
doing  so,  they  would  only  be  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870,  by  which  the  occupying  tenant 
could  recover  compensation  for  improve- 
ments from  his  landlord.  Far  more  was 
claimed  by  Irish  landlords  than  from 
any  other  class  of  property-owners  in 
the  Kingdom.  The  landlords  were 
spenders,  not  producers,  and  were  not 
entitled  to  more  consideration  than 
others.  The  proper  persons  to  have 
loans  were  those  who  cultivated  the 
land  and  contributed  to  the  wealth  of 
the  country ;  and  if  money  were  lent  out 
in  small  sums  to  that  class  the  employ- 
ment which  was  so  much  needed  would 
be  afforded.  It  was  said  that  there 
was  no  sufficient  security ;  but  the  ad- 
vance might  be  made  a  first  charge  on 
the  holding,  a  principle  that  was  not 
new  in  legislating.  He  objected  also  to  the 
power  given  to  the  presentment  sessions. 
They  were  well  acquainted  with  the  ob- 
jections urged  against  the  Grand  Jury 
system  in  England.  They  were  of 
greater  force  as  against  the  Irish  sys- 
tem; and  the  Government  ought  to 
have  passed  a  Grand  Jury  Bill  before 
giving  such  authority  to  the  present- 
ment sessions.  The  present  Bill  ought 
to  have  authorized  the  Guardians  at 
once,  if  they  thought  fit,  to  give  out- 
door relief,  instead  of  requiring,  as  a 
preliminary,  an  authorization  from  the 
local  authority.  He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  back  the  Bill,  and 
re-consider  and  re-construct  it.  He  had 
received  letters  from  Ireland  which  de- 
scribed the  people  as  having  reached 
their  last  bag  of  potatoes,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  deal  ade- 
quately with  the  question. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  said,  that 
whatever  the  Gt)vemment  might  do  he 
hoped  that  they  would  consent  to  the 
pnnoiple  of  the  Amendment,  and  would 

Mr,  Biggar 


not  apply  any  part  of  the  Irish  Choroh 
Fund  to  this  particular  occasion.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  there  was  some- 
thing rather  petty — he  was  almost  going 
to  say  paltry — in  making  that  kind  of 
use  of  any  portion  of  a  nmd  which  was 
intended  to  be  the  means  of  conferring 
an  enduring  benefit  on  Ireland,  and 
which  was  certainly  not  intended  to  be 
the  means  of  staving  off  a  purely  tem- 
porary distress.  If  so  treated,  it  might 
be  so  frittered  away  as  to  vanish  with- 
out leaving  any  permanent  traces  of  its 
existence.  The  course  proposed  by  the 
Government  was  like  the  conduct  of 
some  paternal  personage,  who,  having 
provided  his  daughter  with  a  fortune 
intended  for  her  lasting  benefit,  should 
borrow  a  portion  of  the  money  on  the 
first  occasion  that  she  was  sick  to  pay 
her  medical  expenses.  The  distress, 
though  very  keen,  was  not  likely  to  be 
enduring,  and  was  just  such  a  sudden 
misfortune  as  the  whole  strength  of  the 
State  might  fairly  be  expectea  to  assist. 
The  Government  would  greatly  conciliate 
popular  feeling  in  Ireland  if  they  would 
consent  to  meet  the  present  emergency 
out  of  national  funds,  and  even  for  the 
sake  of  simplicity  it  would  be  advisable 
to  seek  the  money  elsewhere  than  in  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund.  There  was,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  no  Church  Surplus  avail- 
able, so  that  the  Church  Temporalities 
Commissioners  would  have  to  ffo  and 
borrow  from  parties  who  would  borrow 
from  somebody  else,  and  the  interest 
would  accumulate.  In  some  very  sen- 
sible and  judicious  remarks,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Sligo  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  had  deprecated  delay 
in  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  He  agreed 
with  him  that  any  unnecessary  delay  in 
the  passing  of  so  important  a  measure 
would  be  very  much  to  be  deplored;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  there  was  something 
even  worse  than  delay,  and  that  was 
hasty  and  bungling  legislation.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Government 
had  the  means  to  meet  any  distress  that 
might  occur  during  the  passage  of  the 
BiU  through  the  House;  and,  conse- 
quently, there  was  no  reason  why  the 
measure  should  not  be  considered  with 
care  and  attention.  He  was  old  enough 
to  remember  with  sufficient  clearness 
the  Famine  of  1846-7,  and  the  legisla- 
tion which  then  took  place  in  the  House. 
He  very  well  remembered  how,  when 
Lord  George  Bentinok  on  side  of  the 
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House  and  Lord  John  Bassell  on  the 
other,  contended  that  that  was  the  pro- 
per time  to  take  such  steps  as  would 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  similar  dis- 
tress by  placing  things  in  Ireland  on  a 
better  foundation ,  they  were  met  by  the 
same  cry  of  "No  delay;  let  us  get  quickly 
to  some  temporary  legislation,  and  put 
off  permanent  measures  until  we  have  time 
to  consider  them."  And  what  happened? 
When  the  emergency  passed  all  thought 
of  permanent  measures  was  forgotten,  and 
the  opportune  moment  for  making  some 
lasting  improvement  in  the  state  of 
the  countiy  was  lost.  He  believed  that 
the  present  was  a  fitting  time  in  which 
to  effect  a  permanent  amelioration  in  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  to  do  away 
with  this  perpetual  distress  and  these 
perpetual  aemands  for  assistance,  which 
were,  he  felt  sure,  painful  to  every 
patriotic  Irishman.  Such  action  would 
do  more  g^ood  to  the  country,  and  more 
to  establish  its  peace  and  loyalty,  than 
the  bayonets  of  policemen  or  the  sulky 
humours  of  Lords  Lieutenant.  Although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  seemed  to  regard  with 
Bometning  like  scorn  the  suggestion 
which  proceeded  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  for  using  the 
Fund  to  establish  a  peasant  proprietary, 
yet  he  was  not,  happily,  inflexible  in  his 
opinions.  He  was  sometimes  open  to 
argument,  and  occasionally  it  happened 
that  his  Chiefs  decided  upon  ti^ng  a 
course  which  he  had  just  declared  no  Go- 
▼emment  could  possibly  adopt.  There- 
fore, he  was  not  wholly  deprived  of  hope ; 
and  he  would  appeal  to  the  Gt)vemment 
not  to  fritter  away  thatFimd,  butto  leave 
it  to  be  the  beeinnine  of  the  foundation 
of  something  which  might  bo  of  enduring 
benefit  to  the  country. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  also  objected  to 
the  application  of  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund  m  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
Bill.  He  contended  that  the  round- 
about, complicated,  and  absurd  system 
initiated  in  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
pitmding  the  money  required  in  the 
present  emergency  ought  to  be  sufficient 
to  condemn  Uie  measure,  even  if  there 
were  no  other  objections  to  it.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Government  were  uneasy 
•o  long  as  anything  was  existing  in  the 
shape  of  a  separate  Irish  Fund  which 
mighty  in  the  future,  bo  used  to  bring 
about  some  permanent  benefit  to  Ire- 
land.   He  charged  the  Gbvomment  with 


making  Irish  distress  an  excuse  for  the 
confiscation  of  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church.  The  distress  should  be  re- 
garded distinctly  as  an  Imperial  ques- 
tion ;  and  Ireland,  he  maintained,  ought 
not  to  be  treated  as  in  any  way  separate 
from  England  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present.  The  Government  treated  Ire- 
land as  a  separate  country,  while  pro- 
claiming their  attachment  to  the  Union 
between  it  and  Great  Britain.  When- 
ever there  was  a  question  of  allowing 
Ireland  a  share  in  the  benefits  of  the 
British  Constitution,  of  placing  the  Irish 
on  the  same  level  and  footing  as  British 
citizens,  the  Government  were  always 
greater  separatists  than  the  Irish  sepa- 
ratists themselves.  By  the  confiscation 
of  the  Irish  Church  Fund  in  the  way 
now  proposed  the  Irish  people  were 
having  a  fine  imposed  upon  them  for 
that  Imperial  legislation  which  fostered 
a  vicious  land  system,  and  which,  in 
former  years,  directly  prevented  the 
growth  of  Irish  manufactures.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  was,  in  his 
opinion,  wholly  indefensible;  and  the 
Irish  Party  in  Uiat  House  ought  to  offer 
to  it  the  most  strenuous  resistance  in 
their  power. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  1 26  ; 
Noes  34:  Majority  92.— (Div.  List, 
No.  6.) 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Interpretation)  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Extension  of  power  to  grant 
out-door  relief  in  food  and  fuel). 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYEE  thought  that 
it  was  desirable  to  extend  the  time 
named  in  this  clause,  which  mainly  ap- 

EHikI  to  the  granting  of  out-door  relief 
y  the  Ijocal  Government  Board ;  and 
ho  therefore  proposed,  as  an  Amendment, 
to  omit  the  wonls  "  31st  day  of  Decem- 
ber, 1880,"  in  order  to  insert  ''the  1st 
day  of  March,  1881." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  exactly  understand  the 
ob j  ect  of  the  Amendment.  The  Govern- 
ment had  thought  it  right  to  extend  the 
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powers  of  granting  out-door  relief  to  the 
end  of  the  present  year.  They  hoped 
that  the  next  would  be  a  favourable 
harvest,  and  that  there  would  be  no  oc- 
casionat  all  for  further  extension ;  but  it 
might  happen  that  the  present  bad  har- 
vest might  be  followed  by  another  bad 
one.  In  that  case,  there  would,  undoubt- 
edly, bo  some  reason  for  extending  the 
time.  It  was  therefore  proposed  in  the 
Bill  to  extend  the  time  between  one  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament  and  the  next  by 
giving  extension  to  the  powers  of  the 
Guardians  for  two  months.  If,  in  the 
following  year,  there  should  be  a  neces- 
sity for  further  extension  of  time,  this 
could  be  effected  when  Parliament  re- 
assembled. He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  occasion  at  present  to  carry  on  the 
power  to  the  1st  of  March;  and  he 
thought  that  the  object  of  the  hon. 
MenH>er  for  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lef  evre) 
was  obtained  by  the  wording  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  under 
this  clause  the  Local  Government  Board 
might  authorize  the  Guardians  of  any 
Union  to  administer  relief  in  food  and 
fuel.  So  far  as  out-door  relief  was  at 
present  administered,  the  aged  and  the 
sick  could  receive  it  in  food,  fuel,  or 
money.  He  did  not,  therefore,  see  why 
the  same  option  of  giving  money  for  the 
relief  of  out-door  distress  in  the  present 
circumstances  should  not  be  allowed. 
The  giving  of  money  would,  in  many 
respects,  be  of  great  benefit.  Among 
other  things,  it  would  allow  to  persons, 

Eerhaps,  technically  speaking,  able- 
odioa,  a  very  useful  choice  of  food,  for 
with  that  money  they  might  be  able  to 
buy  something  more  suitable  for  them 
than  the  food  actually  distributed  at  the 
relief  centres.  Besides  this,  they  would 
be  able  to  be  provisioned  more  con- 
veniently, for  the  provisioning  of  a  consi- 
derable number  of  persons  might  be  a 
matter  of  great  difficulty.  Again,  the 
labour  of  provisioning  them  would  be 
greatly  lightened  by  giving  them  the 
money  to  purchase  what  might  bo  re- 
quired. The  power  of  giving  money 
would,  to  a  large  extent — in  many  cases 
to  a  very  large  extent — relieve  the  local 
relief  centres  from  the  necessity  of 
piling  up  food,  which  hon.  Members 
knew,  by  experience  of  former  distress, 
became  destroyed  or  deteriorated.  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  placed  power 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


in  the  hands  of  the  OuaidianB,  or  left 
them  the  option  to  give  money,  it  would 
be  foimd  in  100  cases  that  it  would  be 
most  advantageous  both  for  the  Guar- 
dians and  the  poor  persons  to  be  re- 
lieved. In  a  great  number  of  cases, 
the  danger  of  accumulating  tmwieldy 
masses  of  stores  liable  to  deterioration 
and  destruction  would  be  entirely  re- 
moved. There  were,  of  course,  possible 
abuses  of  this  system ;  but  there  were 
possible  abuses  of  every  system  of  relief, 
while  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
giving  of  money  would  be  most  agree- 
able to  a  great  number  of  persons.  The 
Guardians  beings  on  the  spot,  moreover, 
and  knowing  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  money  was  to  be  distributed, 
would  be  able  to  g^ve  where  they 
thought  they  could  do  so  safely,  and 
withhold  where  they  thought  otherwise ; 
and  he  saw  no  reason  for  t3ring  their 
hands  in  this  case  any  more  than  under 
the  ordinary  circumstances  of  out-door 
relief.  He  therefore  begged  to  move, 
in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  and  g^ant 
Member  for  Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst),  in 
pa^e  1,  line  23,  to  leave  out  ''either," 
and  insert  **  or  money  or  any." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pag^  1,  line 
23,  to  leave  out  the  word  "either,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  "  or  money  or 
any."— (Jfr.  O'DonnelL) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
the  present  distress  by  what  was  merely 
a  temporary  measure,  and  they  in  no 
way  contemplated  a  general  amendment 
of  the  Poor  Law.  If  the  House  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Poor  Law  Acts  were 
intended  to  hold,  a  provision  of  the  kind 
contained  in  this  clause  was  absolutely 
necessanr.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  SHAW  could  not  azree  with  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  CoUeague.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  most  dan- 
gerous element  to  introduce  the  giving 
of  money  as  a  provision  in  this  Bill. 
But  he  thought  it  would  be  worth  the 
while  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
consider  whether  they  should  not  give 
to  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  the  power  of 
employing  men,  and  returning  them 
money  for  their  labour.  He  had  a 
strong  opinion  that  the  Guardians,  as  a 
body,  were  a  better  medium  for  oanying 
out  relief  of  the  present  distress  than 
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any  other;  he  therefore  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvermnent  would  con- 
sider the  advisability,  not  of  changing 
the  Bill  OS  suggested  by  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  ana  gallant  Member  for  Cork 
(Colonel  Colthurst),  but  in  the  direction 
of  giving  employment.  With  regard  to 
the  giving  of  money  to  tenants,  the  sub- 
ject had  already  been  brought  before 
the  Government  by  himself  some  time 
afi;o  in  a  written  document.  He  was 
himself  acquainted  with  thousands  of 
acres  of  land  which  required  to  be 
drained  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Cork, 
the  landlords  of  which  were  absentees. 
Now,  if  the  money  could  be  borrowed  to 
drain  this  land,  the  work  could  be  car- 
ried out  by  local  engineers,  and  the 
money  could  be  afterwards  collected 
tinder  the  Poor  Law  system  and  paid 
into  the  Treasurv.  If  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  would  make  provision  for 
this  there  would  not  be  one  shilling  lost, 
and  it  would  really  look  like  doing  some- 
thing for  the  tenants  in  Ireland.  They 
were  doing  an  immense  deal  for  the 
landlords,  and  he  trusted  that  the  land- 
lords would  do  something  in  return  for 
it.  He  trusted  that  the  Oovemment 
would  consider  the  question  which  he 
had  raised  upon  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee ;  and  although  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  principle  contained  in  that 
Amendment,  he  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  giving  money  through  the  Guardians 
for  employment  on  public  works. 

Mb.  O'DONNEli  said,  if  the  Bill 
were  intended  to  be  of  a  permanent  cha- 
racter, there  might  have  been  something 
in  the  objections  which  had  been  rained 
to  the  Amendment ;  but  as  the  relief 
proposed  was  only  temporary,  ho  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  given  in  the  way 
most  ag^eable  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
In  his  opinion,  the  consequence  of  pro- 
hibiting relief  in  money,  and  of  confining 
it  to  reuef  in  food  and  fuel,  would  bo 
that  the  people  would  not  come  for  it; 
while  many  more  might  be  expected  to 
apply,  if  the  Government  consented  to 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  that  nothing, 
geographically  speaking,  could  bo  better 
than  the  Unions  in  Ireland  for  the  relief 
of  distress,  inasmuch  as  they  were 
grouped  round  the  towns ;  and,  on  tho 
other  hand,  nothing  could  be  ^eographi- 
oalij  worse  than  the  situation  of  tho 
baioiiiesi  whioh  were  planned  out,  as  a 


general  rule,  without  any  reason  whatso- 
ever. The  Poor  Law  Unions  were  much 
better  calculated  to  succeed  in  their  en- 
deavours to  relieve  distress  than  the 
baronial  sessions,  which  only  met  every 
three  months ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Poor  Law  Board  met  every  week  in 
town  to  decide  about  the  local  affairs, 
and  were,  therefore,  a  practical  body. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  say — "  We  have  got  the 
baronial  machinery ; "  and  he  quite 
acknowledged  that  it  would  be  a  difficult 
thing  for  them,  at  the  present  moment, 
to  change  the  very  constitution  of  the 
baronies,  and  make  the  Poor  Unions 
superintendents  of  these  relief  works. 
But  they  should  endeavour  to  do  so  as 
far  as  possible,  because  they  were  really 
working  bodies.  He  hoped  that  the 
Oovemment  would  consider  whether 
they  could  not  effect  something  in  this 
direction 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  supported 
the  proposal  to  give  powers  to  the  Guar- 
dians for  the  employment  of  the  people. 
A  great  deal  of  money  was  given  under 
the  head  of  out-door  relief,  whether  it 
went  in  money,  food,  or  fuel.  Was  it 
not  proper  that  some  of  this  should  m 
in  the  employment  of  labour,  and  woind 
it  not  be  less  demoralizing  to  the  people  ? 
Tho  power  sought  could  be  very  well 
guarded,  for  the  reason  that  no  one  would 
be  allowed  to  spend  the  money  until  the 
Board  of  Works  had  examined  the  pro- 
posals for  any  works  suggested  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Local  Government  Boara. 
With  reference  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Cork  (Colonel 
Colthurst),  if  the  Bill  remained  as  at  pre- 
sent, he  was  afraid  it  would  be  necessary 
to  g^ve  the  Boards  of  Guardians  power 
to  administer  relief  in  money ;  and,  in- 
deed, he  could  see  no  very  great  danger 
in  such  a  proposal,  because,  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  section,  the  Guardians  were 
bound  to  make  such  provision.  If  the 
Government  gave  the  people  tho  oppor- 
tunity of  buying  what  they  wanted,  ho 
would  be  sorry  to  see  money  given  to 
them  for  out-door  relief,  as  there  would 
be  great  danger,  in  his  opinion,  that  the 
money  so  given  would  find  its  way  in  a 
wrong  direction.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
they  were  not  to  have  money  distributed 
in  out-door  relief,  they  should  have  some 
assurance  that  proper  machinery  and  a 
proper  distribution  of  food  and  fuel 
would  be  provided. 
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Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  was  in  f  avoor 
of  work  being  provided  for  the  agri- 
cultural labourers,  in  order  that  an 
honest  means  might  be  afiEbrded  them 
of  earning  money.  At  the  same  time, 
he  begged  to  say  that  he  fully  agreed 
with,  and  should  support,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell). 

Mb.  SWANSTON  said,  that  he  re- 
gretted that  this  system  of  presentments 
at  baronial  sessions  had  been  included  in 
the  Bill.  He  could  not  but  think  that 
the  evils  of  such  a  system  must  have  an 
extraordinary  efiFect  upon  the  coimtry. 
There  appeared  to  be  no  way  of  checking 
such  advances.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
felt  sure  that  the  grant  of  powers  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  expend  money 
or  to  institute  works  would  be  beneficial. 
He  therefore  hoped  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  consider  both  of  these 
means  of  relief  under  this  Act.  He 
thought  that  if  the  money  which  had 
been  granted  to  landlords  at  1  per  cent 
had  been  granted,  instead,  to  the  tenants, 
it  would  have  effected  more  in  the  way 
of  relief.  He  wished  that  works  had 
been  commenced  during  the  month  of 
November  last.  The  works  which  would 
now  be  commenced  by  grant  from  the 
sessions  now  being  held  would  have  been 
carried  on  for  some  time  back,  and 
would  not  have  interfered  with  the  spring 
work  about  to  commence  by  the  farmers. 
The  state  of  the  country  was  such,  at  the 
present  time,  that  he  thought  that  money 
would  be  better  expended  in  assisting 
the  labourers  to  carry  on  the  work  of  the 
country  than  by  the  institution  of  public 
works.  He  would  just  give  them  one 
instance  of  application  for  public  works. 
In  the  barony  of  Bere,  in  the  county  of 
Cork,  the  making  of  47  roads  had  been 
applied  for,  which,  the  chairman  of  the 
baronial  sessions  said,  if  passed,  would 
cost  over  £7,000. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  travelling  somewhat  from 
the  subject  in  hand. 

Mb.  SWANSTON  said,  he  merely 
mentioned  this  as  an  instance  of  what 
was  likely  to  occur.  The  chairman  said 
he  trusted  that  the  applications  would  be 
rejected  by  the  magistrates.  He  begged 
to  protest  against  such  an  expenditure, 
the  consequence  of  which  would  be  an 
increase  of  £600  a-year  to  the  rates  of 
that  barony.  The  entire  of  the  works 
•  rejected. 


Mb..  MELDON  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  County  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  in  suggesting  that  Guardians 
should  be  empowered  to  give  relief  by 
means  of  employment,  and  not  by  out- 
door relief  alone.  He  could  not  see,  if 
that  course  was  found  efficacious  during 
the  distress  in  Lancashire,  why  it  ahould 
not  be  equally  so  in  the  case  of  Ireland. 
In  1863,  £1,200,000  had  been  granted 
to  the  local  authorities  from  Imperial 
resources  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
works  to  alleviate  the  distress  then  ex- 
isting in  Lancashire.  He  felt  bound  to 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dung^arvan,  as  he  considered 
that,  in  many  cases,  out-door  relief  in 
the  shape  of  money  was  by  far  the  most 
efficacious  and  economical.  He  thought 
that  if  provisions  only  were  distributed 
there  would  be  a  good  deal  of  jobbery. 
Either  goods  of  an  inferior  quality  would 
be  sold  at  best  prices,  or  else  a  very  large 
price  paid  for  provisions  which  oould  be 
more  cheaply  purchased  by  the  people 
receiving  relief.  In  the  present  distil 
there  was  not  an  absence  of  food ;  on  the 
contrary,  the  necessaries  of  life  were 
cheap.  What  was  wanted  was  money 
with  which  to  purchase  food.  If  the  Ghiar- 
dians  exercised  discrimination  in  their 
relief,  giving  only  to  those  who  were 
actually  in  want,  he  felt  sure  that  no 
evil  would  arise  irom  money  being 
granted  to  them  for  that  purpose. 

Mb.  CHILDEHS  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion to  be  decided  was  whether  some- 
thing which  the  clause  did  not  include 
should  bo  inserted.  He  ventured  to  im- 
press upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  necessity  of  doing  something  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  clause.  Boards  of 
Guardians  might  grant  relief  not  only 
by  way  of  food  and  fuel,  as  was  stated 
in  the  clause,  but  also  in  the  shape  of 
wages,  not  so  much  for  employment  on 
public  works  as  for  improvements  on  farm 
lands,  such  as  the  drainage  of  fields, 
erection  of  farm  buildings,  and  so  forth. 
Much  land  in  Ireland  was  capable  of 
great  improvement;  and  if  Boards  of 
Guardians  wore  allowed  in  certain  cases 
to  make  advances  for  actual  improve- 
ments to  property  on  the  security  of  the 
land  itself,  the  intentions  of  the  Act 
might  be  well  carried  out,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  the  people  would  be  in  no  way 
pauperized.  He  thought,  perhaps,  that 
the  matter  might  be  more  e£fectually 
treated  in  the  latter  clauses  of  the  Bill ; 
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but  lie  fully  concurred  in  the  sugeestion 
of  the  lion.  Member  for  County  Oo^  (Mr. 
Shaw). 

The  OH  ANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  there  were  two  ways  of 
giving  relief — direct,  and  indirect.  The 
direct  mode  was  by  distributing  to  those 
in  need  necessaries  or  money  by  which 
to  purchase  those  necessaries;  the  in- 
direct mode  was  by  giving  work,  which, 
if  the  people  did,  they  would  be  paid  for, 
and  so  obtain  money.  These  two  modes 
had  been  kept  separate  in  this  measure, 
and  he  thought  they  should  be  so  sepa- 
rated. In  the  first  instance— that  was,  in 
the  3rd  clause  of  the  Bill — it  was  proposed 
to  deal  with  the  manner  of  giving  direct 
relief;  it  was  proposed  that  that  should 
be  given  in  food  or  fuel,  and  it  had  been 
suggested  that  it  be  given  also  in 
money ;  and  that  was  the  question  to  be 
decided.  That  question  should  not  be 
mixed  up  with  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  County  Cork,  who 
said — **  I  do  not  propose  fliat  the  Guar- 
dians should  give  work,  except  so  as  to 
enable  people  to  get  money  as  wages, 
and  so  to  obtain  means  for  procuring 
food  and  fuel."  The  question  was  whe- 
ther the  Guardians  should  be  allowed  to 
provide  work  so  as  to  enable  the  people 
to  earn  wages,  and  so  to  get  money.  It 
was  to  be  considered  whether  the  work 
so  provided  was  likely  to  be  as  good  and 
beneficial  as  that  provided  by  persons 
such  as  the  sanitary  authorities  and 
others,  acting  under  a  gp:ant  from  the 
baronial  sessions.  A  great  deal  was  to 
be  said  on  the  question  of  baronial  ses- 
sions; but  that  was  not  the  time  to  discuss 
it.  The  Amendment  was  whether  money 
should  be  added  to  the  other  forms  of 
out- door  relief  proposed  iu  the  clause. 
He  thought  such  a  course  would  be  in- 
expedient and  lead  to  a  great  deal  of 
abuse.  Experience  of  former  times 
ahowed  that  relief  in  kind  and  works 
were  superior  to  any  other  form.  He 
ahould  ask  the  Committee  to  decide 
whether  money  should  be  added  to  the 
daose,  knowing,  as  they  did,  the  danger 
of  its  being  applied  in  a  manner  which 
thej  might  be  sorry  for  afterwards. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  stated  that  lie  had  no 
wish  to  change  the  system  of  Poor  Law 
in  Ireland.  But  the  Guardians  had 
ffiven  money  previously,  and  the  present 
Amendment  only  had  for  its  object  that 


it  might  be  at  their  option  to  grant 
either  money,  food,  or  fuel.  Now,  as  to 
the  desirability  of  giving  cash  instead  of 
coals  and  fuel  for  out-door  relief  in  cer- 
tain cases,  he  would  point  out  that  some 
of  the  Poor  Law  Unions  in  Ireland  were 
very  extravagant,  and  that,  in  other 
cases,  the  Unions  extended  from  12  to  15 
miles  beyond  the  workhouse.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seriously  mean 
that  those  poor  persons  who  lived  12  or 
15  miles  u'om  the  workhouse  were  to 
be  compelled  to  travel  that  distance  and 
back  again  to  their  homes  in  order  to 
get  an  allowance  of  Indian  meal  or  coal  ? 
If  the  poorest  of  the  peasants  were  to  be 
compelled  to  do  this  many  of  them  would 
perish  in  the  mountains.  What  was 
meant  by  this  Amendment  was  that  the 
Government  should  have  the  option,  as 
they  had  at  present,  of  giving  relief 
either  in  cash  or  food  as  they  might 
think  desirable  in  any  particular  case. 
It  did  not  propose  that  all  the  relief 
should  be  given  in  cash,  but  only  where 
the  circumstances  made  it  desirable  it 
should  be  so.  Neither  was  it  at  all 
argued  that  a  preference  should  be  given 
to  cash  payments.  In  the  majority  of 
instances  he  was  of  opinion  the  relief 
should  be  in  food  or  fuel ;  but,  as  he 
had  pointed  out,  there  might  be  cases  of 
hardship  if  they  adhered  to  that  hard- 
and-fast  line.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Government  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  agreed  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
the  two  points  involved  iu  this  discussion 
should  be  kept  separate ;  but  this  clause 
would  settle  what  the  law  really  was  to 
bo  as  to  the  powers  of  the  Guardians  in 
regard  to  rehef.  The  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  was 
a  very  important  one,  and  one  which 
would  be  of  g^eat  advantage  to  the  com- 
munity. There  were  certaiu  small  holders 
of  two  to  ten  acres  of  land  who  were  often 
very  anxious  to  got  tlicir  land  drained. 
They  could  not  borrow  money  them- 
selves because  they  were  only  tenants 
at  will,  and,  besides,  they  could  not  get 
loans  in  sums  of  less  than  £100,  whereas 
all  that  they  wanted  was  £25  or  £30. 
The  landlord  could  not  lend  them  the 
money,  because,  probably,  he  had  not 
got  it ;  or  if  he  had,  he  would  not  do  it, 
because  there  was  no  doubt  great  dis- 
trust existed  at  the  moment  between 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland,  in  oon- 
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Bequence  of  causes  to  whioli  he  would 
not  now  refer  further.  If  the  Ghiardians, 
knowing  the  circumstances  of  a  tenant, 
and  that  he  was  a  person  whom  thej 
could  trust,  might  advance  him  money 
for  work  on  the  farm,  that  would  give 
him  a  new  start.  As  to  the  other  pro- 
posal, to  give  money  instead  of  food  or 
fuel,  he  protested  against  it.  When 
these  people  got  the  money  they  knew 
to  what  temptation  many  of  them  would 
be  exposed,  and  where  it  would  be 
spent.  Therefore,  to  give  money  in- 
stead of  food  or  fuel  might,  in  many 
cases,  have  the  worst  possible  effect. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  this  clause 
was  one  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  In  refusing  to  give 
the  proposed  option  to  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  setting  up  theoretic  ideas 
against  the  knowledge  and  business 
capacity  of  those  living  in  the  distressed 
districts  of  Ireland.  To  give  money, 
instead  of  food  or  fuel,  might  occasion- 
ally lead  to  a  few  shillings  getting  into 
wrong  hands ;  but  most  orunkards  in  a 
parish  were  well  known  to  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  And  the  (dergy,  both  Homan 
Catholic  and  Protestant,  would  be  in- 
terested in  the  proper  distribution  of  the 
relief,  and  they  would  see  that  well- 
known  drunkards  were  not  in  any  way 
assisted.  In  fact,  plenty  of  witnesses 
would  be  forthcoming  to  give  evidence 
as  to  the  character  of  any  person  apply- 
ing for  relief.  The  direct  distribution  of 
food  and  fuel  would  be  quite  as  demo- 
ralizing as  the  giving  of  money.  In  ten 
cases,  perhaps  in  a  thousand,  errors  might 
be  committed  ;  but  because  of  those  ten 
cases  they  ought  not  to  tie  the  hands  of 
the  Guardians  altogether.  The  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  a  most 
important  one,  and  he  thought  it  should 
be  Drought  up  in  the  form  of  a  special 
Amendment.  A  very  heavy  responsi- 
bility would  rest  upon  this  House  if,  in 
the  progress  of  this  distress  in  Ireland, 
cases  began  to  be  reported  in  the  news- 
papers of  Boards  of  Guardians  passing 
resolutions  to  the  effect  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  unnecessary  restrictions 
which  had  been  placed  upon  them  by 
this  Bill,  they  were  not  able  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  many  cases.  If  there  was 
a  doubt,  let  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
have  the  benefit  of  it,  and  let  their 
powers  be  extended  as  much  as  possible 
rather  than  restricted.     A  reasonable 
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demand  of  this  kind  ought  not  to  be  op- 
posed by  the  Government  on  the  g^und 
of  any  artificial  distinction,  and  it  was 
a  very  artificial  distinction  which  had 
unconsciously  misled  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  There  was  no  distinc- 
tion between  the  indirect  and  the  direct 
relief  of  the  starving,  the  relief  being 
direct  in  both  cases.  In  the  one  ease 
they  gave  without  expecting  any  return, 
while  in  the  other  tney  expected  some 
return  in  the  form  of  re-productive 
work ;  but,  in  the  first  instance,  there 
was  no  distinction,  it  was  all  direct  reUef 
of  destitution ;  and  the  only  distinction 
which  they  ought  to  draw  was  between 
demoralizing  and  non-demoralizing  re- 
lief ;  and  if  there  was  one  form  of  relief 
less  demoralizing  than  another  it  was 
that  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  and  the  Amendment  was  one 
which  the  Government  ought  to  adopt. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  PC  WER  regretted 
very  much  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  replied  in  a  more 
generous  spirit  to  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ponte^ct  (Mr.  Childers).  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  out 
conclusively  that  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  would  be  very  advantageous. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must 
not  imagine  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  merely  theorizing  upon  this  ques- 
tion. Most  of  them  had  had  some  prac- 
tical experience  in  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law.  He  could  speak  for 
Unions  in  his  own  counlr  where  the 
people  would  have  to  travel  distances  of 
15  or  16  miles  to  get  to  the  workhouse. 
He  knew  one  Union  which  extended  30 
miles  in  one  direction,  being  very  thinly 
populated  throughout ;  and  the  question 
was  whether  they  were  to  compel  poor 
men  and  women  to  trudge  15  miles  K>r  a 
bag  of  meal,  and  then  to  trudge  home 
again  ?  Such  an  idea  was  simply  ridi- 
culous. Besides,  the  rouffh  food  which 
was  distributed  at  the  workhouse  might 
be  entirely  unfit  for  some  of  the  appli- 
cants ;  and  if  they  were  given  -a  oouple 
of  shillings  they  would  be  able  to  ffo  to 
the  apothecary  and  obtain  someuiing 
which  would  keep  body  and  soul  to- 
gether. It  was  to  be  Dome  in  mind 
that  they  wore  not  proposing  to  sub- 
stitute money  relief  for  relief  in  food 
and  fuel,  but  only  that  there  diould  be 
I  power  to  do  so  in  oertain  cases.    33i6 


737        Relief  of  D%9tre$9 


{Februaky  16,  1880} 


{Ireland)  Bill.        738 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  baronial  sesHions  would  have  the 
power  to  deal  with  the  question  of  money 
advances ;  but  the  matter  had  better  be 
settled  at  once  by  this  House.  He 
should  prefer  to  rely  upon  the  practical 
intelligence  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
representing,  as  they  did,  both  the  land- 
lords and  the  tenants,  rather  than  to  the 
baronial  sessions.  Complaints  were  al- 
ready being  received  as  to  the  summon- 
ing of  the  baronial  sessions,  and  the 
chances  were  greatly  in  favour  of  the 
measures  of  relief  proposed  by  them  en- 
tirely breaking  down.  That  was  an 
additional  reason  why  the  Government 
should  re-consider  the  matter. 

Mr.  SHAW  hoped  the  Government 
would,  at  all  events,  say  they  would 
favourably  consider  the  suggestions 
which  he  had  made.  He  had  not  made 
it  from  any  spirit  of  speculation,  but 
from  his  own  practical  knowledge  of 
Poor  Law  Guardians  for  many  years. 
If  the  Government  would  say  they 
would  favourably  consider  the  matter  he 
thought  they  might  be  able  to  make  pro- 
gress with  the  Bill ;  but  if  they  would 
not,  he  should  move  the  postponement 
of  this  clause,  bcK^ause  ho  considered  it 
a  most  important  one,  and  the  present 
point  of  the  Bill  was  the  proper  place 
at  which  to  settle  the  question.  As  to 
the  machinery  for  distributing  food  and 
fuel  relief  under  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  care- 
fully considered  what  ought  to  bo  done 
in  consultation  with  the  oificials  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
bring  the  poor  people  from  their  homes 
to  the  central  workhouse.  If  he  pro- 
posed that,  it  would,  in  many  cases, 
simply  lead  to  death  from  exhaustion. 
Ue  knew  districts  where  the  men  and 
women  would  have  to  travel  20  miles. 
What  they  ought  to  do  was  to  insert  in 
this  clause  words  providing  for  the 
Gfltablishmcnt  of  depots  in  various  dis- 
tricts, and  it  ought  not  to  be  left  to  the 
mere  will  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
say — **  Here  is  food — you  must  como  and 
fetch  it  ;*'  when  the  workhouse  might  be 
10  or  20  miles  away. 

The  Bf  abquess  of  ILVMILTON  said, 
the  questions  they  had  to  deal  with  were 
of  the  utmost  importance,  and  it  was  a 
matter  of  considerable  gravity  to  <lccide 
whether  Unions  should  give  relief  in  the 
diApe  of  moner  or  in  kind.  Wit^  re- 
gara  to  the  Amendment  of  t      hon. 
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Member  for  Cork  (IMr.  Shaw),  he  thought 
there  was  much  argument  in  its  favour ; 
and  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  feel  himself  at  liberty  to 
take  up  the  proposition  and  include  it  in 
his  BiU. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  asked  the  Committee,  with  a  great 
deal  of  reason,  to  bear  in  mind  the  dis- 
tinctions contained  in  the  Bill  between 
two  possible  methods  of  relief — first,  a 
method  of  relief  by  the  distribution  of 
food  gratuitously ;  and,  secondly,  a 
method  of  relief  by  means  of  providing 
employment.  The  discussion,  however, 
which  had  just  taken  place,  must  have 
shown  the  Government  that  there  was  a 
close  and  intimate  connection  between 
the  two ;  and  it  was  hardly  possible  to 
discuss  one  without  considering  the  other 
also.  As  far  as  he  was  able  to  gather, 
there  was  a  considerable  difference  of 
opinion  in  the  Committee  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  enabling  the  Committee  to 
give  gratuitous  relief  in  the  shape  of 
money.  Many  Members  from  Ireland, 
however  anxious  they  might  be  to  ex- 
tend the  power  to  be  given  to  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  under  this  Bill,  were 
doubtful  as  to  the  expediency  of  allowing 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  distribute  re- 
lief in  the  shape  of  money.  A  sugges- 
tion had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mexnber 
fur  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  that  the  Guardians 
should  have  power,  in  addition  to  the 
other  powers  conferred  upon  them,  of 
affording  relief  indirectly  by  means  of 
employing  labour  in  a  way  not  provided 
by  the  Bill.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer asked  them  to  consider  this 
separately.  It  was  quite  rieht,  in  his 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington's)  opinion, 
that  it  should  be  considered  separately ; 
but  he  regarded  the  appeal  made  to  the 
Govei*nment  as  a  reasonable  one,  and  ho 
thought  the  Committee  ought  to  hear 
from  them,  at  all  events,  that  they  had 
not  formed  a  decided  opinion  against 
this  principle  before  they  were  asked  to 
vote  upon  the  proposition  now  before 
them.  If  the  Government  had  made  up 
their  minds  that  they  would  not  extend, 
in  any  degree,  the  second  means  pro- 
vidiKl  by  the  Bill  of  afibrding  relief,  and 
would  not  take  into  consideration,  under 
any  circumstances,  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  he  did 
not  think  tliej  should  reasonably  call  on 
the  Ckmimittee  to  decide  the  question 
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now.  He  asked  the  Oovemment;  at  the 
present  moment,  to  assent  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  That 
suggestion  had  only  been  made  for  the 
first  time  that  oyening,  and  it  was  quite 
right  that  time  should  be  afforded  for 
considering  it ;  but  if  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  not  to  accept 
it,  then  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
principle  before  the  Committee  would 
assume  a  very  different  aspect  than  if 
they  announced  their  intention  of  favour- 
ably considering  the  proposal  made  to 
them. 

The  CnANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  failed  to  see  the  logical  course  of 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
He  admitted  that  the  question  whether 
the  Guardians  would  be  a  better  or  as 
good  a  machinery  for  the  employment 
of  the  poor  as  the  baronial  sessions  was 
a  question  of  importance,  and  one  which 
they  could  fairly  discuss.  The  noble 
Lord  said  it  had  been  stated  to-night, 
within  the  last  few  minutes,  for  the  first 
time.  It  might  be  the  first  time  it  had 
been  stated  in  the  House ;  but  it  was  not 
the  first  time  the  question  had  been 
before  the  Government,  because  they  had 
considered  it  very  fully  in  the  course  of 
the  autumn,  and  they  thought  it  would 
be  better  that  the  mode  of  giving  relief 
should  not  be  through  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  but  through  the  baronial  pre- 
sentment sessions.  Whether  that  were 
BO  or  not,  he  still  maintained  that  the  point 
now  to  consider  was  how  the  relief  was 
to  be  given,  not  as  wages  for  work,  but 
as  direct  relief;  whether  it  should  be 
given  in  food  and  fuel  or  in  money. 
The  only  argument  he  had  hitherto 
heard  in  favour  of  givinc;  it  in  money 
rather  than  in  food  or  fuel  was  that 
which  had  been  suggested — that  if  they 
distributed  it  in  kind  the  poor  people 
who  required  relief  might  have  so  far  to 
go  that  it  would  be  almost  impossible  for 
them  to  avail  themselves  of  that  relief. 
If  that  was  really  to  be  admitted,  then  it 
would  be  a  strong  reason  for  considering 
whether,  in  certain  cases,  the  relief  should 
not  be  given  in  money.  But  the  question 
was  whether  it  really  was  so.  The  as- 
sumption appeared  to  be  that  at  present 
the  relieving  officer  was  only  to  be  foimd 
at  some  central  point  of  the  Union,  to 
which  everybody  who  required  relief 
would  have  to  ^o  in  order  to  obtain  the 
relief.  He  f uUy  admitted  that,  if  that 
really  was  the  state  of  the  law,  it  would 
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be  necessary  that  some  farther  proviaion 
should  be  made ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  did  not  admit  that  it  was  the  state  of 
the  law.  He  did  not  speak  of  his  own 
knowledge,  for  he  did  not  know  the 

Eractice  in  Ireland ;  but  this  he  found  to 
e  laid  down  as  the  duty  of  relieving 
officers  : — The  first  duty  was  ''  to  attend 
the  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Gxiardians," 
and  so  forth;  and  secondly — 

<'  To  attendat  some  places  in  his  dintrict  at  foch 
times  in  the  day  and  on  such  days  in  the  week 
as  the  Board  of  Guaidians  shall  from  time  to 
time  direct,  for  the  purpose  of  dispensinff  relief 
and  for  receiving  applications  for  relief.' 

Therefore,  he  understood  that  the  re- 
lieving officer  went  to  such  districts  and 
such  places  as  were  found  to  be  con- 
venient for  the  distribution  of  relief  to 
the  people,  and  the  objection  taken  in 
regard  to  the  great  distances  the  people 
would  have  to  go  was  an  objection  that 
was  rendered  nugatory  by  the  practice 
which  prevailed.  Further,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  send  instructions  to  obtain 
information  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
Act  was  to  be  carried  into  effect,  and  he 
thought,  after  all  the  urgency  with  which 
the  Board  of  Guardians  had  been  im- 
pressed to  take  care  that  the  people  were 
adequately  supplied,  there  was  no  danger 
that  this  difficulty  would  arise.  The 
people  would  want  the  relief  within  their 
reach  ;  and  he  thought  it  was  far  better 
that,  as  regarded  direct  relief,  it  should 
be  given  in  kind  and  not  in  money. 

Mb.  SUTJiTYAN  was  sorry  to  be  com- 
polled  to  differ  from  his  hon.  Friends 
near  him  upon  this  question.  It  seemed 
to  him  to  be  objectionable  on  many  ac- 
counts to  give  public  relief  under  the  Poor 
Law  system  in  money.  He  should  in- 
finitely prefer  to  see  it  g^ven  in  a  suitable 
manner,  and  at  convenient  places,  in  food 
of  the  conmion  kind.  In  listening  to  his 
hon.  Friends  he  found  he  was  a  great 
deal  older  than  he  thought  he  was,  for 
it  seemed  to  him  that  he  was  the  only 
one  old  enough  among  his  hon.  Friends 
to  recollect  the  process  actually  carried 
out.  He  had  seen  the  process,  read 
from  a  book  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  actual  operation,  and  it 
appeared  to  be  one  that  was  most  conve- 
nient to  the  people.  What  actually  hap- 
Eened  was  this.  Instead  of  the  food 
eing  distributed  at  one  central  depot 
in  the  Union,  there  were  some  20  or  30 
people  engaged  in  distributing  food  re- 
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lief  all  over  the  TTnion ;  and,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  food  was  brought  nearer  to  the 
homes  of  the  people  than  it  woidd  be  at 
any  of  the  market  towns.  This  was  a 
matter  of  fact  which  he  knew  of  himself, 
as  he  had  participated  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  tne  Poor  Law,  and  had  seen 
what  he  was  now  describing.  There 
was  a  contractor,  who  contracted  with 
the  Board  of  Guardians  for  the  supply  of 
food  on  orders  from  the  relieving  officer, 
and  he  contracted  to  supply  it  to  the 
holders  of  relief  tickets  at  as  many 
places  as  the  Guardians  might  indicate 
— from  east  to  west,  and  from  north  to 
south — in  the  Union.  He  had  seen  the 
carts  of  these  contractors,  loaded  with 
food,  going  four  or  five  miles  nearer  to 
the  homes  of  the  people  than  any  market 
town.  His  hon.  Friends  said  it  would 
be  too  great  a  burden  for  the  people  to 
carry  food  from  a  central  place  to  their 
homes ;  but  they  must  go  to  the  market 
town.  [Mr.  O'Connoe  Poweb:  They 
grow  the  food  on  their  own  farms.]  If 
they  g^w  it  on  their  own  farms  they 
had  only  to  eat  it.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  think  that  if  they  had  the  food,  and 
enough  of  it,  on  their  own  farms,  there 
was  any  necessity  for  this  Bill.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  was  only  endearouring 
to  correct  him  in  a  friendly  spirit ;  and 
all  he  wished  to  say  to  his  hon.  Friend 
was,  that  he  was  old  enough  to  remem- 
ber what  he  had  been  describing  when 
hia  hon.  Friend  was  a  child.  He 
had  participated  in  it,  and  seen  it 
himself,  in  the  distribution  of  relief, 
having  been  engaged  in  assisting  in  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  at  the 
time.  If  the  money  were  given  at  a 
central  place  the  people  would  still 
have  to  carry  the  food  home.  Suppos- 
ing they  received  the  money  at  a  central 
point  of  the  Union,  they  would  still 
have  to  g^  to  the  shops  and  buy  the 
foody  and  then  they  would  have  to  carry 
the  food  to  their  own  homes ;  so  that  it 
came  to  the  same  thing.  All  other  things 
being  equal,  they  would  have  to  carry 
home  the  food  purchased  at  the  shops  on 
the  presentation  of  the  Union  ticket,  and 
the  same  thing  would  happen  if  they 
had  the  money  in  their  pocKcts.  As  he 
had  already  said,  he  had  seen  all  this 
in  actual  operation;  and  although  he 
waa  sorry  to  diffSor  from  his  hon.  Friends, 
ho  entiTelj  differed  with  them  in  the 
aondnrion    they  arrived   at  upon  the 


point.  He  would  infinitely  prefer  to 
see  the  public  relief  given  at  convenient 
places  in  food  rather  than  in  money. 
As  to  the  other  point — the  question  of 
employment  by  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
— he  presumed  that  he  should  have  an- 
other opportunity  of  speaking  upon  that 
subject. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  thought 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  who  was 
usually  so  logical,  was  very  illogical  in 
the  present  instance.  When  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  referred  to  the  small 
farmers  mowing  the  food  on  their  own 
farms,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
turned  round  and  performed  a  trick  of 
debate,  saying — "  Well,  then,  let  them  eat 
it."  It  was  their  misfortune  that  they 
had  not  been  able  to  grow  it  this  year, 
and  the  retort  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  certainly  not  win  him  dis- 
tinction at  the  Bar.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  when  he  pleaded 
before  a  Court  of  Justice,  would  improve 
his  logic.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
argued  that  if  the  money  were  given  to 
the  people  in  the  centre  of  the  Union 
they  must  also  buy  their  food  there — as 
if  there  were  no  shops  anywhere  but 
next  door  to  the  workhouse.  In  the 
Poor  Law  Union  of  BelmuUet,  there 
were  small  farmers  who,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances which  had  been  referred  to, 
would  have  to  travel  20  miles  in  order 
to  obtain  food,  while  they  had  plenty  of 
shops  near  their  own  houses,  with  shops 
also  at  the  cross  roads.  What,  then, 
became  of  the  contention  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  who  had  just  pre- 
sented himself  in  his  most  venerable 
form  ?  He  trusted  the  Committee  would 
not  allow  itself  to  be  influenced  by  such 
arguments  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  adduced. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
seemed  to  forget  that  they  were  legis- 
lating for  this  year.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  farmers  had  food  in  ordi- 
nary years ;  but  this  year  they  had 
none.  Therefore,  if  anybody  wanted 
to  purchase  from  them,  they  had  nothing 
to  supply.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber lor  Louth  had  described  what  had 
happened  formerly.  The  Guajdians 
had  established  food  depots  in  many  of 
the  districts,  which  supplied  the  food, 
and  sent  round  carta  which  carried  it  to 
the  people  ;  and,  no  doubt,  the  food  so 
supped  would  be  of  far  better  quality, 
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and  larger  in  quantity,  than  it  would  be 
if  purchased  at  the  small  shops.  Then, 
again,  there  was  another  oDJection  to 
supplying  poor  people  with  money — 
namely,  that  they  might  have  to  pur- 
chase in  shops  where  they  were  already 
in  debt  to  the  shopkeepers,  who  might 
appropriate  the  sums  tendered  to  them 
in  payment  of  old  debts,  instead  of  sup- 
plying food  for  it. 

Question  put,  *' That  the  word  *  either' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  193; 
Noes  20:  Majority  173.  —  (l6v.  List, 
No.  7.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  to 
move  an  Amendment,  after  the  word 
'*  them,"  in  page  1,  line  23,  to  insert  the 
words  *  *  or  cases  of  labour ; "  or  he  would 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
and,  instead  of  those  words,  he  would 
propose  to  insert  these  words,  **  or  the 
money  for  farming  operations."  He 
hoped  that,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  meet 
the  wishes  which  had  been  expressed, 
not  only  by  the  Irish  Party,  but  also  by 
several  English  Members — namely,  that 
they  should  allow  the  Guardians  the 
liberty  of  engaging  labour  for  actual 
farming  operations  and  such  like.  Prac- 
tically, his  Amendment  was  the  same  as 
that  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) ;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  Guardians,  at  any  rate,  would  be 
allowed  their  own  option.  The  Committee 
had  decided  that  the  Guardians  were  not 
to  have  the  option  of  giving  money  in 
general,  and  they  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  superior  advantages  of 
the  direct  distribution  of  fuel  and  food. 
Now,  there  was  not  a  single  Member 
who  supported  the  liberty  of  option  of 
the  Guardians  in  the  matter  of  the  direct 
distribution  of  money  who  said  a  single 
word  against  the  very  great  advantage 
of  the  direct  distribution  of  food  and 
fuel,  and  all  the  argumentation  that  was 
expended  in  praising  up  the  system  of 
the  direct  distribution  of  food  and  fuel 
was  quite  thrown  away  as  regarded  the 
object  they  had  in  view.  No  matter 
how  good  the  distribution  of  focd  and 
fuel  might  be,  it  would  be  better  if  the 
Guardians  had  also  the  option  of  giving 
money  relief  in  the  caAes  that  seemed 
suitable  to  them.    But  that|  as  a  general 

Mr,  Macartney 


rule,  had  been  reftiaed  by  the  House; 
and,  consequently,  in  the  limited  form 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Memberfor  Ooon^ 
Cork,  he  had  begged  to  propose  his 
Amendment.  He  hoped  that  nothing 
out  of  the  practice  of  the  years  1847 
or  1848  would  be  brought  against  a  pro- 
position 80  eminently  reasonable,  and 
eminently  useful,  and  eminently  profit- 
able, in  the  best  sense,  as  this  Amend- 
ment. Wherever  they  could,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  give  liberty  to  the  local 
authorities  who  were  on  the  spot,  and, 
in  999  cases  out  of  1,000,  would  know 
better  how  to  deal  with  isolated  cases 
than  even  the  aggregate  wisdom  of  the 
two  Front  Benches  of  the  political  eco- 
nomists, and  of  the  Gentlemen  who  had 
a  particular  objection  to  any  of  the 
money  being  expended  on  liquia  refresh- 
ments. He  behoved  he  had  mentioned 
the  heads  of  the  recent  opposition  which 
defeated  them  so  overwhelmingly  on  the 
Land  Question.  He  would  ask  tne  Com- 
mittee, before  deciding  to  limit  still  fur* 
ther  the  liberty  of  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, just  to  call  to  mind  a  result  of 
that  limitation — for  they,  too,  could 
quote  the  Famine  of  1847.  Let  the  Com- 
mittee remember  the  result  of  the  limi- 
tation of  the  authority  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  and  of  the  local  rural  autho- 
rities in  the  time  of  that  terrible  famine. 
In  their  great  wisdom,  and  instructed 
by  a  number  of  leading  political  eco- 
nomists of  the  day,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons declared  that  no  out-door  relief 
should  be  given  to  any  who  held  more 
than  a  quarter  of  an  acre  of  land.  That 
was  a  limitation  of  the  liberty  of  the  local 
authorities.  That  was-  an  imposition 
of  the  superior  will  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  upon  those  inferior  persons, 
the  members  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
And  what  was  the  result  ?  That  inter- 
ference of  the  Imperial  Parliament  with 
the  powers  of  giving  out-door  relief  by 
the  local  authorities  was  the  measure 
that  slew  the  people  of  Ireland  by  tens 
of  thousands.  It  was  that  limitation  of 
the  power  of  giving  out- door  relief  which 
compelled  the  cultivators  to  throw  up 
their  farms,  and  to  give  up  the  last  chance 
of  keeping  up  the  struggle  for  life.  It 
was  that  which  compelled  them  to  flock 
in  myriads  to  the  Poor  Law  Union 
centres  of  relief,  and  which,  in  a  word, 
completed  the  ruin  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land at  that  time.  He  would  once  more 
eamestlj  entreat  the  Committee^  where 
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anything  like  a  reasonable  doubt  existed, 
to  give  the  benefit  of  that  doubt  to  the 
side  of  local  authority,  and  local  liberty 
of  option,  and  local  liberty  of  choosing 
the  means  of  meeting  the  distress.  He 
was  sure  his  words  would  be  supported 
by  an  immense  amount  of  the  most 
powerful  testimony  in  that  House.  He 
was  sure  that  all  the  Irish  Members  most 
entitled  to  speak  on  the  subject  would  vote 
with  him;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coun^  Cork,  in  seeing  the  absolute  neces- 
sity of  giving  Boards  of  Guardians  power 
of  employing  labour  for  farming  opera- 
tions, and  in  giving  relief  in  the  best 
manner,  with  the  best  general  results, 
and  with  the  fewest  chances  of  demoral- 
izing the  individuals  receiving  that 
relief. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
23,  after  the  word  '*  them  "  to  insert 
the  words,  **or  money  for  farming  ope- 
rations."—(ifr.  G*Donnell.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  very  clear  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  was.  As 
he  understood,  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed that  Guardians  should  be  allowed 
to  give  wages  or  money  to  persons  who 
were  in  destitute  circumstances  for  farm- 
ing operations.-  He  wanted  to  know 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by 
''farming  operations."  Where  were 
these  farming  operations  to  bo  carried 
on  ?  Were  they  to  be  carried  on  upon 
land  belonging  to  the  Guardians  ?  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  Guardians  had 
any  land  which  could  be  used  for  the 
purpose.  Were  they  to  be  carried  on 
oy  people  upon  their  own  farms?  He 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that ;  but  he  was  not  quite  sure. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  ho  was  very 
willing  to  make  the  Amendment  wider, 
and  to  extend  it  to  the  wages  of  labour 
generally  ;  but  he  was  endeavouring  to 
produce  a  case  which  the  Government 
could  not  strictly  resist.  With  regard 
to  farming  operations,  he  did  not  know 
that  he  ought  to  be  able  to  give  a  better 
definition  than  a  country  fi^ntleman,  who 
■o  admirably  fulfilled  aU  the  duties  of 
liis  position  in  Devonshire ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  farming  operations  would  ex- 
tend to  any  of  the  possible  uses  of  the 
q^o,  the  pick-axe,   the  plough,   and 


various  a^cultural  implements  em- 
ployed by  human  muscles  in  or  upon  the 
surface  of  the  earth. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  was  not  the  point. 
Supposing  that  to  be  the  meaning  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  what  he  wanted  to  know 
was  where  these  farming  operations 
were  to  be  carried  on.  As  far  as  his 
experience  went,  farming  operations  had 
to  DO  carried  on  upon  land  of  some  sort, 
and  he  wanted  to  know  what  land  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  in  view  ;  was  it  to 
be  the  land  of  the  occupier  himself — the 
person  to  be  relieved — or  was  it  to  be 
upon  some  waste  land  ?  He  did  not  un- 
derstand that  point — it  had  not  been 
made  clear  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
for  continued  references  were  made  to 
the  experience  of  the  great  Famine  of 
1847  ;  and  though  he  was  thankful  to 
think  that  the  distress  now  pressing  upon 
a  part  of  Ireland  was  by  no  means  to  be 
compared  in  magnitude  to  the  terrible 
distress  in  that  year,  yet,  undoubtedly, 
what  they  did  then  must  be  to  them  a 
warning  and  a  lesson  with  regard  to 
what  was  now  taking  place.  He  would 
just  quote  from  the  authority  which  had 
been  referred  to  so  many  times  in  that 
debate.  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  in  his 
well-known  history  of  that  Famine,  said 
it  was  loudly  demanded  that  instead  of 
men  being  employed  on  the  roads  the 
people  should  Ibe  paid  for  working  on 
their  own  farms.  Now  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  did  not  know 
whether  that  was  the  demand  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  historian  went  on 
to  say  that  the  demand  was  then  steadily 
resisted  by  the  Government.  If  it  had 
been  adopted,  it  would  have  meant  that 
the  entire  cost  of  carrying  on  the  agri- 
culture of  the  country  would  have  been 
transferred  to  the  Government,  without 
its  beincr  able  either  to  test  the  appli- 
cations for  assistance  or  to  extract  the 
proper  amount  of  exertion,  so  that,  ulti- 
mately, the  Government  would  be  made 
to  support  the  people,  instead  of  the  pooplo 
the  (iovemnient;  That  indicated  the  sort 
of  difficulty  into  which,  if  that  matter  wt*ut 
on,  they  might  find  themselves  plunged ; 
and  he  did  maintain  that  it  was  not  suf- 
ficient for  the  lion.  Gentleman  to  get  up 
and  make  a  vague  proposal  such  as  those 
words  amounted  to.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  tell  them  distinctly  what  his 
plan  was,  and  in  what  way  he  under- 
stood the  Guardianfl  of  the  poor  were  to 
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provide  tliis  labour,  and  how  it  was  to 
be  employed. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  be 
apprehended  all  those  extracts  from  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan's  work  were  really 
quite  beside  the  question  except  as 
matters  of  abstract  speculation.  The 
whole  clause  was  governed  by  the  words 
which  gave  power  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  do  cei*tain  things  within 
two  calendar  months.  It  was  during  those 
two  calendar  months  that  the  people  would 
be  starving,  and  that  it  was,  at  the  same 
time,  necessary  that  they  should  labour 
on  the  ground,  to  prepare  it  for  the  crops 
of  next  season.  To  him,  all  those  ex- 
tracts from  political  economists  seemed 
enouffh  to  make  one  sick,  with  the 
knowledge  that  he  had  that  thousands 
of  people  in  the  West  of  Ireland  were 
now  kept  from  death  by  the  distribution 
of  vellow  Indian  meal,  which,  with  a 
little  water,  and  some  seaweed,  if  they 
could  get  it,  mixed  with  periwinkles, 
formed  the  food  of  thousands  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  What  was  wanted 
was  that  something  better  than  Indian 
meal  should  be  given  to  the  people ; 
and  he  took  the  only  object  of  the 
Amendment  to  be  that  the  Quardians 
should  at  their  discretion,  and  subject 
to  the  superior  authority  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  adding  a  distribution  of  money 
which  should  provide  for  sick  and  aged 
persons,  and  afford  them  something 
better  than  the  miserable  food  to  which 
he  had  referred.  What  the  House 
should  do  was  not  to  put  forward  in  a 
petty  spirit  the  abstract  rules  of  political 
economy — which,  after  all,  were  merely 
the  outpourings  of  half-knowledge  — 
but  endeavour  to  enable  those  people  to 
carry  on  their  farming  operations  by 
^ving  them  a  little  relief  in  money. 
That  money  would  not  be  expended  in 
luxuries.  The  only  luxuries  which  the 
Irish  people  had  learnt  from  this  luxu- 
rious age  was  the  use  of  a  little  tea  and 
a  little  white  bread,  as  they  called  it — 
a  little  flour.  That  was  the  one  luxury 
which  the  Irish  peasant  in  the  West 
had  learnt  to  enjoy.  And  what  did 
this  House  do  ?  For  every  1*.  spent 
on  tea  by  the  Irish  peasant,  the 
House  took  Sd,  in  taxes.  To  talk  of 
wishing  to  prevent  their  resorting  to 
stimulants,  and  then  to  keep  such  an 
amount  of  taxation  upon  tea,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  greatest  hypocrisy.    Ho 

T/ie  Chancellor  of  the  JSxchequer 


earnestly  and  strongly  supported  the 
Amendment.  The  \^ole  of^the  clause 
was  governed  by  the  powers  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  permit  the 
giving  in  particular  Unions  of  out-door 
relief  in  money  or  in  kind,  or  in  both, 
for  a  period  of  two  months.  And  now 
the  House  was  told  of  what  took  place 
in  the  Famine  of  1845  or  1847.  What 
did  take  place  ?  What  took  place  was 
this — people  were  starving,  and  were 
unable  to  drag  themselves  across  the 
mountains  to  the  public  works  which, 
after  months  of  inaction,  the  Government 
instituted.  That  was  the  cause  of  the  fail- 
ure of  the  public  works — ^that  the  people 
were  allowed  to  fall  into  such  a  state 
of  destitution  and  weakness,  that  when 
public  works  were  instituted  in  central 
localities,  according  to  the  doctrines  of 
political  economists,  the  people  were 
unable  to  drag  themselves  across  the 
mountains  to  those  central  works,  and 
they  died  in  numbers  by  the  way-side. 
He  could  take  any  hon.  Member  who 
might  visit  the  place  where  he  lived  to 
a  lake  situated  in  the  midst  of  mountains 
where  a  brother  and  sister,  traversing  the 
mountains  to  get  to  the  relief  works,  with- 
out which  they  could  get  no  assistance 
for  themselves  or  their  aged  parents, 
found  that  one  of  them — ^the  sister — ^was 
unable  to  go  any  further,  and  her  bro- 
ther had  to  leave  her  to  drown  herself  in 
the  lake.  He  could  takd  hon.  Members 
tp  places  where  people  were  buried  in 
scores  out  of  one  coffin  with  a  moveable 
slide  to  tumble  the  corpses  out,  and 
whose  deaths  were  owing  to  the  doc- 
trines of  political  economists.  He  pro- 
tested against  such  extracts  being  read 
now.  What  they  wanted  was  to  save 
the  lives  of  the  people,  and  to  that  senti- 
ment his  hon.  Friend  appealed  by  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  G'SHAUGHNESSY  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  Amendment  did  not 
carry  out  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Countv  Cork.  What  he 
wanted  was  not  mrming  operations, 
either  in  the  ordinary  or  techmcal  sense 
of  the  word,  but  the  improvement  of 
farms  by  small  drainages  and  other 
works  of  a  more  permanent  character. 
There  was  another  element  of  very  great 
importance.  Nothing  was  said  in  this 
Amendment  as  to  the  re-pajrment  of 
those  advances ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  County  Cork  suggested  that  they 
should  bo  ropaidi  by  tho  farmers  to  the 
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OuardianB.  He  thought,  on  the  whole, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Cork's 
Amendment  was  a  much  more  useful 
one  than  this,  and,  in  his  opinion,  it 
sliould  be  pressed,  and  not  this. 

Sir   PATRICK  O'BRIEN,  said,  he 
was   as  anxious  to  have  reproductive 
works  as  any  hon.  Member ;  but  he  quit^ 
differed  from  those  who  said  they  were 
to  ignore  what  had  occurred  in  previous 
years.     He   lived  in  Ireland  in  those 
days,  and  he  had  a  sorrowful  recollec- 
tion of  the  proceedings  that  took  place 
in  reference  to  reproductive  works  at 
that  period.  He  was  one  who,  the  other 
evening,  endeavoured  to  impress  upon 
the  Government  the  necessity  of  repro- 
ductive works;  but  he  also  pressed  upon 
them  that  there  should  bo  care  taken 
that  the  extraordinary  occurrences  that 
happened  in  1846  and  1847  should  not 
again  occur.     The  hon.  Qentleman  who 
brought  forward  this  Amendment  had 
an  Amendment  immediately  preceding 
it.     Upon  that  he  voted  with  the  hon. 
Member;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
vote  with  him  upon  this,  inasmuch  as  he 
did  not  state  in  what  way  he  proposed 
to  carry  out  the  arrangement.    This  was 
not  a  landlord's  question,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of   the  occupier.      The  occupiers 
would  have  to  pay  the  rate  that  was  to 
bo  enforced  by  the  Act ;  and  it  was  all 
very    fine    to    make    speechos    to    the 
country  and  to  the  public  out-of-doors ; 
but  when  hon.  Gentlemen  eot  up  there 
they  had  a  right  to  specify  what  they 
asked  at  that  time  of  excitement  and 
distress.     No  one  would  say  they  ought 
not  to  give  any  amount  of  money  and 
work,  if  it  wore  necessary,  by  that  moans, 
to  save  the  people  from  starvation  ;  but 
ho  should  cease  to  bo  a  Member  of  that 
House  if  it  was  necessary  to  enunciate 
opinions    of    this    character — to    make 
general   statements  in  the  House  and 
say — *'  Oh !  spend  your  money  ;  throw 
it  away  broadcast  upon  the  country;" 
and  not  to  ask,  economically,  how  money 
was  to  be  expended,  and  how  the  people 
wero  to  be  employed.     He  would  say 
one  word  as  to  the  question  of  employ- 
ment upon  farming  operations.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
0*8haughnossy)  had  lived  in  the  coun- 
try and  knew  something  of  the  farming 
operations  of  tho  district.     He  was  not 
going  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  totally 
unaware  of  what  agricultural  operations 


were ;  but  he  had  a  strong  opinion' in  that 
direction,  and  he  was  there  to  express  it. 
[^Laughter,']  He  regretted  that  his  ob- 
servations in  that  regard  had  been  met 
with  laughter,  for  nothing  was  more 
from  his  mind  than  to  excite  risibility 
upon  a  question  of  the  deepest  interest 
to  the  Irish  peasantry.  Let  them  not 
be  led,  by  making  statements,  and  by 
asking  for  things  that  could  not  be 
obtained,  to  prevent  substantial  good 
being  done  to  the  starving  people  in 
the  Western  portions  of  Ireland.  Sup- 
posing, as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  had  stated,  that  the 
money  was  to  be  expended  on  drain- 
age and  matters  of  permanent  improve- 
ment, the  very  nature  of  the  work  would 
command  attention.  The  work  would 
require  supervision  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  or  otherwise,  to  see 
that  the  money  was  not  frittered  away, 
as  it  was  in  1847,  and  robbed  from  the 
people.  No  doubt  he  would  be  told  it 
was  very  fine  for  him  to  get  up  to  speak 
on  this  subject,  and  that  he  was  a  land- 
lord, and  that  it  was  his  interest.  His 
reply  was,  that  he  was  sprung  from  the 
tenant  class,  and  was  originally  con- 
nected with  that  class  in  the  House,  and 
had  as  much  their  interest  at  heart  as 
those  who  made  broader  professions. 
They  had  a  right  to  see  that  the  people 
received  relief,  and  that  tho  people  to  be 
taxed  for  it  would  not  be  unfairly  taxed. 
They  had  a  right  to  ask  hon.  Members 
who  brought  forward  a  Motion  of  this 
character  in  words — mere  words — for 
some  statement  of  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  to  be  administered.  When  the 
hon.  Member  presented  a  Motion  in 
that  fashion  he  would  support  it. 

Mk.  O'DONNELl.  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  King's  County 
(Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  had  succeeded  in 
discovering  an  almost  iufulliblo  method 
of  gaining  cheers  in  that  Uouko.  He 
had  only  to  insinuate  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan,  or  the  small 
body  of  Irish  Membei's  wiiom  ho  re- 
presented, were  iguomut  of  tho  facts 
relating  to  the  subject  under  discussion. 
Notwithstanding  the  correction  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  his  memory  bore  him  out 
in  saying  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
confined  his  opposition  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungurvan,  but  that,  on  many 
occasions,  it  had  been  directed  against  his 
Colleagues  also.  He  had  only  to  accuse  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  of  ignorance 
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or  insincerity,  and  of  speaking  for  some 
unworthy  purpose,  and  lie  was  certain 
to  gain  the  warm  applause  of  that  body 
of  Members  of  the  House  whose  political 
animosity  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  by  no 
means  sorry  that  he  had  most  thoroughly 
deserved.  He  did  not  envy  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet his  oratorical  success,  but  trusted  it 
would  go  far  towards  smoothing  his  path 
at  the  next  Election.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  had  stated 
that  this  Amendment  did  not  touch  the 
question  of  advances  made  to  farmers  on 
certain  securities  for  re-payment ;  and  he 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  ventured  to  think  that 
an  Amendment  of  that  kind  would  come 
in  better  at  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill. 
They  would  have  to  consider  the  ad- 
vances to  be  made  to  tenants  and  occu- 
piers. His  suggestion  was  an  alterna- 
tive to  the  clause  that  contemplated 
direct  gifts  of  food  and  fuel.  It  was  not 
a  question  of  advancing  money  on  the 
security  of  profitable  investments,  to  be 
returned  to  the  Treasury.  He  maintained 
that  there  were  hundreds  of  starving 
men  in  Ireland  to  whom  the  Government 
were  willing  to  give  food  and  fuel,  and 
that  they  would  certainly  be  doing  no 
injury  either  to  the  Treasury  or  to  the 
people,  if  money  were  given  directly  to 
these  men  for  their  labour — and  the 
labour,  he  suggested,  was  to  be  expended 
on  farming  operations.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  had  sug- 
gested that  drainage  and  so  forth  were 
not  farming  operations ;  but  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  ventured  to  think  otherwise ; 
and,  furthermore,  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  be  justified  in  giving 
a  large  interpretation  to  the  clause. 
If  the  Boards  of  Guardians  thought 
they  might  usefully  employ  100  or  200 
working  men,  either  upon  their  own 
farms  or  upon  the  farms  of  other  people, 
it  would  be,  under  any  circumstances, 
necessary  to  support  them,  so  that  the 
labour  of  these  people  would  be  so  much 
clear  gain.  Therefore,  he  maintained 
that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  give  money  directly  as 
labourers'  wages,  instead  of  giving  re- 
lief in  food  and  fuel.  His  proposition 
was  an  alternative  to  out-door  relief,  and 
it  had  no  relation  to  the  subsequent 
clauses  on  the  subject  of  borrowing  for 
profitable  investments.  That  was  one 
thing ;  the  giving  of  out-door  relief  was 
another.  The  Government  refused  out- 
door relief  in  money  as  a  general  rule,  and 
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he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  only  asked  them  to 
allow  out-door  relief  to  be  g^ven  in  money 
in  a  special  class  of  cases,  where  it  would 
set  on  foot  farming  and  other  agrioultoral 
operations.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  willing  to  take  the  words 
''  wages  of  labour  "  generally,  he  should 
have  no  objection  to  their  beine  substi- 
tiited.  But  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  willing  to  give  money  as 
wages  of  labour  generally,  then,  d  for- 
tiori,  he  should  be  willing  to  give  money 
for  farming  operations,  Deoause  wages 
for  money  surely  included  wages  for 
farming  operations.  He  thought  that 
his  Amendment  was  much  more  strict 
and  intact  than  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Cork. 
That  proposal  was  properly  divisible  into 
two  heads,  as  it  contemplated  both  out- 
door relief  being  given,  and  also  power 
being  vested  in  the  occupying  tenants  to 
employ  labour,  after  giving  proper  se- 
curity for  the  ends  for  which  uie  labour 
was  to  be  employed.  He  considered  that 
the  latter  portion  of  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  belonged  to  a  stage 
of  the  Bill  which  hadnotyet  been  reached, 
and  that,  as  the  Committee  were  then 
considering  the  clause  relating  to  out- 
door relief,  they  ought  to  confine  them- 
selves solely  to  that  question ;  but,  as  he 
had  said  before,  if  the  Government  were 
ready  to  allow  the  Guardians  to  pay 
directly  in  money  for  labour  in  general, 
he  would  be  ready  to  withdraw  any  op- 
position to  that  Amendment.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  very  least  he  should  re- 
quire woidd  be  that  wages  of  labour, 
when  that  labour  was  expended  on  farm- 
ing operations,  shoidd  be  paid  as  an 
alternative  to  food  or  fuel,  as  a  means  of 
out-door  relief.  Nothing  but  that  was 
suggested  ;  and  hon.  Members  who  were 
in  favour  of  a  larger  measure  should 
certainly  be  in  favour  of  the  lesser  one. 
Several  Members  on  the  Opposition 
Bench  were,  he  believed,  in  ravour  of 
wages  of  labour ;  and  he  could  not  see 
why  they  shoidd  not  be  in  favour  of  out- 
door relief  being  given  for  labour  ex- 
ponded  in  farming  operations.  He,  there- 
fore,hoped  that  those  hon.  Members  would 
support  an  Amendment  allowing  occu- 
pyiug  tenants,  as  well  as  landlords  and 
sanitary  authorities,  to  borrow  money 
for  the  employment  of  labour.  It  was 
not  he  who  was  coufusiDg  this  question 
— it  was  the  Government  and  those  hon. 
Members  who  criticized  his  Amendment. 
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They  were  not  considering  tlie  question 
of  borrowing  money  for  out-door  relief. 
As  one  of  the  alternative  forms  of  out- 
door relief,  ho  suggested  that  liberty 
should  be  g^ven  to  the  Guardians  to  give 
money  for  the  direct  employment  of 
labour,  whenever  that  labour  should  be 
directed  to  such  eminently  useful  classes 
of  work  as  farming  and  other  agricul- 
tural operations  in  Ireland.  In  the  midst 
of  such  distress  as  at  present  existed,  he 
ventured  to  impress  this  upon  the  Com- 
mittee— always  reserving  his  right  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour  of 
a  more  general  proposal,  whenever  it 
should  be  brought  forward  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  did  not 
think  that  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place  had  been  thrown  away,  not- 
withstanding the  severe  censure  which 
had  been  passed  upon  the  Amendment 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell).  He  ventured  to  think 
that  it  was  a  very  proper  Amendment. 
There  were  two  Kinds  of  farming 
operations  in  which  tenants  could  be 
employed — either  on  their  own  farms,  or 
upon  me  farms  of  the  Unions.  He  (Mr. 
0  Connor  Power)  was  prepared  to  be- 
lieve that  the  terms  of  the  Amendment 
did  not  quite  convey  what  was  the  exact 
meaning  of  his  hon.  Friends  ;  but  he 
reminded  the  Committee  that  one  or  two 
words  would  make  the  matter  perfectly 
plain.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  to  state  his  views 
to  the  Committee  ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  House  would  receive  from  him 
some  suggestion  which  would  carry  out, 
on  the  one  hand,  the  views  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  opinions  of  the  humble  individuals 
who  sat  on  that  sido  of  the  House. 

Mb.  SHAW  regretted  his  absence 
firom  the  House  during  a  part  of  the 
discussion  upon  this  Amendment.  There 
was  nothing  he  thought  out  of  place  in 
the  Amendment  which  had  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  as 
to  the  employment  of  labour  by  tlio 
Board  of  Cmardians  on  farming  opera- 
tions. He  regretted  that  the  hon.  and 
SJlant  Member  for  Sligo  (Colonel  King- 
arman)  was  not  in  ms  place ;  but  ho 
thought  he  could  remember  that  in  one 
of  hiB  speeches  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  referred  to  had  suggested  the 
rery  same  thing — namely,  that  the  poor 
people  might  bo  employed  on  thuir  own 


farms  as  the  very  best  way  of  meeting 
existing  distress.  He  admitted  at  once 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  this  would  be 
an  exceedingly  dangerous  operation;  and 
he  was  sure  that  it  was  one  which  would 
be  watched  very  carefully  by  the  Guar- 
dians, because  upon  them  would  fall  any 
loss  which  might  accrue.  His  anxiety 
was  that  the  Government  should  give 
Irish  Members  some  idea  that  they  had 
not  a  Exed  determination  against  them, 
and  that  they  should  allow  time  for 
framing  the  Amendment  precisely,  as  it 
involved  a  question  oi  importance. 
They  did  not  wish  to  violate  the  law, 
but  to  give  power  to  the  Guardians  to 
employ  labour.  The  people  in  distressed 
districts  were  bound  to  do  something  to 
relieve  the  distress ;  would  it  not  be 
better  to  take  50  acres  of  land  and 
employ  labour  in  draining  it  ?  If  the 
landlords  would  not  act,  let  the  Guar- 
dians act  with  the  tenants  in  draining 
their  land.  The  money  given  in  relief 
in  this  way  would  be  recovered ;  but  in 
the  other  case  it  would  be  thrown  away. 
Although h  he  was  not  a  lawyer,  he  felt 
himself  competent  to  frame  an  Amend- 
ment that  would  meet  this  requirement, 
and  he  was  quite  sure  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  do  so  if  they  wore  willing. 

CoLoTOL  KING-HARMAN  admitted 
that  he  had  expressed  an  opinion  that, 
where  practicable,  it  would  be  extremely 
desirable  to  employ  men  in  a  state  of  des- 
titution in  the  improvement  of  their  own 
holdings,  rather  than  to  place  them  as 
labourers  on  public  works.  But  he  had 
gone  closely  into  the  question,  and  was 
veiy  much  afraid  that  in  country  dis- 
tricts it  could  not  bo  found  possible  or 
practicable.  He  had  tried  it  himself  on 
a  small  scale  in  his  own  immediate  dis- 
trict, whore  he  considered  it  best  to  find 
out  the  holdings  of  widows  and  infirm 
persons  who  were  unable  to  till  their 
own  holdings,  and  to  employ  the  small 
farmers  round  about  those  localities  in 
cultivating  the  holdings  of  those  who,  by 
the  visitation  of  Providence,  were  not 
able  to  work  themselves.  He  had  found, 
from  practical  experience,  that  although, 
in  a  few  instances,  he  could  got  this  done 
by  the  noifi^hbours,  the  diflidulty  was 
so  great,  and  so  much  supervision  was 
required,  that  he  had  been  reluctantly 
compelled  to  abandon  the  idea  of  working 
in  this  way  upon  any  large  sccde  Uirough 
the  Boards  of  Guardians.  He  regretted 
tliat   he  did  not  see  how  supervision 
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was  to  be  carried  out,  and  lie  was  afraid 
that  the  money  would  in  many  instances 
be  thrown  away,  that  the  work  would 
be  scattered,  and  that  the  whole  scheme 
would  prove  disastrous.  Going  farther 
into  the  matter,  he  saw  that  under  the 
present  clause  the  Unions  were  able  to 
borrow  money  for  sanitary  purposes, 
and  there  were  very  few  Unions  scat- 
tered through  the  country  in  which  there 
were  not  sanitary  works  requiring  to  be 
effected  of  the  most  necessary  character. 
He  referred  to  sewage  and  other  works, 
which  would  employ  a  large  number  of 
persons,  if  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
availed  themselves  of  the  powers  which 
they  possessed.  He  thought  there  would 
be  an  ample  supply  of  work  for  the  peo- 

Ele ;  and,  speaking  with  great  diffidence, 
e  could  not  see  how  the  desired  result 
could  be  arrived  at  in  the  manner  which 
had  been  suggested. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  it  was  not 
a  question  of  the  quantity  of  relief  to 
be  given,  but  whether  the  Qt)vernment 
could  not  supplement  the  larger  loans 
which  it  was  proposed  to  make  to  land- 
lords by  smaller  amounts  to  be  expended 
under  the  direct  charge  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  which  would,  in  the  end, 
be  an  advance  more  directly  to  small 
tenants.  That  proposal  was  strictly  on 
the  lines  of  what  had  been  done  during 
the  Lancashire  Famine.  He  urged  upon 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  that 
he  should  withdraw  his  present  Amend- 
ment, on  the  understanding  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  promise  to  look  into 
the  arrangements  which  were  made  in 
the  case  of  the  Lancashire  distress,  and 
consider  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  and  that  farther  time 
should  be  given  for  discussion. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  the 
Government  had  carefully  considered 
what  machinery  could  be  set  in  motion 
in  the  event  of  facilities  being  given  for 
undertaking  public  works.  Amongst 
other  suggestions,  it  had  been  proposed 
that  Boards  of  Guardians  should  be  en- 
abled to  undertake  the  carrying  out  of 
certain  public  works.  An  alternative 
suggestion  had  been  put  forward  to  the 
effect  that  the  baronial  sessions  should 
be  empowered  to  carry  out  works  of  that 
description.  The  relative  claim  of  those 
two  bodies  had  been  carefully  considered. 
It  was  thought  that  as  roads  and  works 
connected  with  roads  would  be  the  first 
objects  which  would  be  likely  to  engage 
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the  attention  of  any  public  body  in- 
trusted with  the  carrying^  out  of  public 
works  that  the  road  authorities  of  the 
district  were  the  proper  pei;pons  to  choose. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  proposal 
to  make  loans  to  the  farmers  did  not 
commend  itself  to  practical  persons.  It 
had  been  proposed  that  loans  should  be 
made  to  tne  tenants  for  the  purpose  of 
cultivating  their  own  farms,  provided 
the  consent  of  their  landlords  was  ob- 
tained. He  wished  to  point  out  that 
machinery  already  existed  under  the 
Land  Improvement  Acts,  as  extended 
by  the  present  Bill,  by  which  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant  were  able  to  com- 
bine together  for  the  execution  of  any 
work  undertaken  for  the  improvement 
of  the  land.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
look  at  the  Land  Improvement  Acts  as 
amended  by  the  present  Bill,  they  would 
see  that  machinery  existed  under  the 
present  law  by  which,  in  the  event  of  a 
combination  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant,  a  loan  might  be  obtained  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  any  improve- 
ment on  the  land.  He  failed  to  see  that 
any  good  would  be  gained  by  re-consider- 
ing the  provision  before  the  Committee, 
as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  the 
proposal  submitted  in  the  Bill  was  well 
suited  to  meet  the  end  in  view. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed, 
that  the  condition  of  the  extreme  West 
of  Ireland  was  very  different  from  that 
of  any  other  part.  It  was  no  use  talking 
of  sanitary  works  for  the  employment  of 
the  people  where  towns  and  villages  did 
not  exist,  and  where  such  works  could 
not  be  carried  on.  That  portion  of  Ireland 
where  the  most  distress  existed  consisted 
of  mountainous  districts,  and  of  islands 
in  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  where  no  sanitary 
works  were  possible.  If,  as  now  pro- 
posed, Boards  of  Guardians  were  re- 
stricted to  granting  relief  in  kind,  the 
people  would  receive  their  doles  of  meal 
and  other  things,  and  have  to  carry  them 
miles  away  upon  their  backs  to  their 
own  homes ;  but  if  power  were  given  to 
the  Boards  of  Guaroians,  under  the  su- 
perintendence of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
to  grant  small  sums  of  money  to  enable 
people  to  work  upon  their  farms,  the  re- 
sults could  not  fail  to  be  of  a  very  advan- 
tageous character.  The  works  which 
were  contemplated  by  the  Bill  were  of  a 
permanent  character ;  but  the  g^rant  of 
small  sums  of  money  woxdd  enable  the 
peasants  to  put  their  farms  in  a  position 
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to  receiye  tlie  seed  potatoes  which  it 
was  proposed  to  distribute,  and  thus 
give  some  promise  of  a  good  harvest 
next  year.  His  experience  of  Boards 
of  Guardians  was  that  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  restrain  their  acts  of 
liberality ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
they  would  require  stimulating — for  it 
must  be  remembered  that  every  penny 
which  the  Board  of  Guardians  dis- 
tributed was  to  be  re-paid  by  the  per- 
sons who  granted  it.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  restraint  imposed  on  Boards  of 
Guardians  assumed  that  they  would 
lavishly  distribute  their  own  money. 
He  had  g^ven  some  employment  on  the 
farms  of  tenants  himself,  and  there  was 
no  difficulty  about  it.  He  believed  that 
the  idea  entertained  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  by  many  others  as  to  the 
Irish  people,  was  that  they  were  a  lazy, 
worthless  set,  who  preferred  to  be  idle 
rather  than  to  work.  His  experience  with 
the  Irish  peasant  led  him,  on  the  con- 
trary, to  tnink  that  he  was  one  of  the 
most  hardworking  persons  on  the  face 
of  the  earth — but  his  labour  was  often  ill 
directed  because  he  had  never  been 
taught  how  to  apply  it.  The  Irish 
peasants  required  spades  and  other  im- 
plementsof  husbandry  for  the  cultivation 
of  their  farms;  but  they  had  not  a  shilling 
in  their  pockets  wherewith  to  get  them. 
It  was  proposed  to  give  them  clothes  and 
meal,  but  no  money ;  and  without  money 
they  could  not  buy  tools — for  they  had 
no  credit.  Unless  power  were  given  to 
the  Ghiardians  to  grant  small  sums  of 
money  to  distressed  people  he  believed 
that  a  ^eat  deal  of  land  which  ought  to 
be,  and  which  could  be  cultivated,  would 
be  left  untilled.  Those  advances  could 
be  made  under  the  control  of  the  Local 
Gk>T6mment  Board.  The  Boards  of 
Ghiardians  could  be  allowed  to  make 
Bueh  advances  for  a  period  not  exceed- 
ing two  months ;  and  if  at  the  expiration 
of  that  time  the  Local  Government  Board 
found  by  means  of  the  Reports  of  its  In- 
spectors that  the  power  had  been  abused, 
then  it  would  come  to  an  end  and  not  bo 
renewed.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
Ooyemment  would  introduce  some  words 
into  the  Bill  enabling  this  to  be  done. 
In  his  opinion,  it  was  useless  to  talk 
about  drainage  and  other  public  works. 
Many  such  works  would  be  useless  when 
done  ;  but  much  good  would  be  effected 
by  enabling  the  tenants  to  work  ujjon 
Iheir  own  farms. 


Mb.  CHILDERS  desired  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  the  fact  that,  under  the  Land 
Improvement  Acts,  no  advance  could  be 
made  of  any  sum  under  £100. 

Mr.  SHAW  remarked,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  said  that  no  practical  person 
could  think  of  adopting  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  made.  That  was  the 
most  extraordinary  statement  that  had 
ever  been  made  in  that  House — al- 
though they  had  heard  some  very  ex- 
traordinary ones.  One  of  the  greatest 
misfortunes  suffered  by  the  Irish  in  the 
present  crisis  was  the  Chief  Secretary's 
want  of  knowledge  of  Ireland.  He  con- 
ducted the  business  of  his  Office,  in  a 
general  way,  with  great  ability ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Shaw)  feared  very  much  that  the 
sympathies  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  not  such  as  to  lead  him  to  easily 
understand  the  extent  of  the  misfortunes 
from  which  Ireland  was  now  suffering — 
that  was  one  of  the  greatest  difficulties 
which  they  had  to  struggle  against.  He 
(Mr.  Shaw)  stated  that  as  his  opinion 
in  a  speech  made  some  months  ago  in 
Dublin ;  and  since  that  time  some  of 
the  most  practical  men  with  whom  he 
had  come  in  contact  fully  concurred  with 
him.  The  loans  which  might  be  made 
under  the  Land  Improvement  Acts  were 
only  granted  on  the  initiative  of  the 
landlord ;  but  he  might  be  absent,  or  he 
might  be  frightened,  or,  it  might  be,  in 
bad  humour  with  his  tenants,  and  so  the 
tenants  could  not  obtain  a  loan.  In  the 
case  of  sums  under  £100,  he  would  give 
the  power  of  making  the  advances  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians;  and  with  respect  to 
advances  over  £100  he  would  leave  the 
initiative  with  the  tenant.  In  that 
manner,  he  was  quite  sure  an  amount 
of  employment  could  be  given  which 
would  not  only  relieve  the  distress  now 
existing,  but  would  permanently  benefit 
the  country.  If  the  Government  would 
not  give  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
fully  considering  these  questions,  of 
course  they  were  in  their  hands;  but 
they  certainly  would  be  acting  in  a 
manner  which  would  not  satisfy  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

Tire  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  protostoil  against  the  language 
U8od  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  towards  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  was 
well  aware  that  Englishmen  were  always 
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liable  to  be  told  by  Irish  Members  that 
they  did  not  understand  Ireland ;  but 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  charged 
with  being  wanting  in  sympathy  for  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  in  conducting  the 
business  of  that  country  without  feeling 
with  those  for  whom  he  was  acting,  he 
felt  bound,  on  the  part  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  on  that  of  the  Government, 
to  repel  the  imputation.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  fulfilled  the  duties  of  his 
Office  with  unwearied  zeal,  and  had  done 
bis  best,  with  the  limited  knowledge 
that  an  Englishman  possessed  of  the 
requirements  of  Ireland,  to  deal  with 
the  questions  that  came  before  him. 
He  felt  sure  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  would 
withdraw  the  charge  which  he  had  made. 
With  regard  to  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion, the  Goyernment  had  felt  a  yery 
great  sense  of  responsibility.  The  Go- 
vernment had  felt  that  by  sanction- 
ing the  distribution  of  money  in  every 
possible  way  they  would  be  exposing 
themselves  to  the  risk  of  doing  serious 
injury  for  the  sake  of  gaining  a  little 
temporary  popularity.  The  suggestions 
of  nis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  were,  of  course,  entitled  to  all 
respect ;  but  he  did  not  see  how 
the  Government  could  take  advantage 
of  them  without  exposing  themselves 
to  the  charge  of  opening  the  door  to 
jobbery,  and  burdening  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians with  tests  and  duties  which  they 
would  be  unable  properly  to  perform. 
Whatever  scheme  might  be  proposed,  it 
would  be  wrong,  he  thought,  to  attempt 
to  introduce  it  into  the  clause  before  the 
Committee.  The  proposal  made  had 
reference  to  the  best  manner  of  advanc- 
ing money  for  carrying  on  works ;  and 
when  they  came  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  dealt  with  advances,  then 
Buch  a  proposal  as  that  favoured  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  might  be  fairly 
considered. 

Mr.  G.  E.  BROWNE  remarked,  with 
regard  to  the  loans  under  the  Land  Im- 
provement Acts,  that  it  must  be  recol- 
lected that  the  loans  must  be  effected 
for  a  period  of  42  years,  and  for  not 
less  than  £100.  He  thought  that  if  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  x)ower  to  ad- 
vance money  it  would  be  repaid.  He 
trusted  the  Government  woula  give  the 
proposal  their  favourable  consideration. 

Mb.  SHAW  disclaimed  any  intention 
of  imputing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  any  de- 
liberate want  of  sympathy  with  the 
feelings  of  Irishmen.  In  the  conduct 
of  the  business  of  his  Department,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  fulfilled  his  duties 
to  the  best  of  his  limited  knowledge. 
What  he  complained  of  was  that  uie 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  sympathies  were 
not  with  the  people  of  Ireland  generally 
— that,  in  fact,  he  was  a  Tory  of  the 
Tories.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
all  the  exterior  of  a  modem  man  of 
fashion;  but  in  his  feelings  he  was  a 
Tory  of  70  years  ago.  Me  could  not 
enter  into  the  wants  and  feelings  of 
Ireland,  as,  in  his  opinion,  a  Gentleman 
occupying  his  position  ought  to  do.  He 
really  did  not  think  that  it  was  possible 
for  lum  to  understand  the  feelings  and 
wants  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  KING-HABMAN  said,  that 
without  going  into  the  evil  tendencies 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  he  wished  to  draw  attention 
to  the  points  that  had  been  raised  by 
that  discussion.  The  most  important 
seemed  to  him  to  be  that  of  advancing 
sums  of  money  to  small  fSarmers  for  the 
purpose  of  working  their  own  holdings. 
He  was  sorry  to  say  that  to  that  plan 
he  saw  a  very  grave  objection.  Any  man 
who  lived  in  the  West  of  Ireland  would 
know  that  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the 
very  great  distress  which  now  existed 
in  those  districts  was  from  the  small  far- 
mers being  steeped  in  debt.  He  believed 
that  the  like  state  of  things  existed  in 
the  South.  He  did  not  see  how  the 
Government  or  Boards  of  Guardians 
could  with  safety  make  advances  to  men 
who  were  so  steeped  in  debt  that  they 
could  not  procure  credit  for  a  baff  of 
meal.  It  was  a  most  deplorable  thing ; 
but  it  was,  nevertheless,  the  absolute 
fact;  and,  no  matter  how  much  they 
might  be  helped  during  the  present 
crisis,  he  felt  very  strongly  that  the 
Government  would  be  obliged  to  pass 
some  measure  of  local  bankruptcy,  to 
clear  the  people  from  the  load  of  debt 
that  now  oppressed  them,  and  enable 
them  to  hold  up  their  heads  again. 
Men  owing  sums  of  £20  or  £30  were 
unable  to  effect  a  composition  with  their 
creditors;  and  some  large  measure  of  the 
kind  he  had  indicated  would,  he  felt 
sure,  be  necessary.  He  did  not  see  how 
it  would  be  possible,  with  safety,  to  add 
to  the  liabilities  of  those  men  by  lending 
them  money. 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  g^ant  Qentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  had  well  said  that  there  were 
two  points  —  one,  that  of  advancing 
money  to  small  farmers,  and  the  other 
a  question  of  affording  out-door  relief. 
The  latter  was  the  only  point  then  be- 
fore the  Committee.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  was  to  be  done  to  save  the  small 
cultivators  from  starvation?  They  had 
no  tools,  no  money,  and  were  quite  un- 
able to  procure  the  necessary  implements 
of  husbandry.  What  was  the  use  of 
dolingi  out  to  them  sacks  of  meal  and 
loads  of  bread  ?  It  was  out-door  relief 
in  the  shape  of  money  that  was  required. 
The  Boards  of  Guardians  should  have 
the  power  to  give  grants  of  money  where 
that  loan  would  meet  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  In  a  great  many  cases 
money  would  not  be  required ;  but  there 
were  many  parts  of  Ireland  where  relief 
in  that  form  only  would  be  of  use. 
Throughout  the  County  Galway,  for 
instance,  there  were  many  hundred 
cases  of  small  starving  cultivators  who 
required  loans  of  money  and  not  sacks 
of  meal.  It  was  necessary  that  the 
Board  of  Guardians  should  be  at  liberty 
to  advance  sums  of  money  to  small 
farmers,  and  they  should  not  be  prevented 
from  doing  so  by  any  rule  passed  by  that 
House  at  half-past  12.  The  Board  of 
Guardians  throughout  Ireland  knew  a 
g^reat  deal  more  concerning  the  nature 
of  the  relief  required  than  that  House, 
or  ten  Houses  like  it.  It  had  been  very 
properly  stated  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  King's  County  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  —  who,  although  he 
thought  ho  was  opposing,  yet  in 
reality  was  supporting  him  —  that  the 
money  of  the  ratepayers  it  was  that 
the  Board  of  Guaroians  would  have  to 
distribute.  They  would  keep  a  tight 
fift  enough  over  the  money  in  their  hands 
— a  very  much  tighter  fist  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  kept  over  the  National 
Bevenue  for  a  number  of  years.  Tiio 
Guardians  could  not  easily  give  out-door 
relief  in  money ;  but  there  wore  many 
casee  in  the  South  and  WoRt  of  Ireland 
where  out-door  relief  in  money  would 
alone  be  of  use.  The  Boards  of  Guardians 
included  the  magistrates  and  justices  of 
the  peace,  and  ne  could  see  no  reason 
for  not  givinff  them  some  liberty  in  the 
matter.  If  tiiey  gave  too  much  in  one 
tbey  would  make  up  for  it  by  giving 


too  little  in  another.  They  ought  to  have 
power  to  give  out-door  relief  in  money 
to  the  small  cultivators,  when  doles  of 
meat  and  bread  alone  would  not  tide 
over  the  exigencies  of  the  present 
crisis. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Finigan.) 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  this  measure  was  one 
of  very  great  importance  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  nad  been  brought  n)r- 
ward  as  the  most  pressing  Business  of 
the  Session.  The  House  had  considered 
it,  in  one  form  or  another,  for  a  very 
considerable  time,  and  he  had  hoped 
that  they  would  that  evening  finish  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill.  It  was  obvious, 
however,  that  it  was  now  too  late  to  do 
so  ;  but  he  thought  that  it  would  be  an 
entire  waste  of  time  if  the  discussion 
which  had  now  been  goine  on  for  so 
long  a  time  should  be  broken  off,  and 
Progress  be  reported. 

Mb.  SHAW  inquired  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  intended  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  that  night  ?  He  certainly 
thought  that  a  little  more  time  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  consideration  of  the 
proposal  which  had  been  made.  So  far 
as  his  own  Amendment  was  concerned, 
ho  was  willing  either  to  move  that  words 
carr3ring  it  out  should  bo  inserted  in 
some  other  part  of  the  BiU,  or  to  intro- 
duce a  new  clause. 

Majok  NOLAN  hoped  that  one  Bill 
would  not  bo  run  against  another.  He 
thought  that  the  discussion  of  the  clause 
might  be  proceeded  with. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed, 
that  it  was  not  until  they  came  to  close 
quarters  with  a  Bill  of  that  kind  that 
the  House  began  to  understand  the 
points  really  in  dispute.  He  did  not 
consider  the  discussion  that  had  taken 
place  over  that  very  important  clause 
had  been  in  any  way  a  waste  of  time. 
He  had,  however,  expected  that  the 
Chairman  would  have  stopped  a  con- 
siderable part  of  the  discussion,  as  not 
germane  to  the  Business  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  marginal  notes  to  the  Bill 
stated  that  it  was  with  reg^ard  to  the  ex- 
tension of  power  in  Boards  of  Guardians 
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to  grant  out-door  relief  in  food  and  fuel 
— 80  that  the  point  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  re- 
ferred to  something  totally  different.  The 
Committee  had  recently  decided  not  to 
allow  Boards  of  Guardians  to  grant  sums 
of  money  to  poor  persons  for  general 
purposes.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be 
an  unfortunate  proceeding ;  but  it  could 
not  be  helped.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  had  now  proposed  to  intro- 
duce words  into  the  clause  giving  power 
to  Boards  of  Guardians  to  grant  relief 
in  money  to  the  small  tenants,  in  order 
to  enable  them  to  cultivate  their  farms. 
He  would  wish  to  ask  the  House  of 
Commons  how  the  holdings  of  the  small 
farmers  could  be  cultivated  unless  such 
relief  were  granted  them  ?  The  Govern- 
ment had  obtained  great  credit  for  doing 
away  with  the  disability  that  existed  in 
England,  and  allowing  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  grant  out- door  relief.  In  Eng- 
land Guardians  were  empowered,  dur- 
ing the  Cotton  Famine,  to  grant  out- 
door relief  in  the  shape  of  money  to 
persons  like  those  referred  to  in  the  de- 
bate. It  was  in  their  own  discretion 
whether  they  gave  money  or  not.  He 
would  ask  hon.  Members  representing 
English  constituencies,  whether  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  Ireland  were  not  as  fit 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  same  privilege 
as  was  accorded  to  Guardians  in  their 
own  country  ?  On  what  ground  could 
the  Government  justify  its  refusal  to 
grant  to  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland 
the  same  power  of  affording  out-door 
relief  that  was  enjoyed  by  analogous 
bodies  in  England  ?  It  was  no  use  to 
distribute  bags  of  meal  and  bread — the 
small  farmers  required  money  besides ; 
and  surely  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land ought  to  be  treated,  in  the  expen- 
diture of  their  own  money  as  trustees, 
on  exactly  the  same  terms  as  English 
Boards  of  Guardians.  Ho  entirely  de- 
nounced the  perpetual  system  of  putting 
limitations  upon  the  Irish  public  autho- 
rities— a  system  which  was  bom  of  mis- 
trust, either  of  their  integrity  or  of 
their  discretion.  That  was  not  the  way 
to  conciliate  the  Irish  people ;  and  if 
they  were  discontented  he  was  not  sur- 
prised, for  everything  showed  them  that 
they  were  mistrusted.  He  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  re-consider  his  de- 
cision, and  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  former  decision 
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of  the  Committee  had  been  only  on  the 
general  principle;  but  now  there  was 
an  opportunity  of  granting  the  Qnar- 
dians  power  to  make  advances  of  money 
for  purposes  of  cultivation  to  the  small 
tenants  of  Ireland. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  MitcheU 
Henry)  appeared  to  be  entirely  wide  of 
the  question  before  the  Committee.  They 
were  considering  the  propriety  of  report- 
ing Progress,  and  it  was  nardlj  correct  to 
enter  into  discussion  upon  the  merits  of 
any  particular  Amenffionent.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  asked 
for  information  with  regard  to  the  other 
Business  to  be  brought  before  the 
House.  The  next  Order  of  the  Day 
was  the  Order  for  the  Seeds  Bill,  of 
which  there  were  the  postponed  clanses 
for  consideration,  and  which  would  not 
give  rise,  he  thought,  to  much  discus- 
sion. He  impressed  upon  the  Commit- 
tee that  time  should  not  be  neutralized 
or  wasted  on  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  thought  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  had  not  been 
very  wide  of  the  mark  wnen  he  referred 
to  the  general  nature  of  the  discussion 
which  preceded  the  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progress  ;  because  the  reason  why 
that  Motion  had  been  brought  before 
the  Committee  was  that  the  Government 
had  not  attempted  to  perceive,  and  had 
not  perceived,  the  point  advocated  by 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House. 
In  what  position  was  the  Conmiittee 
placed  ?  Was  it  not  that  the  Head  of 
the  Government  in  that  House  had 
persisted  in  ignoring  what  the  Irish 
Members  were  aiming  at?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  behind  him  200 
English  and  Scotch  Members  for  the 
purpose  of  making  laws  for  the  Irish 
people,  whose  lives  were  then  at  stake. 
The  Government  treated  this  question 
as  one  to  be  dealt  with  out  of  the  Irish 
funds,  when  it  ought  to  have  been  dealt 
with  out  of  the  Imperial  funds.  The 
position  of  the  Gt)vemment  in  this  mat- 
ter was  that  they  did  not  care  to  under- 
stand what  were  the  arg^uments  put 
forward  by  Irish  Members,  and  parti- 
cularly by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  who  himself  re- 
presented one  of  the  most  distressed 
districts,  and  who  knew  thoroughly,  by 
porsonalezperience,  the  class  of  remedies 
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moBt  suitable  to  apply  to  this  distress. 
After  the  hon.  Member  had  taken  up 
some  time  in  explaining  to  the  Commit- 
tee the  pitiable  condition  of  affairs,  he 
received  an  answer  from  the  Govern- 
ment, which  clearly  proved  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  either  listened  to  him, 
or,  for  some  occult  purposes,  was  not 
disposed  to  appear  to  listen  to  him.  That 
was  not  the  manner  in  which  to  meet 
the  Business  of  Irish  Members,  and  it 
was  merely  playing  with  them  and  treat- 
ing them  as  fractious  children.  The 
Government  seemed  to  say — "  We  do  not 
know  what  you  have  been  talking  about 
for  the  last  half-hour — we  have  got  our 
majority,  and  we  intend  to  deal  with  this 
matter  by  means  of  our  majority ;  we 
do  not  know  what  you  want,  and  we 
do  not  care  what  you  want;  we  shall 
do  what  we  like,  and  we  do  not  care  for 
what  you  like."  The  Oommittee  wanted 
to  know  what  should  be  the  position  of 
the  Business  to  be  transacted  under  the 
Leadership  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
during  the  rest  of  the  evening.  If  he 
meant  that  the  Government,  when  they 
brought  in  any  Bill,  were  determined 
to  receive  no  Amendments  from  Irish 
Members,  let  him  embody  it  under  the 
Staadine  Orders.  It  was  a  farce  to  go  on 
transacting  Irish  Business  in  this  man- 
ner, with  his  large  majority.  He  had 
said  that  seven  more  years  of  Tory  rule 
would  do  good  in  Ireland  ;  but  a  few 
more  nights  like  the  present  would  go 
far  to  dnve  home  the  fears  which  were 
already  thoroughly  prevalent  in  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  supported  the  Motion 
to  report  Progress.  He  had  had  some 
experience  in  the  House  with  regard  to 
the  progress  of  Business  after  1 
o'docK,  and  he  never  had  been  able 
to  discover  that  any  progress  was 
made ;  for  either  the  Bill  which,  under 
those  circumstances,  was  supposed  to  be 
pMsed  by  the  House  was  so  absurdly 
incorrect  that,  when  it  passed  into  law, 
there  was  no  possibility  of  understand- 
ing it ;  or,  otherwise,  a  wrangle  was 
sure  to  take  place,  which  lasted  for  an 
hour  or  two,  when  Progress  would  bo 
reported.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there 
was  no  possibility  of  coming  to  a  sound 
decision  that  evening  with  regard  to  the 
particular  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  certainly  not  with  regard  to 
any  other  Amendmmit  which  hon.  Mom- 
MES  might  feel  it  their  duty  to  bring 


forward.  He  had  himself  an  Amend- 
ment to  propose  to  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  clause,  which  he  would  l&e  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  moving  at  a 
time  when  ne  could  offer  some  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  course  which  he 
proposed.  He  would  certainly  not  like 
to  move  that  Amendment  at  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning. 

The  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON 
hoped  that  the  Committee  would  not  agree 
to  the  Motion  to  report  Progress  until 
they  had  disposed  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell).  Hon.  Members  who  asked 
the  Committee  to  report  Progress  did 
so  because  it  was  said  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  either  could  not, 
or  would  not,  understand  the  meaning 
of  that  Amendment.  Whatever  might 
be  the  opinion  as  to  that,  he  considered 
that  the  Committee  were  in  as  good  a 
position  to  understand  and  decide  upon 
the  Amendment  as  it  was  ever  likely  to 
be,  the  hon.  Member  having  already  ex- 
plained it  at  least  three  times.  He  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Committee  would  be 
in  no  better  position  to  decide  upon  that 
Amendment  even  if  it  were  deferred 
until  Thursday  next,  when  a  very  large 
number  of  hon.  Members  would  be 
present  who  had  not  heard  the  protracted 
discussion  which  had  already  taken 
place  ;  at  all  events,  he  thought  that  the 
Committee  which  had  listened  to  the 
long  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
should  decide  upon  the  Amendment 
which  was  before  it. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  that  it  had 
been  remarked  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  that  whatever  was  to  be 
done  should  be  done  quickly,  and  that 
while  hon.  Members  were  speaking  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  starving,  and 
that  if  speedy  measures  of  relief  were 
not  taken  the  result  would  be  alarming. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  speech  which 
contained  these  remarks  had  been  en- 
tirely forgotten  by  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  it 
would  seem  that  as  much  time  was 
likely  to  be  consumed  upon  this  Bill  as 
was  expended  upon  the  Mutiny  Act  of 
last  year.  He  should  have  thought 
that  those  hon.  Members  who  believed 
in  Irish  distress  would  have  passed  the 
Bill  as  soon  as  they  possibly  could.  The 
House  was  not  quite  so  obtuse  as  not  to 
understand  the  meaning  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
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van ;  and  lie  (Mr.  Macartney)  appealed 
to  hon.  Members  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  without  delay,  or  otherwise  its 
discussion  would  occupy  three  or  four 
weeks. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  evidently  not  read  the  Bill  that  was 
before  the  Committee,  for  he  was  clearly 
not  aware  that  the  things  to  be  done  had 
already  been  ordered.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  told  the  Committee  that  what- 
ever was  to  be  done  should  be  done 
quickly  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  reminded 
him  that  this  Bill  was  dealing  with 
that  which  had  already  been  done. 
He,  as  well  as  other  hon.  Members, 
were  ready  to  remain  in  the  House  until 
10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  through  the  Bill, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  Bules  which 
had  already  guided  them  in  the  House 
ought  to  be  applied  at  a  time  when  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  starving.  He 
deplored  exceedingly  that  the  excellent 
suggestion  which  had  emanated  from  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  had  not  been 
accepted  by  the  Government — namely, 
that  they  should  give  to  the  Committee 
some  indication  that  the  principle  which 
was  really  behind  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan,  and 
which  was  followed  in  the  case  of  the 
Lancashire  distress,  would  be  applied 
in  the  present  instance.  If  that  intima- 
tion were  given,  he  was  ready  to  remain 
in  the  House  as  long  as  might  be  desired 
for  the  purpose  of  passing  the  Bill. 
With  regard  to  the  adjournment,  he 
believed  it  would  bo  a  mistake  and  a 
waste  of  the  time  that  had  been  spent.  He 
therefore  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend 
not  to  proceed  with  his  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  in  the  middle  of  that 
discussion. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  thought  the 
Committee  should  proceed.  The  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  were  not 
placed  upon  the  Paper  in  the  way  of  an 
Amendment,  and  until  that  was  so  ho 
thought  that  a  discussion  thereon  could 
not  fairly  and  fully  bo  taken.  There 
were  some  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
which,  if  the  Committee  proceeded, 
might  be  disposed  of  in  a  very  short 
time.  After  that  the  Committee  might 
turn  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork — he  trusted  with  a  far 
greater  chance  of  success  than  they  had 
at  the  present  moment. 

i&.  Macartney 


Mb.  BIGKJAB  was  sony  he  oonld  not 
agree  with  the  snggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy).  He  had  just  heara  in 
private  conversation  an  hon.  Member  say 
that,  looking  at  the  Amendment  which  ap- 
peared at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  it  was 
better  to  give  up  the  whole  Bill  rather 
than  that  the  .^onendment  should  not 
be  carried.  He  thought  that  the  best 
thing  was  for  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress to  be  withdrawn,  in  order  to  allow  a 
division  to  take  place  upon  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
van, when  Progress  might  be  reported, 
and  a  bond  fids  commencement  made  on 
the  other  side^ 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  thought 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  treated  him  at  all  fairly  in  this 
matter.  They  were  entitled  to  know 
from  the  Government,  and  he  thought 
also  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  who  desired  to  have  a 
division  upon  the  point,  whether  there 
was  any  ground  for  denying  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  the 
power  which  was  given  to  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  this  country.  That  was  the 
question  to  be  decided.  If  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dunmr- 
van  were  negatived,  the  result  would  be 
that  that  very  day  a  fresh  disability 
would  be  imposed  upon  the  people  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  the 
Poor  Law  was  applied  in  Ireland  in  the 
form  in  which  it  had  been  settled  by 
Parliament.  That  settlement  was  come 
to  deliberately  by  Parliament,  and  the 
present  measure  did  not  profess  to  make 
any  permanent  alterations  in  the  Poor 
Law  as  it  at  present  existed.  This  was 
simply  an  exceptional  measure  of  tem- 
porary relief,  and  did  not  deal  with  any 
question  of  principle. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  felt  bound 
to  point  out  that  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  were,  under  the  existing  law, 
able  to  grant  relief  to  able-bodied  pau- 
pers in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  remarked,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  told  them — what  they 
knew  already — that  this  was  not  a  per- 
manent measure.  They  knew  well  that 
no  permanent  alteration  was  contem- 
plated ;  but  they  asked  that,  for  three 
poor  months,  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  might  have  the  same  power  of 


769       ReUef  of  Dttirm 


[Febrxtaby  16,  1880} 


{Ireland  Bill        770 


relieying  out-door  distress  in  districts 
in  Ireland,  where  the  peasantry  were 
starring,  as  was  possessed  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  England.  He  rose  to  express 
a  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  and  allow  a  division  to  be 
taken  on  the  Amendment.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Liberal  Opposition  would  consider 
it  a  symptom  of  returning  aUegianco  on 
his  part ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  he 
took  the  course  he  did,  in  advising  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion,  simply  on  his 
reoonunendation.  If  the  Motion  to  re- 
port Progress  were  withdrawn,  the  Com- 
mittee would  then  have  an  opportunity 
of  enabling  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land to  reUeve  the  distress  in  the  only 
way  which  would  really  meet  the  exi- 
gency of  the  situation.  He  was  curious 
to  see  in  what  manner  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  Opposition  would 
act  when  that  opportunity  was  presented 

to  him. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  that  on  the 
sugg^tion  of  the  hon  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  that 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  England  had 
the  power  of  granting  out-door  relief  in 
money  to  poor  destitute  persons.  During 
thetime  oi  the  Lancashire  Cotton  Famine 
no  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  to  en- 
able the  Guardians  to  grant  out-door 
relief  in  money ;  but  they  were  permitted 
to  do  so  by  the  Poor  Law  Board.  On 
that  occasion  a  liberal  construction  was 

Sut  upon  their  power  of  granting  out- 
oor  relief,  and  no  questions  were  asked. 
That  was  the  position  in  which  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  Ireland  claimed,  and 
rightly  claimed,  to  be  placed. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 


-Ayes  29; 
Div.    List, 


The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  127  :  Majority  98. 
No.  8.) 

Tm  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  wished  to 
more  an  Amendment,  the  obiect  of 
which  was  to  remove  any  ambiguity 
which  might  arise  under  the  existing 
words  of  the  clause  as  to  whether  the 
rdief  to  be  granted  was  to  be  confined 
to  aUe-bodied  persons  or  to  be  applicable 

TOL.  OCL.       [thibd  ssbizs.] 


to  all.  He  begged  to  move,  in  Clause  3, 
page  1,  line  23,  after  the  word  **  Union" 
to  insert  **  whether  such  poor  persons 
under  the  Poor  Law  Act  be  entitled  to 
relief  in  the  workhouse  or  not." 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  under  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood  relief  in  food  or  fuel  was 
to  be  granted  to  poor  persons  in  any 
Union.  He  wished  to  insert  the  words 
**  or  in  any  electoral  division  thereof." 
It  might  be  desirable  to  confine  the  power 
given  by  the  Bill  to  some  particular  elec- 
toral division  of  a  Union. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  observed,  that  it  was 
very  inconvenient  for  Amendments  to  be 
proposed  which  were  not  on  the  Paper. 
He  thought  it  would  be  much  better 
that  they  should  then  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (J/r. 
Biggar,) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  observed,  that 
the  Amendment  they  were  discussing  was 
venr  easy  to  understand.  He  wished  to 
make  it  quite  clear  that  all  persons  could 
be  relieved  whether  able-bodied  paupers 
or  not.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
County  (Mr.  Shaw^  had  then  proposed 
that  the  relief  to  oe  granted  could,  if 
necessary,  be  confined  to  an  electoral 
division  of  the  Union. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  supported  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress.  It  was 
decided  by  the  House  last  year  that 
Amendments  which  were  not  on  the 
Paper  should  not  be  discussed. 

Mr.  SHAW  expressed  a  hope  that, 
as  the  Amendment  was  merely  verbal, 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar)  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  BIGOAR  said,  that  ashehaa  been 
appealed  to  to  withdraw  his  Motion  he 
would  do  so  on  the  understanding  that 
no  further  progress  would  be  attempted 
with  the  Bifi  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  It  was  preposterous  to  pro- 
ceed with  a  measure  of  this  nature  at  so 
late  an  hour. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that,  un- 
questionably, the  Bill  was  one  of  great 
urgency.  Until  the  Bill  was  passed 
there  was  no  power  of  compelling  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  to  grant  the  relief 
which  the  exceptional  droumstances  ren« 
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dered  necessary.  It  was  also  desirable 
that  the  Guardians  should  be  in  no  doubt 
as  to  the  persons  who  they  might  relieve. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  23, 
after  the  word  **  union,"  to  insert 
*'  whether  such  poor  persons  under  the 
Poor  Law  Act  be  entitled  to  relief  from 
the  workhouses  or  not." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  28, 
after  the  word  **  union,"  to  insert  '*or 
any  electoral  division  or  divisions  there- 
of."—(i^r.  Shaw.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Me.  FINIGAN  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. — {Mr. 
Finigan.) 

The  CH ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  they  had  now  reached 
an  Amendment  to  be  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  which  would 
undoubtedly  give  rise  to  discussion ;  and 
it  might  be  well,  therefore,  that  they 
should  not  enter  upon  it  at  that  hour. 
It  would  be  desirable  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  formally  move  his 
Amendment,  in  order  that  they  might 
proceed  at  once  to  discuss  it  on  the  next 
occasion.     The  Bill  was  really   one  of 

reat    importance,  and  he  hoped    the 

lOuso  would  support  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  passing  it  at  the  earliest 
possible  period.  As  had  been  pointed  out, 
until  the  Bill  was  passed,  there  were  no 
mandatory  powers  for  compelling  Guar- 
dians to  grant  the  relief  needed,  and  there 
were  other  points  which  made  it  desirable 
to  pass  the  measure  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  The  mode  in  which  the  rates 
were  to  be  charged,  and  other  questions 
of  that  kind,  which  would  very  much 
determine  the  action  of  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  making  the  rates,  were  at 
present  undecided.  For  the  present, 
they  were  simply  acting  upon  the  orders 
of  the  Government.  He  trusted  they 
would  be  able  to  proceed  with  the  BiU 
to-morrow. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTTNGTON 
asked  when  the  Committee  would  be  re- 
sumed? There  was  an  important  dis- 
cussion for  to-morrow  upon  the  Irish 
franchise. 

27ie  Attorney  General  for  Irehmd 


Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  understood 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
make  an  arrangement  by  wMch  the  Bill 
could  be  proceeded  with  to-morrow ;  and 
he  should  have  no  objection  to  the  Bill 
proceeding  to-morrow,  if  the  Qt)Tem- 
ment  were  prepared  to  assent  to  his 
Motion. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  regretted  that  he  could  not  fall 
in  with  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  should  appeal 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  proceed  to-morrow. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SEED  POTATOES  (lEELAND)  {re-cam- 
tnitted)  BHiIi— [Bill  68.] 

(Jfiybr  Nolan,  Mr.   Oeorge  JBroton^,  Mr.  P.  J. 

Smyth) 

COMMITTEE. 

Postponed  Clauses  3  and  4  agreed  to, 

without  Amendment. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  asked 
whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  considered  the  question  of 
allowing  a  portion  of  the  £5  to  be  ex- 
pended for  thepurpose  of  manure  ?  He 
had  read  in  lUe  Parmer's  Oastette — ^the 
best  agricultural  journal  in  Ireland — 
that  it  would  be  quite  useless  to  give 
seed  to  the  tenants  imless  they  were  also 
given  a  small  quantity  of  manure  for 
the  purpose  of  fertilizing  it.  He  trusted 
that  this  suggestion  would  be  adopted 
on  Beport. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  he  would  not  discuss  the 
question  as  to  whether  or  not  the  manure 
was  necessary,  but  it  would  be  extremely 
inconvenient  to  introduce  into  this  Bill, 
which  was  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  seed,  a  provision  of  the  kind 
indicated ;  indeed,  it  would  be  entirely 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  proposal.  He  did 
not  know,  but  he  believed  there  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  there  would  be 
^^7  greater  deficiency  of  manure  at  the 
present  time  than  there  had  been  for- 
merly in  Ireland. 

Majob  NOLAN  had  been  in  hope 
that  the  Qovemment  would  allow  tne 
Beport  of  this  £ill  to  be  taken  that 
evening.  The  question  was  an  urgent 
one,  and  he  thought  the  Order  might  be 
got  through  at  one  Sitting.    He  iMgged 
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to  move  that  the  Standing  Orders  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  Beport  be 
allowed  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  It  is 
not  a  question  of  suspending  the  Stand- 
ing Orders ;  it  is  rather  a  question  of 
departure  from  the  general  usage  of 
Parliament.  It  is  a  course  which  can 
be  taken  with  the  general  concurrence 
of  the  House,  but  not  otherwise. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  thought  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  ought  to  complain 
if,  after  what  had  passed  some  time  ago, 
they  could  not  get  further  with  the  Bill 
than  they  had  done  that  evening. 

Bill  nported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
flidered  To-morrow, 

ANCIENT  MONUMENTS  BILL-[Bill  61.] 
{Sir  John  Lubbock ^  Mr,    Bere»ford'  Hope^    Mr, 
Morffattf  Sir  Richard  Waliacc.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bin  eonBiiered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

daose  1  (Definitions). 

Mb.  macartney  moved,  in  page  1, 

after  line  16,  to  insert  the  words — 

'*  The  Court  means  in  England  and  Ireland 
Her  Majesty's  High  Court  of  Justice,  and  in 
Scotland  the  Court  of  Session." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Appointment  of  Commis- 
Bioners). 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  be- 
lieved  that  there  had  been  considerable 
difficulty  in  finding  anybody  to  take 
charge  of  these  ancient  monuments,  and 
that  first  one  and  then  another  of  the 
Ckyreniment  Offices  had  been  applied  to 
without  effect.  At  last,  the  Trustees  of 
the  Britiah  Museum  had  been  pitched 
upon*  He  did  not  suppose  that  anyone 
except  the  Financial  Secretary  knew  who 
these  Trustees  were.  He  would,  there- 
fore, mention  a  few  of  them.  The 
Boud  consisted  of  about  50  members, 
among  whom  was  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  the  Archbishop  of 
Oanterbury,  the  President  of  the  Col- 
iBge  of  Phyaioiaas,  and  others  of  similar 
pontion.  It  was  impossible  to  conceive 
man  leas  likely  to  disiDharge  such  duties 
in  a  satisfactory  manner  than  these  pre- 
ooeafied  offloia  i.  The  duties  woula,  in 
ImI^  be  Oinied  by  the  secretary  and 
mtimowMi  .  and  the  result 


would  be  that  the  Act  would  be  carried 
too  far  and  rendered  impopular.  The 
Societies  in  whose  hands  he  proposed  to 
place  the  administration  of  the  Bill 
were  well-known  Corporations,  composed 
of  men  not  only  antiquaries,  but  men  of 
large  landed  property  belonging  to  the 
most  conservative  elements  of  society. 
They  would  probably  themselves  find 
money  to  do  a  great  deal  of  the  work 
without  applying  to  the  Treasury  at  all. 
The  proposal  would  likewise  vest  in  the 
Society  of  each  country  the  guardianship 
of  their  own  monuments.  He  therefore 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  g^ven  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  24,  to  leave  out  the  wordB 
"  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum,"  and  insert 
the  words  **  Council  of  the  Society  of  Anti- 
quaries of  London  for  England,  the  Council  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Academy  for  Ireland,  and  the 
Council  of  the  Society  of  Antiquaries  of  Scot- 
land for  Scotland.*' — {Mr,  Stanley  Lciffhton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lause." 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  dispute  the  fact 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  moved  the  Amendment,  that  the 
members  of  these  Societies  were  very 
disting^uished  gentlemen.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  the  list  which  he  had  just 
given  to  the  House  of  some  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  of  Trustees  for  the 
British  Museum  showed  also,  from  that 
particular  point  of  view,  that  they,  too, 
were  certainly  qualified  to  discharge  the 
duty  which  would  be  imposed  upon 
them  equally  well  as  those  whom  he 
desired  to  substitute  in  their  place.  On 
the  part  of  the  Government  he  could 
not  assent  to  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Bill  as  it  was  drawn 
was  a  compromise  between  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  and  the  Government,  in 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  accepted  these 
gentlemen  as  custodians  under  this  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  on  the  part  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  he  felt  bound  to 
oppose  any  alteration  of  the  agreement 
made  last  year,  and  up  to  this  moment 
adopted  in  the  various  stages  of  the 
measure.  He  believed  that  the  Trustees 
of  the  British  Museum  were  perfectly 
well  able  to  execute  the  duties  imposed 
upon  them ;  and  they,  moreover,  oom- 
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manded  confidence  in  the  country  for 
the  special  purposes  in  connection  there- 
with. He  did  not  think  it  would  be  an 
improvement  to  take  away  from  the 
Trustees  of  the  British  Museum  a  duty 
which  up  to  this  moment  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be  going  to  discharge. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that,  in- 
dividually, he  at  one  time  would  have 
preferred  the  proposals  of  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  pointed  out,  there  were  strong 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  Trustees  of 
the  British  Museum.  He  did  not  doubt 
that  the  Trustees  woidd  carry  out  the 
Bill  very  efficiently.  The  hon.  Member 
had  spoken  of  Scotland;  but  Scotland 
was  strongly  represented  among  the 
Trustees.  The  Government  had  agreed 
to  support  the  Bill,  provided  the  working 
of  it  were  intrusted  to  the  Trustees  of 
the  British  Museum.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  should  feel  bound  to  vote 
with  the  Government,  although  he  felt 
that  the  other  Societies  would  have  been 
very  proper  custodians  of  the  monu- 
ments in  question.  He  hoped  that  the 
Committee  would  support  the  clause  as  it 
stood. 

Sib  graham  MONTGOMEEY  re- 
gretted very  much  that  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  to  intrust  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Act  to  the  Trustees 
of  the  British  Museum ;  but  he  hoped 
that  before  the  Beport  they  might  be 
able  to  see  their  way  to  support  the 
very  reasonable  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Shropshire  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton). 

Mr.  pease  said,  it  was  almost  absurd 
that  the  monuments  of  Scotland  and 
of  Ireland  should  be  placed  in  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum,  when  such  bodies  as  the  An- 
tiquarian Societies  existed  in  each 
country.  He  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton) 
to  sustain  his  view,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  take  it  into  their 
consideration. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  19; 
Noes  18:  Majority  1.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  9.) 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  felt  compelled  to  move  to  report 
Progress.  The  BiU  was  the  result  of  an 
agreement  come  to    between   the  hon. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin^Ihhetson 


Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidatone  and 
the  Government  last  year.  Ab  the  Com- 
mittee had  now  reversed  the  decision 
arrived  at,  he  would  ask  leave  to  report 
Progress  then,  in  order  that  the  further 
proceedings  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
might  be  considered. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCB:  was  surprised 
at  the  result  of  the  division,  but  noped 
that  the  Government  would  not  press 
the  Motion.  The  Bill  had  been  under 
consideration  for  many  years,  and  he  did 
not  like  to  lose  any  chance  of  its  becom- 
ing law.  He  presumed  they  could  reverse 
the  late  vote  on  Beport. 

Sir  GEAHAM  MONTGOMEEY  said, 
that  he  should  like  to  know  when  the 
agreement  between  the  Government  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  was 
made  ?  When  he  left  town  last  snmmer 
he  understood  that,  as  regarded  Soot- 
land,  the  Government  were  willing  to 
make  the  Society  of  Antiquaries  in  iSdin- 
burgh  the  custodians  of  the  ancient 
monuments  of  that  country.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  seek  to  re- 
verse the  decision  which  the  Committee 
had  arrived  at. 

Mr.  pease  wished  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury that  if  it  were  wished  to  bring  Uie 
whole  force  of  the  Gbvemment  to  bear 
upon  this  small  question  ,it  could  be 
done  upon  the  third  reading  of  the  BiU. 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
would  ask  leave  of  the  Committee  to 
withdraw  the  Motion,  on  the  under- 
standing that  he  should  be  at  liberty 
to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon 
the  Eeport.  His  Colleague  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Ezche- 
quer  was  best  acquainted  with  the  Bill, 
and  he  wished  to  speak  to  him  before 
arriving  at  any  decision  with  regard  to  it. 
He  therefore  thought  that  he  should  be 
best  suiting  the  convenience  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  withdrawing  his  Motion,  and, 
if  necessary,  raising  the  question  at  an- 
other  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  unthdraum. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present:  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  not  being  presenty 

Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  resumed  the 
Chair : — House  counted,  and  40  Mem* 
bers  not  being  present, 

House  acyounied  at  a  quartflr 
before  Throe  <?dook. 
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Forte ;  and  whether,  if  our  obligations 
HOUSE      OF     LOBDS,  are  so  limited,  they  are  of  much  practi- 

cal importance  ?    It  might  also  be  asked 
Tuesday,  17 th  February,  1880.  how  far  this  statement  tallies  with  cer- 

tain statements  made  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess  (the  Marquess  of   Salisbury)  at 

MTXTTT'rx'a  1    T>       ^Tj.,     r»jt>v  Manchester,  aud  qucstions  asked  bv  Vis- 

MrMJTES.J — Public    Bill — First  Heading —  .a      j         j.  t  •  i  q     i^   j.  j.^. 

Companies  Acto  Amendment  •  (9).  count  Sandon  at  Liverpool  ?     But  ^  these 

are  not  matters  which  I  wish  to  raise  to- 

PARLIAMENTARY    REPORTING  —  THE    day.      I  wish   merely  to   ascertain,  as 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS.—QUESTION.  matter  of  fact,  whether  the  Tripartite 

LoaoSUDELEYaskedtheFirstLord    Sj^jJ  ::i\^*^:SNn;  i^ntt 
of  the  Treaiury,  When  he  proposes,  m    ^^^  .     .  ^^ «    f^  ,  ^    '  ^^  TT,.milfnn 


Committee  to  consider  what  are  the  best  ^^^^  ^    ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  '^..^^     ^.^i. 

steps  to  secure  an  ^urate  and  efficient  ^^^  and  legal  authorities  in  the  House  of 

report  of  the  prooeedmg^^^^  Commons^do  not  seem  to  be  altogether 

^HB  Earl  OF  BEAC0N8FIELD :  I  ^f  that  opinion.    The  Attorney  General 

am  of  the  same  opimon  sb  I  expressed  .^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^        ^^^ 

kst  Session  on  thiB  subject.     I  thmk  it  j^^fQeovge  Hamilton,  saying  that  he 

desirable  that  a  Committee  should  be  ^^  ^^^  sV^ing  accurately  as  in  a 

appointed  for  the  purpose,  and  I  will  q^^^  ^^  Justice,  but,  practically,  as  a 

move  Its  appointment  on  an  early  day.  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^  Conservative  Association, 

THE  TRIPARTITE  TREATY  OF  1856.  ;5^^ich  seems  to  be  quite  another  thing. 

The    Attorney  General    said    that  the 

OBSERVATIONS.     QUESTION.  rj.^^^^^  ^^  ^^iU  legaljy  binding,   and 

Eabl  gran  VlLLE :    The  Question  that  is  a  point  on  which  the  Attorney 

of  which  I  have  given  Notice  belongs  to  General's  authority  is,  of  course,  of  im- 

a  class  which  it  is  bettor  that  Members  portance ;  but    he    added    that  it  was 

of  the  Opposition  should  be  cautious  in  thrown  into  the  shade  by  the  Treaty  of 

asking,  and  which  Her  Majesty's  Go-  Berlin.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Excho- 

vemment  ought,  if  they  answer  at  all,  quer,    in  agreeing  with   the   Attorney 

to  answer  with  great  consideration.  But  General  as  to   the  legal  effect  of  the 

in  this  case  the  responsibility  does  not  Treaty,  said  that,  practically  and  politi- 

lie  with  the  Opposition.     The  initiative  cally,  Lord  George  Hamilton  was  right. 

was  taken  by  a  very  able  Member  of  the  They  consider  the  Tripartite  Treaty  still 

Oovemment — Lord  George  Hamilton —  to  be  in  existence,  not  having  boon  for- 

who  stated  in  the  North,  while  arguing  mally    abrogated    by    any    subsequent 

the  Eastern  Question,  that  the  Tripartite  Treaty,  but  only  thrown  into  the  shade 

Treaty  of  1 856  was  at  an  end — that  it  by  the  Berlin  Treaty.     But  by  the  first 

was  no  longer  in  force ;  and  that  a  bettor  Article    of   the    Tripartite    Treaty   the 

substitute  had  been  found  for  it  in  the  three    contracting    J?ower8    guarantee 

Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  whose  obliga-  among  themselves — the  Porte  not  being 

tiont  were  only  contingent  upon  Turkish  a  party  to  the  Treaty — the  independence 

reforms.      With  regard  to    the    latter  and  integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 

proposition,   some   questions  might  be  as  provided  by  the   general  Treaty  of 

raised  whether  the  substitute  was  an  im-  1856.     There  is  no  general  guarantee 

provement— one   Treaty  containing   no  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  irrospective  of 

engaffement  to  Turkey,  and  securing  the  limits,  but  merely  a  specific  guarantee 

aid  of  two  great  military  Powers,  one  of  of  the  integrity  of  that  Empire  within 

whom  was  also  a  great  maritime  Power,  the  limits  as  they  existed  at  the  conclu- 

in  case  of  action  being  required ;  the  sion  of  the  general  Treaty.     A  new  state 

otiier  binding  us  to  Turkey,  to  defend  of  things  was  created  by  the  Treaty  of 

lier  without  assistance  from  others.     It  Berlin.     There  may  be  a  difference  of 

it  also  open  to  discussion  whether  our  opinion  as  to  how  much  independence 

obligations    under    the  Anglo-Turkish  and  integrity  uiay  have  been  retained 

Oonrention  depend,    as    Lord    George  for  the  Ottoman  Empire ;  but  everyone 

HamilUm  says,  upon    reforms  by  the  will  admit  that  the  independence  and  in- 
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tegrity  of  Turkey  since  that  Treaty  is  of 
a  different  sort  to  what  it  was  in  1856. 
The  Tripartite  Treaty  was  not  before 
the  Congress  of  Berlin.  But,  although 
no  specific  reference  was  made  to  it,  yet 
the  three  Powers  consented  to  an  ar- 
rangement to  which  it  was  no  longer  ap- 
plicable, and  they  virtually  abrogated 
the  Treaty.  In  doing  so  by  common 
agreement  among  themselves,  they 
did  not  depart  from  the  principle  of 
the  Black  Sea  Conference,  which  laid 
down — 

**  That  it  is  an  essential  principle  of  the  Law 
of  Nations  that  no  Power  can  liberate  itself 
from  the  engagements  of  a  Treaty  or  modify  the 
stipulations  thereof  unless  with  the  consent  of 
the  contracting  Powers  by  means  of  an  amicable 
arrangement." 

The  Protocol  does  not  require  that  such 
an  amicable  arrangement  shall  be  in  the 
form  of  a  Treaty.  So  far  from  requiring 
a  formal  Treaty  to  get  rid  of  an  obliga- 
tion to  guarantee  a  state  of  things  to 
which  they  had  amicably  agreed  among 
themselves  and  with  the  rest  of  Europe 
to  put  an  end,  if  they  had  wished  to  re- 
new the  joint  guarantee  it  would  have 
required  a  new  document  to  give  it  force. 
It  appears  to  me  that  it  is  not  desirable, 
or  of  good  example,  that  this  country 
should  announce  to  Europe  that  certain 
Treaties  are  legally,  but  not  politically, 
binding ;  and  it  wUl  be  satisfactory,  as 
the  question  has  been  raised,  if  the 
Prime  Minister  is  able  to  concur  with 
mo  in  declaring  that  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton was  accurate  in  the  statement  he 
made  as  to  the  Tripartite  Treaty  being 
no  longer  in  force.  I  therefore  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Tripartite  Treaty  of  1856, 
by  which  Great  Britain,  Austria,  and 
France  guaranteed  jointly  and  separately 
the  integrity  and  independence  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire,  is  still  in  force  ? 

The  Earl  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  My 
Lords,  it  certainly  is  somewhat  difficult 
to  maintain  that  a  Treaty  which  has 
not  been  cancelled  or  abrogated  is  ex- 
tinct. On  the  other  hand,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  various  changes  have  taken 
place  in  the  state  of  things  which  are 
referred  to  in  the  provisions  of  the 
Tripartite  Treaty,  and  that  no  one  of 
the  co-operating  Powers  has  signified 
its  intentions  to  the  co-signatories  to 
take  notice  of  those  changes.  No  doubt, 
also,  ns  has  been  suggested  by  the  noble 
Eurl,  and  as  has  been  suggested  also  by 

Earl  Granville 


others,  the  guarantee  as  to  the  specific 
integrity  and  independence  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  contemplated  in  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  cannot  now  be  secured  in  the 
face  of  the  circumstances  which  have 
occurred ;  and  the  question  might  arise 
whether  a  Treaty  can  exist,  the  purport 
of  which  it  is  impossible  to  realize, 
or  whether,  on  the  other  hand,  an 
equitable  interpretation  may  not  be 
placed  upon  it  which  might  lead  to  con- 
sequences of  a  contrary  character.  The 
fact  is,  though  the  analogy  is  not  com- 
plete. Treaties  of  this  kmd  are  some- 
thing like  Peerages  in  abeyance.  They 
are  not  visible,  and  yet  live ;  they  are 
in  a  state  of  suspended  animation ;  but 
yet  no  one  would  for  a  moment  pretend 
that  the  Peerage  does  not  exist.  I  read 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  with  much  satisfac- 
tion ;  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
noble  Earl,  though  it  may  not  represent 
his  feelings  and  views  as  correctly  as 
it  does  my  own,  looks  also  with  some 
degree  of  pleasure  at  that  address.  I 
should  say  myself  that  if  we  view  the 
question  in  a  practical  manner  —  the 
only  way,  I  think,  in  which  those  who 
are  responsible  for  public  affairs  would 
be  justified  in  viewing  it — the  position 
would  be  this  :  I  am  not  prepared 
myself  to  pronounce  that  the  Tripar- 
tite Treaty  has  ceased  to  exist;  but  if 
this  country  were  appealed  to  by  the  co- 
signatories of  that  Treaty  to  a[et  under 
its  provisions,  I  should  take  into  con- 
sideration two  circimistances — first  of  aU, 
the  changes  that  have  taken  pUce  in  the 
Empire  which  was  the  principal  object 
of  the  Tripartite  Treaty ;  and,  secondly, 
the  nature  of  the  facts  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  have  to  con- 
sider and  to  deal  with. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  asked 
their  Lordships  to  consider  what  incon- 
venience might  arise  if  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  were  to  be  regarded  as  m  any 
way  existing.  That  Treaty  did  not 
guarantee  the  independence  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  Ottoman  Empire  absolutely, 
but  of  that  Empire  as  settled  by  the 
Treaty  of  1856.  The  Ottoman  Empire 
was,  no  doubt,  still  independent ;  but  it 
was  not  now  that  Empire  which  was 
guaranteed  by  the  Tripartite  Treaty.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  there  remained  no 
obligation  of  any  sort  or  kind  upon  us 
in  connection  with  that  Treaty.  He 
spoko  in  the  x>i'cseuco  of  those  who  had 
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more  technical  knowledge  on  legal  points 
than  he  possessed ;  but,  looking  at  the 
Tripartite  Treaty  in  a  political  aspect, 
he  thought  that,  viewed  as  a  political 
instrument,  that  Treaty  was  absolutely 
and  entirely  dead.  He  hoped  that  was 
the  general  view  taken  of  that  Treaty ; 
because  he  could  not  conceive  an3rthing 
more  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  Europe, 
or  more  unsatisfactory  for  this  country, 
than  that  Treaties  of  the  importance  of 
that  under  discussion  should  remain,  so 
to  say  on  the  Statute  Book,  to  be  acted 
on  or  not,  just  as  it  might  suit  the  con- 
venience of  the  Government  of  the  day ; 
for  that  was  what  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Beaconsfiold)  had  come 
to.  He  was  quite  aware  that  in  the  case 
even  of  Treaties  of  guarantee,  whose  bind- 
ing character  was  not  disputed,  time  and 
circumstances  had  to  be  considered  when 
there  was  a  question  of  carrying  them 
into  effect ;  but  it  was  very  desirable  that 
when  a  Treaty  of  guarantee  had  fallen 
into  such  a  condition  that  it  could  not 
be  acted  upon  it  should  be  regarded  as 
politically  and  absolutely  dead. 

Lord  UAMPBELL  :  My  Lords,  as  my 
attention  has  been  very  often  directed 
to  the  Treaty  for  the  last  five  years,  I  feel 
bound  to  make  an  observation,  which, 
however,  will  be  much  compressed,  since 
it  was  only  a  few  hours  back  I  loarnt 
that  the  House  would  be  led  to  this  dis- 
cussion. According  to  reports  generally 
faithful,  in  the  other  House,  the  Govern- 
ment have  explained  that  the  Treaty  is 
still  valid,  whether  or  not  its  exorcise  is 
probable.  In  this  House  they  could  not 
use  a  different  language.  The  whole 
subject  is  elucidated  by  Yattol  in  Book 
2,  Uhapter  13,  section  205,  where  he 
points  out  that  Treaties  of  the  kind  can 
be  dissolved,  but  only  by  the  contracting 
parties.  The  contracting  parties  have 
not  dissolved  the  Treaty;  and  it  is,  there- 
fore, in  existence.  One  circumstance 
which  always  favours  the  survival  of  a 
Treaty  is  the  survival  of  the  object  con- 
templated by  its  framers.  The  object 
of  tne  Treaty  was  to  guard  Constanti- 
nople and  the  Bosphorus  against  en- 
croachment which  might  be  perilous  to 
Europe.  That  object  is  still  cherished 
hj  the  majority  of  nations.  Another 
circumstance  which  favours  the  survival 
of  a  Treaty  is  the  survival  of  the  peril 
which  created  it.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that,  since  the  war  of  1877,  Constanti- 
nople and  the  Bosphorus  are  hold  upon 


a  tenure  more  precarious  than  they 
were  before  it.  A  further  circumstance 
which  favours  the  survival  of  a  Treaty 
is  the  augmented  power  of  the  contract- 
ing parties  to  uphold  it.  Now  Austria 
— if  only  from  the  occupation  of  Herze- 
govina and  Bosnia — is  better  placed  to 
defend  Constantinople  than  she  was  after 
the  Crimean  War ;  France  has  reached 
a  height  of  military  organization  superior 
to  that  which  she  possessed  at  the  same 
moment.  Great  Britain  is  not,  perhaps, 
more  capable ;  but  she  is  not  less 
capable  of  acting  than  she  was  in 
1856.  These  circumstances  tend  to  the 
survival  of  the  Treaty ;  but  at  least  it  is 
desirable  to  guard  until  you  have  the 
power  to  replace  it.  I  should  not  have 
added  another  word  had  I  not  just  lis- 
tened to  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  who  has  addressed  us.  The 
noble  Earl  has  pointed  out,  with  truth, 
that  the  Ottoman  Empire  is  more  cir- 
cumscribed than  it  was  when  France, 
Austria,  and  Great  Britain  resolved  to 
guarantee  it.  The  guarantee  cannot 
now  belong  to  so  large  a  territory  as  it 
formerly  protected  or  surrounded.  But 
his  conclusion — namely,  that  the  residue 
should  be  deprived  of  its  support — ap- 
pears to  me  ill-founded.  If  a  proprietor 
of  millions  by  some  event  had  been  re- 
duced into  the  proprietor  of  thousands, 
the  guarantee  of  the  thousands  which 
remained  would  be  still  more  essential 
than  that  of  the  millions  which  had 
vanished.  "We  must  not  forget  that 
policy  is  the  foundation  of  the  Treaty ; 
and  it  is  easy  to  observe  that  its  policy 
has  been  enhanced  instead  of  being 
diminished  by  what  has  subsequently 
happened.  If  the  Crimean  War,  instead 
of  ending  as  it  did,  had  overthrown  tho 
quadrilateral  of  fortresses  in  European 
Turkey,  and  formed  another  vassal  Prin- 
cipality, Austria,  France,  and  Great 
Britain  would  have  been  much  more  im- 
pelled to  such  a  union  as  thoy  entered 
into  than  after  Bussia  had  been  driven 
back  by  various  reverses.  Tlie  noble 
Earl  tho  Prime  Minister  has  illustrated 
the  position  in  a  manner  well  adapted  to 
come  home  to  the  apprehension  of  tho 
House,  when  he  referred  to  l*eerages 
which,  after  a  long  abeyance,  can  bo 
effectively  revived.  Even  if  the  intor- 
pretation  of  the  Treaty  is  a  doubtful 
one,  it  is  not  doubtful  that  the  public 
interest  is  more  consulted  by  upholding 
than  effacing  it  at  present. 


PRIVATE   BILLS. 

All  petitioDB  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  ho  presented  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee, unless  otherwise  ordered. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  hefore 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  17 th  February,  1880. 

MINUTES.]— Select  ComnrrEE— Contagious 
Disousi'S  Acts,  re^appointed  and  Hitminated. 


Privatb  Bill  {by  Order)  —  Second  ReeuKmg — 
Gaslight  and  Coke,  Commercial  €hia»  and 
South  Metropolitan  (}aalight  and  Coke  Com- 
panies. 

Public  Bills — Reeolution  in  Committee — Ordered 
— Fint  Reading — licoiudng  Laws  Amend- 
ment [76]. 

Ordered — Tint  Reading — Metropolia  Improve- 
ment Schemes  Modification  Provisional  Or- 
.ders*  [77];  Charities  (Ireland)*  [781;  Sale 
of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (No.  2)  * 
[79] ;  Common  Law  Prooedure  and'Judicatoro 
Acts  Amendment  •  J[80]. 

Second  Reading — Medical  Appointments  Quali- 
fications* [71]. 

Considered  as  amended —  Third  Reading  ^^Qmd 
Potatoes  (Ireland)  [68],  and  ^NMMtf. 

PRIVATE    BUSINEaa. 
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Lord  SELBOENE  said,  it  was  far 
from  the  true  method  of  considering  the 
question  of  the  existence  of  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  to  introduce  ideas  which  were 
foreign  to  that  question.  To  tallc  of 
that  Treaty  as  being  '*  legally  binding  " 
and  not  "practicafly  binding"  was,  to 
his  mind,  absolutely  without  meaning. 
The  Treaty  was  a  political  contract  bind- 
ing on  the  good  faith  of  the  nations  which 
were  parties  to  it;  but  there  was  no- 
thing about  it  in  common  with  our  no- 
tion of  "  law,*'  as  that  word  was  techni- 
cally and  properly  applied.  The  word 
"  equitable  "  had  also  been  used  by  the 
Prime  l^inister  ;  but  that  also  was  inap- 
plicable. There  was  no  distinction  be- 
tween the  obligation  of  the  Treaty  under 
one  circumstance  and  another.  The  real 
question  was,  whether  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  was  capable  of  fulfilment — whe- 
ther the  whole  subject-matter  of  that 
Treaty  had  not  been  changed  by  the 
joint  and  concurrent  action  of  8^  the 
signatories  to  it  ?  and  if  that  were  the 
case  there  was  no  necessity  to  say  any- 
thing about  it.  Austria,  one  of  the 
signatories,  was  in  possession  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  Turkish  Empire  with  the 
consent  of  the  others ;  England,  by  ar- 
rangement with  Turkey  herself,  was  in 
possession  of  another  portion ;  and  Bussia 
of  other  portions — leaving  the  Ottoman 
Empire  in  a  position  to  which  the  word 
**  integrity  "  was  wholly  inapplicable. 
Thus,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  all  the  par- 
ties concerned  had  concurred  in  remoying 
every  possible  application  of  the  Treaty 
to  the  new  state  of  things,  and  it  was 
now  as  completely  and  entirely  inopera- 
tive as  if  it  had  been  abrogated  in  the 
most  solemn  and  formal  manner. 


GASLIGHT  AND  COKE,  COMMERCIAL 
GAS,  AND  SOUTH  METROPOLITAN 
GASLIGHT  AND  COKE  COMPANIES 
BILL  (bg  Order). 

SEGOin)  READnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  Alderican  COTTON :  Sir,  I  beg 
leave  to  move  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  which  provides  for  the  means  of 
ascertaining  the  pressure  of  gas  supplied 
over  any  particular  district,  by  self- 
registering  pressure  gauges  keeping  a 
constant  reg^ter  at  the  testing  stations, 
and  also  by  testings  of  the  pressure  at  a 
certain  number  of  street  lamps,  such 
number  to  be  determined  by  the  Oas 
Beferees;  also  to  provide  for  the  present 
difficulty  of  ascertaining  from  what 
manufacturing  station  the  gas  is  sup- 
plied to  any  particular  place,  and  to 
render  it  possible  by  these  means  to 
assess  the  penalties,  which  under  exist- 
ing circumstances  cannot  be  done,  the 
fas  from  many  manufacturing  stations 
eing  mixed  before  it  reaches  the  dis- 
trict where  it  is  to  be  consumed.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Truro  (Sir  James  M^Garel-Hogg), 
who  represents  the  Metropolitan  Boaixl 
of  Works,  has  agreed,  on  oehalf  of  that 
Board,  to  withdraw  opposition  to  this 
Bill  on  the  arrangement  being  made 
that  that  Board  should  not  be  included 
in  the  operations  of  the  21st  clause. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (ITr.  Alderman  Cotton.) 

Colonel  MA  KINS,  in~  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on 
that  day  six  months,  said,  he  was  aware 
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that  the  coarse  which  he  was  asking  the 
House  to  take — namely,  to  reject  the 
Bill  upon  the  second  reading — was  a 
somewnat  unusual  one.  At  the  same 
time,  where  a  Bill  was  exceptional  in 
its  character,  or  where  its  principles  or 
provisions  ran  counter  to  the  general 
practice  of  the  House,  the  House  had 
sanctioned  such  a  course.  He  thought 
he  should  have  no  difficulty  in  showing 
the  House  that  the  Bill  now  before 
them  was  one  of  that  nature.  The  mea- 
sure, as  had  already  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Alderman  who  represented  the 
City  of  London,  was  promoted  by  the 
Corporation  of  the  City,  and  its  object 
was  to  test  the  illuminating  power,  the 
quality,  the  purity,  and  the  pressure  of 
the  gas  supplied  within  the  City  by  the 
Companies  named  in  the  Bill.  All 
these  matters  were  dealt  with  in  the 
Acts  of  Parliament  constituting  the 
Companies  affected  by  the  Bill,  and 
some  of  those  Acts  were  passed  so  re- 
cently as  the  years  1875  and  1876. 
Indeed,  the  Corporation  themselves,  in 
the  Petition  which  they  presented  against 
the  Bill  brought  in  last  year  by  the  Gas- 
light and  Coke  Company,  which  included, 
among  others,  provisions  similar  to 
those  which  they  now  asked  for  under 
this  Bill,  stated — 

**  That  when  tho  Bill  of  1876  was  before  Par- 
liament it  underwent  a  most  careful  consider- 
ation, and  was  only  passed  because  it  was  con- 
tidered  that  its  provisions  wore  of  a  salutary 
natore,  and  that  tho^  would  ^oatlv  tend  to 
improve  the  gas  supplied  in  London.* 

Language  of  that  nature  was  used  by 
the  Corporation  no  longer  ago  than  last 
year.  They  now  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  these  regulations.  But 
that  was  not  all.  The  Bill  which  was 
promoted  by  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London  only  dealt  with  a  large  area 
of  the  Metropolis  outside  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Corporation.  He  haa  hoard  the 
hon.  Alderman  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  state  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  were  now  with  tho 
Corporation  in  promoting  this  measure. 
This  was  only  a  very  recent  conversion, 
and  perhaps  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James 
M'Garel-Hogg)  would  explain  to  the 
House  how  it  was  that  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works  had  been  induced 
to  ohango  their  mind ;  for  as  late  as  the 
6th  of  the  present  month  the  lk)ard 
paoied  a  resolution  to  petition  against 


the  Bill.  It  might  be  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  would  be  very 
glad  to  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bill  if 
they  could  get  all  it  proposed  to  do  done 
for  them,  without  having  to  call  upon 
the  ratepayers  to  provide  any  of  the  ex- 
pense, the  whole  of  the  cost  falling  upon 
their  rich  neighbours  in  the  City,  who 
had  plenty  of  funds  at  their  disposal. 
It  might  probably  turn  out  that  some 
such  engagement  had  been  entered  into 
between  the  Corporation  and  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  which  had  led 
to  the  opposition  of  the  Board  being 
withdrawn.  He  might  add,  further, 
that  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape  dealt 
with  throe  Companies,  two  of  which 
supplied  gas  entirely  outside  the  City 
limits.  The  third — the  Gaslight  and 
Coke  Company — was  the  only  Company 
which  supplied  gas  within  the  City  ;  and 
it  supplied  an  area  more  than  five  times 
as  great  as  that  of  the  City  itself.  There- 
fore, even  in  regard  to  that  Company, 
the  controlling  power  of  the  City  was 
very  small  if  it  were  confined  to  the  City 
area.  That,  however,  was  not  the  only 
area  which  the  Bill  sought  to  deal  with  ; 
and,  under  all  the  circumstances;  perhaps 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Truro 
would  explain  how  it  was  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  de- 
termined to  abandon  their  opposition  to 
this  part  of  the  Bill.  There  was  only 
one  other  objection,  but  it  was  a  some- 
what strong  one,  which  he  desired  to 
urge  against  the  Bill.  In  all  former 
arrangements  for  testing  the  purity  and 
illuminating  power  of  the  gas,  the 
penalties  which  had  been  placed  upon 
the  Gas  Companies,  had  been  placed 
upon  them  only,  so  to  speak,  by  con- 
sent ;  that  was,  only  when  the  Companies 
went  to  Parliament  and  asked  for  in- 
creased capital,  or  for  an  extension  of 
powers.  In  that  case,  Parliament  had 
imposed  upon  them  from  time  to  time 
fresh  restrictions.  It  was,  however, 
quite  a  new  way  of  dealing  with  the 
matter  for  the  Corporation  of  London 
suddenly,  without  any  communication 
with  the  Gas  Companies,  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  imposing  heavy  penalties  upon 
them,  and  placing  them  under  galling 
restrictions  which  would  hamper  their 
arrangements  and  put  them  to  serious 
trouble  and  expense.  The  Gas  Com- 
panies had  only  one  object  in  view,  and 
that  was  to  serve  the  public.  They  had 
no  objection  to  such  wholesome  restric- 
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tions  as  Parliament  might  see  fit  to 
place  upon  them,  and  it  was  perfectly 
possible  for  the  Corporation  and  the 
Board  of  Works  to  have  arranged  with 
the  Companies  such  terms  as  might  be 
satisfactory  to  the  public,  the  Board  of 
Trade  standing  by  to  see  that  the  terms 
were  fair  and  reasonable.  If  that  course 
had  been  taken  this  opposition  would 
not  have  been  necessary ;  but  consider- 
ing the  way  in  which  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced,  and  that  it  was  an  entire 
innovation  upon  the  usual  practice  of 
Parliament,  he  felt  he  had  no  other 
course  than  to  move  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Colonel  Ifakins.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOOG:  Mr. 
Speaker,  Sir,  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Essex 
(Colonel  Makins)  has  rather  challenged 
me  to  mtike  some  observations  to  the 
House  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  If  he 
had  not  challenged  me,  I  should  still 
have  felt  it  my  duty,  as  Chairman  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and 
representing,  therefore,  many  millions  of 
the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis,  to  offer 
some  observations  on  the  Bui.  I  should 
certainly  say,  on  behalf  of  my  Colleagues 
and  the  ratepayers,  we  shoiild  have  felt 
it  to  be  our  duty  strongly  to  oppose  the 
Bill  on  the  second  reading,  but  for  the 
assurance  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Alderman  Cotton),  who  has  told  us  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  will 
be  entirely  cut  out  from  the  21st  clause. 
I  must  explain  to  the  House  that  by 
that  clause  the  cost  of  this  Bill  might 
have  been  thrown  partially  upon  the 
City  and  partially  upon  the  outside  rate- 
payers under  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  instead  of  the  City  paying  for 
it  entirely  themselves ;  and  I  may  add 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
not  being  the  promoters,  and  having  no 
control  whatever  over  the  expenditure 
of  this,  did  decidedly  object  to  have  to 
pay  money  over  the  expenditure  of 
which  they  had  no  control.  Mv  friends 
in  the  Citv  and  ourselves  haa  two  or 
three  meetings  on  the  subject,  and  we 
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were  anxious  to  promote  legislation  ;  but 
the  City  wanted  to  go  further  than  the 
Board  of  Works.  That  Board  only 
wanted  to  amend  existing  legislation. 
There  are  difficulties  of  a  certain  cha- 
racter with  which  the  House  will  not  be 
familiar.  Testing-houses  are  supplied 
in  various  places  with  regard  to  the 
manufacture  of  gas,  and  it  is  foand  im- 
possible to  carry  out  the  existing  law 
when  any  defect  is  found  in  the  supply. 
Wo  have  to  go  before  a  magistrate, 
where  we  are  asked  where  the  gas,  of 
which  we  complain,  is  manufactured, 
and  we  are  unable  to  say,  and  the 
Metropolitan  Board  woidd  be  very  glad 
if  we  had  an  amendment  of  the  law 
which  would  enable  us  to  answer  such  a 
question.  Their  anxiety  was,  however, 
to  have  a  friendly  amendment  of  the 
law,  and  not  to  have  a  long  and  expen- 
sive litigation  with  the  Gas  Companies ; 
and,  therefore,  they  were  not  able  to  go 
as  far  as  our  friends  in  the  City.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  having  given  the  assur- 
ance on  behalf  of  tne  City  Eemem- 
brancer,  who  is  the  authorized  officer  of 
the  City,  that  he  will  withdraw  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  from  this 
clause,  I,  on  behalf  of  that  Board, 
assured  my  hon.  Friend  that  I  would 
not  oppose  the  second  reading;  but  I 
reserved  to  myself  and  my  Colleagues 
the  full  power  to  go  the  Committee  and 
endeavour  to  amend  the  Bill,  because  I 
must  tell  the  hon.  Alderman  that  there 
are  things  in  that  Bill  which  we,  as  a 
Board,  cannot  in  any  way  consent  to. 
At  the  same  time,  I  am  one  of  those 
who  think  when  Bills  are  brought  in 
here  they  ought  to  have  a  fair  hearing 
on  the  second  reading,  unless  they  con- 
tain some  very  vicious  principles  which 
we  cannot  recognize.  Therefore,  on 
behalf  of  my  Colleagues,  I  shall  not 
oppose  the  second  reading ;  but  I  shall 
reserve  to  myself  full  power  to  deal  with 
the  matter  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned. 
But  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  went  a  little  too  far, 
because  I  cannot  say  that  we  are  with 
him.  We  are  only  partiaUy  with  him 
in  our  desire  to  remedy  an  acknowledged 
grievance,  but  not  in  going  further  than 
we  think  it  is  desirable  to  go  at  present. 
Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL,  as  a 
householder  of  London,  wished  to  express 
a  hope  that  the  House  would  not  take 
the  unusual  course  of  throwing  out  the 
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Bill  upon  the  second  reading,  and  before 
it  had  been  subjected  to  the  examination 
of  a  Select  Committee.  The  people  of 
London  submitted  to  heavy  tyrannies, 
and  the  heaviest  tyranny  of  all  was  that 
of  the  Q-as  Companies.  Speaking  from 
practical  experience,  he  believed  that  the 
Gas  Companies  failed  to  secure  either 
good  gas  or  economy.  Indeed,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  no  place  in  the 
whole  civilized  world  where  the  gas  sup- 
ply was  as  bad  as  that  of  London.  In 
other  parts  of  the  world,  in  the  provin- 
cial towns  of  Scotland,  and  in  most  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  they  had  a  gas  supply 
which,  if  it  was  dear,  was  also  good  ;  but 
here  in  London  it  was  not  only  dear,  but 
dirty.  It  filled  their  houses  to  a  most 
unreasonable  degree  with  dirt  and  filth ; 
it  ruined  their  eyes  when  they  attempted 
to  make  use  of  it ;  it  blackened  the  ceil- 
ings and  walls,  destroyed  the  paint,  and 
rendered  their  houses  almost  uninhabit- 
able. He  knew  the  excuse  of  the  Qas 
Companies  was  that  the  law  kept  down 
the  price  of  the  article.  No  doubt,  the 
law  did  regulate  the  price  of  gas ;  but  if 
it  fixed  a  maximum  price  for  gas  the 
Q«8  Companies  contrived  to  take  it  out 
in  badness,  which  badness  was  certainly 
much  more  marked  than  the  cheapness 
of  the  commodity.  Having  had  some 
experience  in  the  matter,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  gas  in  London,  far  from 
being  cheaper  than  the  good  gas  supplied 
to  Edinburgh  and  other  places,  was  in 
reality  a  great  deal  dearer,  as  the  gas 
bill  could  testify.  It  so  happened  that 
in  his  own  house  in  Scotland  he  had  gas 
supplied  under  special  circumstances 
from  a  long  distance  at  a  rate  three 
times  the  rate  of  the  London  gas.  Yet, 
at  that  high  rate,  his  bills  were  not  half 
as  great  as  they  wore  with  the  bad  gas 
supplied  in  London.  He  was  sure  there 
was  something  radically  wrong  in  the 
matter ;  and  he  was  prepared  to  support 
any  measure  which  would  secure  the 
testing  of  the  gas  supply,  and  afford 
some  prospect  of  ascertaining  wherein 
the  badness  consisted. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  that  it 
was  always  undesirable  to  reject  Bills 
of  this  kind  on  the  second  reading  unless 
a  very  strong  case  were  made  out.  In 
this  case,  he  thought  no  such  case  had 
been  established  ;  and  he  hoped  his  lion. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Essex  (Colonel 
Makins)  would  not  press  hb  opposition  to 


the  Bill.  It  related  to  matter  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  not  had  now  for  the 
first  time  in  hand.  In  point  of  fact, 
they  had  it  in  hand  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, and  were  communicating  with  the 
various  Gas  Companies,  with  the  Corpo- 
ration of  the  City  of  London,  and  with 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  More 
than  that,  they  had  sent  this  Bill  to  the 
Gas  Eeferees,  from  whom  they  expected 
shortly  to  receive  a  report.  He  was 
quite  willing  to  go  as  far  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  in  deprecating  arbi- 
trary interference  with,  and  harassing 
restrictions  upon,  the  Gas  Companies; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  of  opinion 
that,  in  this  instance,  a  case  for  legisla- 
tion had  been  made  out.  What  the 
Board  of  Trade  desired  was  that  the 
various  parties  should  be  brought  to- 
gether with  a  view  of  ascertaining  if  it 
were  not  possible  to  bring  them  into 
harmony.  Any  Bill  that  was  calculated 
to  carry  out  such  an  object  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  do  their  best  to  promote ; 
but  it  must  be  clearly  understood  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  an  opposed  Bill  upon  this  sub- 
ject. Taking  aH  the  matters  into  con- 
sideration, he  thought  the  House  would 
agree  with  him  that  the  best  course  to 
adopt  in  the  interests  of  the  public  would 
be  to  read  the  present  Bill  a  second  time, 
and  defer  the  next  stage  until  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  have  an  opportunity  of 
conferring  with  the  parties. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that  after  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Members  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House  ho  would  not  put  the  House  to 
the  trouble  of  dividing.  Ho  had  only 
objected  to  the  measure  on  the  ground 
which  ho  had  already  explained,  and  he 
knew  that  it  was  not  quite  in  accordance 
with  the  general  practice  of  the  House 
that  Bills  of  this  nature  should  be  dealt 
with  on  the  second  reading.  He  was 
afraid  that  he  would  not  be  in  Order  if 
he  were  to  notice  the  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  other  hon.  Members ;  but 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that 
the  Companies  had  never  made  any  such 
excuse  as  that  which  had  been  imputed 
to  them.  They  had  never  complained  of 
the  maximum  price  which  Parliament 
had  placed  upon  the  gas  supplied. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdt      i. 

Main  Question  put,  and 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  i 
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QUESTIONS. 

THE  INDIAN  PRESS— NEWSPAPER 
CORRESPONDENTS    IN   THE    FIELD. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  rules  for  the  guidance  of 
editors  of  newspapers  and  of  correspond- 
ents with  an  army  in  the  field,  which 
were  communicated  through  the  Press 
Commissioner  to  the  Indian  Press  in 
October  last,  are  now  to  be  considered 
as  being  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  we  have 
no  official  information  on  the  subject; 
but  I  understand  that  these  Press  regu- 
lations have  been  practically  withdrawn. 

MUSEUM   OF   NATURAL   HISTORY, 
SOUTH  KENSINGTON. 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  When  the 
Museum  of  Natural  History  at  South 
Kensington  will  be  opened  ? 

Mr.  GEEAED  NOEL :  Sir,  the  build- 
ing is  now  practically  completed,  and 
will  be  handed  over  to  the  Office  of 
Works  by  the  contractors  in  a  few  days. 
The  necessary  fittings  for  the  Botanical 
and  Mineralogical  collections  are  being 
made;  they  will  be  ready  at  an  early 
date,  and  admit  of  the  removal  of  these 
collections  taking  place  in  the  course  of 
the  summer,  which,  I  believe,  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum. 


SLAVE  TRADE   (CONSOLIDATION)  ACT 
—DISPOSAL  OF  SLAVES. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  with  reference  to 
amended  Ketum  No.  381,  Are  the  slaves 
under  the  heads  "Sent  to  Natal,"  "  Sent 
to  Seychelles,"  and  "Zanzibar  Mission," 
sent  to  these  destinations  to  work  as  free 
labourers,  or  under  any  system  of  inden- 
ture ;  and,  is  it  under  regulations  made 
by  the  iSreasury  as  prescribed  by  the 
10th  section  of  the  Act,  or  have  any  such 
regulations  been  made  ? 

Mr.  ^V.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  the  Navy 
are  not  in  any  way  responsible  for  the 
disposal  of  slaves.  They  fall  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  which  condemns 
the  captured  vessels,  and  the  officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  have  nothing  fur- 


ther  to  do  with  them.  But,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  believe  that,  as  regards  the 
slaves  handed  over  to  the  Zanzibar  Mis- 
sion, the  children  are  sent  to  the  different 
mission  schools,  Boman  Catholic  as  well 
as  Protestant.  Adults  are  taught  trades 
where  they  show  an  aptitude  for  mecha- 
nical labour,  and  others  are  drafted  off 
to  the  various  mission  stations  on  the 
mainland,  where  they  form  the  nuclei  of 
free  villages.  In  Natal  and  the  Sey- 
chelles they  are  dealt  with  under  Colonial 
Acts  or  regulations,  which  authorize  their 
indenture  for  not  exceeding  five  years ; 
on  the  expiration  of  allotment  they  are 
on  the  same  footing  as  ordinary  free 
labourers.  There  were  only  three  liber- 
ated slaves  in  1878  sent  to  Natal,  and 
one  to  the  Seychelles.  No  special  regu- 
lations under  the  10th  Section  of  the 
Slave  Trade  (Consolidation)  Act  have 
yet  been  issued  by  the  Treasury. 

PARLIAMENT— QUALIFICATION  OF 
VOTERS,  MIDLOTHIAN. 

Mr.  HAEDCASTLE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  sanitary  condition  of  a  huffe 
barrack  recently  erected  at  Tynecaatle, 
just  within  the  borders  of  Midlothian, 
for  the  reception  of  nearly  two  hundred 
families,  the  building  of  which  had  been 
carried  on  by  night  and  day  throughout 
the  late  severe  and  protracted  frost,  with 
a  view  to  its  occupation  before  the 
31st  January,  in  order,  it  is  alleged,  to 
qualify  the  tenants  for  the  electoral  roll 
of  the  current  year  in  the  interest  of  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  the  Member 
foi:  Greenwich,  who  is  a  candidate  for 
the  representation  of  that  county; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  part  of  the 
building  has  already  been  condemned  by 
the  loc^  authorities  as  unsafe ;  whether, 
nothwithstanding,  families  have  been 
allowed  to  enter  into  occupation  in  its 
present  damp  and  incomplete  condition, 
and  with  no  provision  for  sanitary  or 
hygienic  arrangements;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  order 
an  inspection  of  the  building  to  avert,  if 
possible,  the  epidemic  which  the  sudden 
aggregation  of  so  large  a  number  of  per- 
sons under  such  conditions  will,  in  all 
probability,  generate? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son)  :  Sir,  I  have  caused  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  various  matters  with  whioh 
tho  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  deabi 
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and  as  the  informatioii  wliich.  has  reached 
me  is  not  precisely  the  same  as  that 
which  seems  to  have  reached  the  hon. 
Member,  I  would  ask  the  leave  of  the 
House  to  state  the  facts  as  they  have 
very  recently  been  communicated  to 
myself.  These  facts  are  that  during  the 
present  winter  several  blocks  of  dwell- 
ing-houses have  either  been  erected  or 
are  in  the  course  of  erection — for  I  be- 
lieve that  is  a  matter  on  which  there 
may  be  considerable  difference  of  opi- 
nion— in  the  county  of  Midlothian,  just 
outside  the  Parliamentary  boundary  of 
the  City  of  Edinburgh.  These  build- 
ings are  aU  of  such  a  class  that  every 
dwelling-house  contained  within  them 
will  be  sufficient  to  yield  a  county  quali- 
fication to  the  proprietor,  but  not  to  the 
tenant.  None  of  the  houses  are  occupied 
as  yet ;  and,  as  far  as  I  have  been  enabled 
to  ascertain,  it  is  not  intended  that  any  of 
them  shall  be  occupied  prior  to  the  term  of 
Whitsunday,  the  1 5th  of  May  next.  All 
the  blocks  except  one,  which  is  in  a 
much  less  advanced  stage  than  the  rest, 
will  probably  be  occupied  on  and  after 
the  term  of  Whitsunday,  and  the  pro- 
prietors will  probably  claim  the  pri- 
Tileg^  of  being  entered  as  voters  on  the 
electoral  roll  made  up  for  Midlothian 
daring  the  present  year.  The  one  block 
I  have  referred  to  is  in  such  a  state 
that  it  is  not  probable  any  claim  for 
the  franchise  will  be  made  in  respect 
of  it  before  the  year  1881.  A  portion 
of  the  front  walls  of  that  particular 
block  was,  in  consequence  of  a  defect, 
owing  either  to  faulty  design  or  work- 
manship, recently  taken  down  by  the 
builder,  and  is  now  in  the  course  of  re- 
ereotion.  No  part  of  any  of  the  blocks 
has  been  condemned  by  the  local  autho- 
rities as  unsafe,  ana  the  authorities 
charged  with  the  protection  of  the  public 
report  to  me  that  although  the  buildings 
are  not  first-class  specimens  of  architec- 
tural work,  at  the  same  time  there  is  no  de- 
fect in  the  design  or  character  of  the  build- 
ings which  would  warrant  the  conclusion 
that  any  danger  is  threatened  to  the  public. 
I  have  found  it  impossible  to  ascertain 
whether,  at  the  time  these  buildings  beg^n 
to  be  occupied,  the  sanitary  arrangements 
connected  with  them  will  be  sufhcient  or 
not.  I  am  very  happy  to  say  that  among 
the  multifarious  duties  required  by  the 
Lord  Advocate,  he  is  not  expected  to  act 
MM  inapeotor  of  dwellings — ^out  the  duty 
of  Muutary  inspector  and  the  removal  of 


nuisances  of  every  class  has  been  com- 
mitted by  the  Legislature  in  that  par- 
ticular district  to  the  local  authority  of 
the  parish  of  St.  Cuthbert's,  subject  to 
the  control  of  the  central  board  of  super- 
vision. I  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  either  of  these  authorities  will  fail 
in  the  discharge  of  its  statutory  duty 
should  there  be  any  occasion  for  their 
interference,  and  it  is  only  in  the  event 
of  such  failure  on  their  part  that  in- 
terference on  my  part  would  be  in  the 
least  degree  justified.  I  have  only  to 
add  that,  under  these  circumstances,  I 
have  not  thought  fit  to  order  such  an 
inspection  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
suggested. 

Mr.  HAEDCASTLE  :  Do  I  correctly 
understand  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  person  entitled  to  vote 
will  be  the  owner  and  not  the  occupier  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son) :  I  think  I  stated  that  the  blocks, 
which  are  at  present  divided  into  houses, 
are  so  divided  that  the  qualification  of  a 
single  house  will  be  to  the  proprietor 
and  not  to  the  tenant  of  that  single 
dwelling. 

REGULATION    OF    RAILWAYS    ACTS— 
THE  RAILWAY  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
any  steps,  by  legislation  or  otherwise, 
to  define  the  powers  of  the  Eailway 
Commissioners  under  the  Begulation  of 
Eailways  Acts  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
cent judgment  in  reference  thereto  by 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  ? 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  Sir,  my  noble 
Friend  is  unavoidably  detained ;  but  I 
have  no  difficulty  in  telling  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answer  to  his  Question, 
that  the  recent  decision  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  in  the  well-known  case  of  the 
Railway  Commission  being  under  ap- 
peal, it  is  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  come  to  any  determination  in 
the  matter  until  that  appeal  has  been 
disposed  of. 

ROUMANIA— THE  JEWS. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  had  the  fol- 
lowing Question  on  the  Paper : — To  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  of  the  Governments 
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of  France  and  Germany,  as  stated 
in  the  Foreign  Correspondence  of  the 
'*  Times"  of  Saturday  and  to-day,  soon  to 
recognise  the  independence  of  Houmania; 
if  so,  whether  and  how  the  stipulations 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  are  to  be  carried 
out,  requiring,  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  such  recognition,  that  all  Houmanian 
subjects  sh^,  without  regard  to  race  or 
religious  profession,  be  placed  upon 
equal  footing  in  respect  of  civil  and  poli- 
tical rights ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
out  of  a  Jewish  population  of  about 
250,000,  of  whom  about  200,000  are 
natives,  a  vast  number  being  descendants 
of  those  who  settled  in  the  country  four 
centuries  ago,  the  Act  of  Emancipation 
passed  by  the  Houmanian  Legislature  as 
a  fulfilment  of  the  Berlin  Treaty  restricts 
emancipation  to  categories  numbering 
altogether  not  more  than  2,000  or  3,000 
Jews,  while  it  leaves  the  rest  as  hitherto, 
without  civil  rights,  and,  in  defiance  of 
public  law,  aliens  in  the  land  of  their 
birth,  and  that  being  Jews,  without  a 
country  of  their  own  according  to  Rou- 
manian law  judicially  declared,  without 
even  the  protection  extended  by  civilized 
nations  to  other  aliens ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  accept  such 
a  measure  as  a  fulfilment  of  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  Berlin  Treaty ;  and,  whether 
they  have  required  and  have  received 
assurances  from  the  Houmanian  Govern- 
ment of  their  intention  to  extend  the 
emancipation  to  the  rest  of  the  Jewish 
subiects  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  observed,  that  the  Question  was 
one  of  very  great  length,  and  that  his 
attention  had  only  just  been  called  to  it. 
The  matter  was  one  on  which  it  would 
be  necessary  for  him  to  consult  the  Home 
Secretary;  perhaps,  therefore,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  would  put  off  his 
Question  until  some  future  day.  It  was 
desirable  that  a  few  days'  Notice  should 
be  given  of  Questions  involving  con- 
siderations of  policy. 

Mr.  Sehjeant  SIMON  said,  he  would 
put  his  Question  on  Friday. 

EGYPT— FINANCE. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
continuing  negotiations  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  International  Commission  of 
Liquidation    in    relation    to    Egyptian 
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finance ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  nego- 
tiations are  likely  to  lead  soon  to  the 
appointment  of  such  Commission  ;  and, 
whether,  before  concurring  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  such  a  Commission,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  ascertain 
from  the  Law  Ofi&cers  of  the  Crown  whe- 
ther the  decisions  of  the  Commission  can 
be  made  binding  on  British  subjects^  and 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  not 
render  themselves  responsible  for  any 
loss  incurred  by  British  creditors  in  con- 
sequence of  such  decisions  ?      

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK:  Sir,  negotiations  are  in  pro- 
gress with  other  Powers  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  International  Commission  in 
Egypt ;  but  it  is  at  present  impossible  to 
say  whether  they  will  or  will  not  be  suc- 
cessful. Until  the  conditions  are  decided 
it  will  be  premature  to  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Question ;  but  the  subject  will  not  be 
lost  sight  of. 

MOROCCO— OUTBREAK  AT  FEZ. 

Mr.  Sebjeant  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  official  accounts 
have  been  received  respecting  the  recent 
outbreak  at  Fez  against  the  Jews,  many 
of  whom  were  seriously  injured,  while  an 
old  man  seventy  years  of  age  was  kiUed, 
and  his  body  burnt  by  the  mob ;  whe- 
ther any  instructions  have  been  sent  to 
our  Consular  representative  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  whether,  seeing  the  precarious 
position  of  Non-Mahonmiedans  in  Mo- 
rocco, it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  continue  the  Con<* 
sular  protection  hitherto  extended  to 
them? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  details 
of  this  outrage  have  reached  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  and  we  have  been 
informed  that  Sir  John  Hay,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Bepresentative  at  Tangiers,  has 
addressed  to  the  Vizier  of  the  Emperor 
of  Morocco  a  remonstrance  on  the  sub- 
ject. A  copy  of  that  remonstrance  has 
been  sent  home,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment think  that  it  has  been  couched 
in  language  suitable  to  the  occasion, 
and  approve  of  the  course  taken  by  Sir 
John  Hay.  With  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  the  Protectorate  af-^ 
forded  by  foreign  Cousuls  in  Morocco  is 
now  under  the  consideration  of  many 
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FowerSi  and  these  Powers  are  in  com- 
munication with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PRIVILEGE  —  MR. 
PLIMSOLL. 

SiE  CHAELE8  EUSSELL  asked  the 
honourable  Member  for  Derby,  Whether 
certain  placards  reflecting  on  his  con- 
duct as  a  Member  of  this  House,  which 
have  been  posted  all  over  Westminster, 
and  are  signed ''  Samuel  Plimsoll,"  have 
been  issued  with  his  knowledge  and  as- 
sent? 

Mb.  PLIMSOLL :  Sir,  those  placards 
were  written  by  me  and  printed  and  dis- 
tributed by  my  direction.  The  state- 
ments contained  in  those  placards  are 
perfectlv  correct,  and  I  believe  the  lan- 
guage m  which  I  have  spoken  is  well 
witnin  the  limits  which  are  proper  to 
fair  criticism  of  the  conduct  of  public 
men. 

Sib  CHAELES  RUSSELL :  Sir,  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  I  have  re- 
ceived £rom  the  hon.  Member,  I  hope, 
as  I  am  about  to  address  the  House 
upon  a  matter  of  Privilege,  they  will 
permit  me  to  do  so.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
one  of  the  placards  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  posted  all  over  Westmin- 
ster, and,  in  order  that  I  may  make  the 
circumstances  intelligible  to  the  House, 
I  will  state  that  the  hon.  Member  having 
given  Notice  of  a  Bill  called  *'  The  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Grain  and  Cargoes  Bill," 
I  put  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  that  it 
be  read  that  day  six  months,  with  the 
Tiewand  with  the  sole  purpose  of  ob- 
taining for  that  Bill  a  full  and  impartial 
inquiry.  I  was  aware  that  by  so  oppos- 
ing the  Bill  I  should  shut  it  out  from 
discussion  after  half-past  12  at  night; 
but  I  think  that  a  Bill  of  such  immense 
importance,  affecting  the  price  of  grain 
and  also  the  liberties  of  the  shipowners, 
deserved  that  attention  which  I  now  hope 
it  will  receive.  I  will,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  read  the  language  of 
which  I  complain,  and  which  the  non. 
Member  thinks  it  fit  to  justify,  and  I 
will  conclude  with  a  Motion  in  order 
that  I  may  put  myself  in  Order.  [An 
hon.  Mxkbsb:  That  is  not  necessary.] 
The  placard  itself  is  addressed  to  my 
constituents,  and  it  is  headed  in  very 
Itfge letters,  <' Sir  CharlesEussell,  M.P.^' 
It  goes  on  to  describe  the  names  of  ves. 
seb  whidli  have  been  lost,  and  the  se. 


rious  injury  and  loss  of  life  which  have 
ensued  m  consequence,  and  then  it  ap- 
peals to  my  constituents  to  know  whe- 
ther they  will  allow  during  another  win- 
ter, in  consequence  of  my  having  blocked 
this  Bill,  a  repetition  of  these  disasters. 
ICries  of  **  Eead !  "]  It  is  a  lengthy  pla- 
card ;  but  if  the  House  wishes  I  will 
read  every  word.  [Continued  cries  of 
*'Eead!"]  The  placard  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  Sir  Charles  RusseU,  M.P. 
**  To  the  Electors  of  Westminster. 

**  Last  year  these  steamers  were  lost  at  sea : 
the  *  Bemina,'  the  *  Joseph  Pease,*  the  *  Surbi- 
ton,'  the  *  Telford,'  the  *  Homer,'  the  'Zanzi- 
bar,'  the  *  Bayard,'  the  *  Capolla,'  the  «Em- 
blehope,'  the  *  Heimdall,'  the  'Tiara,'  the 
*  Commonwealth,'  the  *  Trident,'  the  **Aber- 
feldvt*  the  *  Burgos,*  and  the  *  Alfonso.' 

*' In  the  first  six,  all  hands  fone  hundred  and 
sixty-one  men)  were  drowned.  In  the  *  Tel- 
ford' and  the  *Surbiton'  alone  more  lives 
were  lost  than  in  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster. 

'*  Nearly  all  these  ships  were  laden  with  grain 
only ;  one  or  two  had  besides  grain  a  little 
general  cargo. 

**  It  is  imiyersallj  admitted  that  loading  ships 
with  grain  in  bulk  is  the  principal  cause  of  these 
losses,  that  to  put  it  in  bags  or  sacks  would  en- 
sure safety. 

**  A  BiU  was  before  the  House  of  Commons 
to  make  it  compulsory  to  load  ships  with  grain 
in  sacks  or  bags,  and  so  stop  this  dreadful  loss 
of  life. 

"  This  change  in  the  Law  is  strongly  advo- 
cated by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  New- 
castle-on-Tyno ;  also  by  that  of  Gateshead.  On 
Monday  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Glasgow 
appointed  a  Committee  to  assist  in  passing  the 
Bill.  The  Shipmasters'  Association  of  the  whole 
of  the  North  of  England  have  petitioned  for  it. 
The  Bill  is  backed  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr. 
Anderson,  and  Mr.  Gorst ;  its  object  is  approved 
by  all  the  Shipowners  in  the  House  of  Com^^ 
mons  ;  at  least,  no  one  was  found  to  oppose  it ; 
and  its  Second  Heading  was  anticipated  last 
night  by  ever}''ono. 

**  There  is  a  rule  of  the  House  that  no  Op- 
posed Business  shall  be  taken  if  it  comes  on  after 
half-past  twelve.  It  was  evident  the  Bill  could 
not  be  rt*achcd  before  that  time,  so  a  Notice  of 
Opposition  would  be  fatal  to  the  Second  Head- 
ing. 

**  There  was  no  Shipowner  in  the  House  will- 
ing to  put  down  that  fatal  Notice. 

**  It  was,  however,  put  down  by  Sir  Charles 
Hussell,  your  Member ! 

"  I  ask  you  is  it  your  wish  that  next  winter 
should  be  as  this — that  hundreds  of  precious 
human  lives,  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  worth  of  property  should  bo  lost  ^ 

*'  I  ask  you  to  say,  whether,  if  Sir  Charles 
Hussell  has  done  this  thing  of  his  own  motion, 
it  is  not  inhuman  Y  and,  if  he  is  merely  the 
cat's  paw  of  some  who  wish  to  oppose  (but  dare 
not  openly  for  fear  of  their  Coojitituents)  it  is 
not  degrading  I 
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"  Electoro  of  Wcstmiiuter  I  appeal  from  yonr 
Itopreeeutative  to  youiaelTeB. 

"  Suir£L  Fluuoll. 

"  28,  Park  Lane,  W., 

"  Fob.  12th,  1880." 
I  vieh  to  appeal  to  tlie  House  to  know 
whether,  in  the  exercise  of  my  simple 
aud  undeniable  right,  and  with  no  other 
object  than  honestly  and  faithfully  to 
discharge  my  duty  as  an  independent 
Member  of  this  House,  I  am  liable, 
whilst  Parliament  is  sitting  and  whilst 
the  Bill  is  in  progress,  to  bo  assailed  in 
this  manner,  and  to  be  placarded  as  in- 
human, and  to  have  my  conduct  charac- 
terized before  my  constituents  as  degrad- 
ing !  I  wish,  therefore,  in  order  to  bring 
the  question  to  an  issue,  to  move  the 
following  Resolution : — 

"TbAt  the  publication  of  printed  plAcards 
throughout  tho  City  of  Westmmstor,  represont- 
ing  the  put  taken  by  Sir  Charlea  HuBSell,  the 
Member  (or  the  raid  City,  in  the  proceeding  of 
thig  House  as  '  inhuman '  and  '  degTading,' 
iiqurioualy  reflects  upon  tho  siud  ileniber,  U  an 
attempt  to  coerce  and  intimidate  him  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties,  and  a  breM)h  of  the 
PriTileges  of  this  House." 

Mk.  MOWBEAY:  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
second  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  the  Uember  for  West- 
minster. I  can  assure  the  House  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby — 
if  be  will  allow  me  so  to  call  him — that 
I  have  no  feelings  against  him,  and  I 
hope  tho  House  will  not  be  led  away 
from  the  consideration  of  the  question 
brought  before  it.  I  have  sat  for  2  7  years 
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n  this  House,  and  Ibelievo  I  have  never 
opened  my  lips  before  in  any  matter 
affecting  a  breach  of  FriTiloge.  I  bare 
never  interfered  in  questiona  that  have 
arisen  between  this  House  and  some  ob- 
scure person  outside.  This,  however,  is 
not  at  all  a  case  of  that  kind.  It  appears 
to  me  a  most  Sagrant  breach,  not  merely 
of  the  courtesy  that  ought  to  exist  be- 
tween one  hon.  Member  and  another, 
but  of  tho  Privilege  of  the  House,  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  come  down  and  avow 
that  he  has  placarded  the  walls  with  a 
bill  BO  scandalous  as  that  which  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  has  just  read.  Do 
not  let  the  House  mix — as  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  seemed  incliued  to  do — the 
two  questions  of  the  merits  of  this  Pill 
and  the  conduct  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Derby.  Of  themerits  of  the  Bill  I  know 
nothing.  As  to  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member  in  times  past,  bis  efforts  for  the 
Sir  CharUt  RmuU 


benefit  of  our  seamen  have  had  my 
hearty  sympathy,  and  eome  of  his  mes- 
Bures  hare  nad  my  support.  So  far  as 
this  Bill  is  concerned,  &om  what  I  have 
heard,  I  approach  it  with  no  nnfavoor- 
able  view.  Do  not  let  us  ^t  into  the 
question  of  the  merits  of  this  Bill ;  but 
when  a  Member,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
undoubted  privilege,  says  the  Bill  is  of 
such  consequence  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
disposed  of  without  consideratioii  after 
half-past  12  o'clock,  and  puts  down  the 
Notice  which  he  is  justly  entitled  to  put ; 
and  when  be  is  interfered  with  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty  by  a  placard,  not 
emanating  &om  some  obscure  quuter, 
but  signed  by  a  Member  of  this  House, 
who  is  not  ashamed  to  say  he  ordered  it 
to  be  printed  and  distributed,  then  I  say 
it  is  time  for  the  House  to  take  some 
notice  of  it.  It  is  an  attempt  to  coerce 
and  intimidate  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Of  course,  no  one  who 
knows  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
would  think  that  the  words  "  inhuman 
and  degrading"  would  for  an  instant 
St  the  noble  diaracter  of  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend.  The  cbai^  itself  is 
utterly  absurd,  as  many  of  us  know. 
But,  absurd  as  it  is,  it  involves  an 
attempt  to  create  an  idea  amon^  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  constitaents 
that  he  is  capable  of  inhuman  and  de- 
grading conauct,  and  to  act  as  a  tenor 
and  a  menace  to  him  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty.  Therefore,  with  great  re- 
luctance,  I  am  obliged  to  second  his 
Motion. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  publication  of  printed  plaoaida 
throughout  the  City  of  Westminster,  represent- 
iag  the  part  taken  by  Sir  Charloa  Kaaaell,  tho 
Member  for  the  eaid  City,  in  the  procoedinn  of 
this  House  as  '  inhuman '  and  '  degrading;/  in- 
juriously reflects  upon  the  «aid  llember,  is  an 
attempt  to  cooroo  and  intimidate  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties,  and  a  breach  of  the  Pnvi- 
leges  of  this  House."— (£/r  CharhM  StttifU.) 

Mr.  speaker  requested  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster  to 
bring  up  the  placard  to  tho  Table  of  the 
House. 

Ma.  ONSLOW :  As  I,  too,  have  in- 
curred the  wrath  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby,  and  as  I,  too,  have  been  pla- 
carded in  my  borough,  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words,  for  I  think  my  case  is 
even  somewhat  stronger  than  that  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Inriend.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  has  not  only  sent 
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these  placards  down  to  mj  borough,  but 
he  has  also  put  himself  in  correspond- 
ence with  the  local  paper,  and  has  asked 
the  editor  to  insert  the  placard  in  his 
issue  of  last  Saturday.  Therefore  I,  too, 
am  paraded  before  my  constituents  as 
inhuman  and  degrading.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  strong  language  which  an  hon. 
Member  may  use  towards  another  in  this 
House — if  he  goes  beyond  Parliament- 
ary usage  Mr.  Speaker  calls  him  to 
Order,  and  he  there  and  then  withdraws 
the  objectionable  language;  but  I  say 
that  when  I  put  down  conscientiously 
a  Notice  of  opposition  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Bill  because  I  do  not  wish  to 
see  hasty  leg^lation  in  so  important  a 
matter,  1  can  only  say  that  the  words 
used  by  the  hon.  Q-entleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  are  words  which  must 
hare  the  effect  of  intimidating  an  hon. 
Member  in  the  exercise  of  his  duties. 
Neither  I  nor  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westminster 
have  done  anything  more  than  the 
Boles  of  the  House  allow  us  to  do.  We 
oppose  this  Bill  according  to  the  legiti- 
mate laws  of  this  House.  We  have 
exercised  no  particular  privilege,  and  I 
am  sorry  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  has  not  expressed  his 
regret  to  the  House — not  only  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and  myself — for, 
the  language  ho  has  used.  This  is  not 
a  personal  question  between  me  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion which  affects  the  working;  of  every 
measure  which  comes  before  this  House, 
and  affects  individually  and  collectively 
the  privileges  of  us  all.  And  if  such 
course  of  action  is  allowed  to  bo  taken 
by  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  it  must 
necessarily  tend  to  prevent  freedom  of 
debate  and  proper  discussion.  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done  this  in  a  hurry,  that  he  is  en- 
thusiastic in  his  cause,  and  sometimes  is 
forg^etful  of  what  he  may  do  ;  but  when 
he  comes  down  here,  and,  after  he  has 
bad  time  for  reflection,  expresses  no  re- 
gret of  any  kind — when  he,  to  use  a 
nautical  expression,  '^  sticks  to  his  guns" 
— I  think  it  is  a  most  serious  question 
for  this  House  to  consider.  The  hon. 
Member  now  says  that  every  word  in 
that  placard  is  true,  and  so,  before  the 
whole  House,  he  accuses  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  and  myself  of  **  inhuman" 
and  "  degrading  "  conduct.  I  can  con- 
ceiTO  no  more  gross  intimidation ;  but, 

YOL.  OGL.       [thi&d  bebizs.] 


so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  now  per- 
fectly prepared  to  leave  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  hands  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN:  I  rather  think  that 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member  for  West- 
minster is  not  correct  in  point  of  form 
in  the  way  in  which  he  has  brought  this 
question  before  the  House.  We  have 
need  to  be  careful,  because  we  are  nar- 
rowing every  day  in  some  respects  the 
freedom  of  debate.  I  rather  think  that 
we  should  have  had  this  placard  brought 
up  to  the  Table  and  read  by  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table,  and  that  thereupon  a  Motion 
might  be  founded ;  and  I  observe  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  not 
provided  himself  with — he  certainly  has 
not  cited  to  us  —  any  precedent  for 
the  course  he  has  taken  upon  this 
occasion.  If  he  will  refer  to  Par- 
liamentary precedents,  he  will  find 
that  there  never  has  been  a  Motion  of 
this  kind  treated  in  this  way.  How- 
ever, the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr. 
Flimsoll)  does  not  stand  on  any  point  of 
form,  and  he  is  here  to-day  with  that 
manliness  which  has  characterized  his 
conduct  throughout,  and,  upon  all  occa- 
sions— daring  much  peril  and  frequent 
misunderstanding  —  he  is  here  to-day 
taking  upon  his  head,  in  the  face  of  the 
House,  the  full  responsibility  for  the 
placard  he  issued.  What  is  the  Ques- 
tion before  us  ?  That  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  performed  an 
act  of  obstruction,  as  it  is  called,  when 
practised  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen. 
f  **  No  ! '']  I  say  that  I  have  heard  like 
Notices  given  under  the  half-past  12 
Rule  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  referred  to  over  and  over  again 
as  *' blocking  Notices"  and  as  ''obstruct- 
ing Bills."  There  is  a  different  com- 
plexion put  on  the  character  of  the  pro- 
ceeding when  it  is  done  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  told  us  that  he 
had  the  most  conscientious  motives,  and 
that  his  desire  was  to  secure  that  full 
and  free  discussion  which  it  ought  to  re- 
ceive— that,  in  the  interests  of  the  Bill, 
he  put  a  blocking  Notice  on  the  Faper 
to  obstruct  it.  Was  that  a  specimen  of 
the  genuine  sincerity  and  candour  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster ?  Would  I  Insult  this  Assembly 
by  pretending  that  hon.  Members  do  not 
know  that  a  blocking  Notice  is  an  act  of 
I  obstruction  designed  to  strangle  a  mea- 

2  D 
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sure  by  the  Forms  of  the  House  ?  I  have 
heard  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
himself  complain  that  Irish  Members 
would  not  go  on  with  the  public  Busi- 
ness at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The 
placard  contains  a  statement  as  to  the 
loss  of  life  through  loading  grain  in  bulk. 
Is  that  controverted  ?  It  also  states  that 
Chambers  of  Commerce  and  shipowners 
own  that  the  remedy  proposed  by  the 
Bill  would  be  in  the  interests  of  hu- 
manity, and  whoever  obstructs,  in  this 
House  or  out  of  it,  an  attempt  to  save 
human  life,  is  certainly  practising  in 
effect,  if  not  in  intent,  inhuman  conduct. 
I  claim  the  right  to  eay  that  the  votes 
we  gave  for  the  Afghan  War  or  South 
African  "War — [Cries  of  **  Question !"] — 
I  say  it  is  the  Question,  because  I  have 
seen  this  language  used  about  votes  in 
this  House.  The  only  substantial  part 
of  the  accusation  complained  of  is  that 
in  reference  to  inhumanity.  [An  hon. 
Membee:  **  Degrading."]  First,  with 
regard  to  inhumanity,  I  say,  candidly, 
considering  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  has  been  uninter- 
mittingly  labouring  in  the  cause  of 
humanity,  and  that  when  the  moment 
comes  when  he  might  hope  to  get  the 
second  reading  of  his  Bill  he  finds 
the  second  reading  obstructed,  and  every 
effort  used  to  strangle  and  destroy  the 
measure  by  a  process  which  those  who 
practise  it  will  admit  is  only  had  resort 
to  by  those  who  are  hostile  to  it — I  say 
that  I  deny  that  that  is  humanity.  Then, 
was  it  degrading  ?  I  do  not  think  the 
expression  can  be  taken  in  any  other 
than  a  hypothetical  sense.  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster 
was  merely  the  catspaw  of  somebody 
who  wished  to  oppose  the  Bill,  but  dare 
not,  for  fear  of  his  constituents,  I  do 
not  know  that  I  should  use  the  phrase 
**  degrading  ;"  but  I  should  find  a  Par- 
liamentary phrase  that  would  express 
the  same  idea.  That  is  what  I  might 
do  if  I  believed,  which  I  do  not  believe, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has 
been  the  catspaw  of  another.  My  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  PlimsoU)  has  the  most 
profound  respect  for  the  liberties  of  this 
House  as  a  collective  Assembly,  and  for 
the  liberty  of  Members  individually ; 
but  he  appeals  to  the  House  not  to  be 
led  away  on  this  occasion.  Has  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  any  prece- 
dont?  I  sou  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench   an   hon.   and    gallant    Gentle- 
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man  (Sir  James  ElphixiBtone)  wLo,  de- 
scribing other  forms  of  what  he  con- 
sidered to  be  obstructiony  used  much 
stronger  language,  and  who,  diiiinfi^  the 
last  Becess,  regretted  that  he  could  not 
get  at  certain  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  there  were  some  hints  of 
violence.    I  may  say  that  if  he  does 
cross  the  floor  of  the  House,  angered  by 
anything  that  appeared  to  him  like  ob- 
struction, although  he  might  come  on 
belligerent  purposes  intent,  we  should 
receive  him  here  with  Kood  humour  and 
try   to  keep    him  witn  us.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  has 
addressed  the  House.      Parliamentaiy 
obstruction  of   Public  Business  is   an 
offence  which  one  hon.  Member  is  not 
allowed  to  charge  against  any  other  hon. 
Member,  but  he  has  probably  run  to  the 
closest  verge  of  committing  Parliamen- 
tary obstruction.    He  is  the  most  skilful 
practitioner  of  the  art.    I  intend  to  vote 
against  this  Vote  of  Oensure  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  PlimsoU),  and  I  hope  I  do 
not  in    any  way  commit  him  by  ex- 
pressing my  own  regret  that  he  should 
have  used,  even  in  a  hypothetical  sense, 
the  phrase  ''degrading*"    But  I  sym- 
pathise thoroughly  and  heartily  in  the 
spirit  which  has  animated  him  in  the 
issue  of  this  placard.     The  Bill  to  which 
reference  has  been  made  was  a  Bill  in 
which  all  the  interests  supposed  to  be 
adverse    to     him     agreed    with     him. 
['•No  !"]    The  shipowners  agreed  with 
him.     [**  No ! "]    Now,  at  all  events,  we 
will  see  who  had  the  courage  to  oppose 
it.    It  was  strongly  advocated  by  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Newcastie-on- 
Tvne,  and  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  Gateshead.    The  Shipmasters'  Asso- 
ciation of  the  whole  of  the  North  of 
England  petitioned  for  it.    Was  I  far 
short  of  the  truth,  then,  when  I  said 
that  the  interests  opposed  to  it  as  might 
have  been  supposed,  have  manfully  and 
humanely  come  forward  to  advocate  it  ? 
What  would  be  the  natural  result  of  the 
obstructive  Notices  to  this  Bill  ?    Why, 
that  the  Bill  will  fall  through,  as  many 
Bills  fell  through  last  year,  and  that  by 
reason  of  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  the  slaughter  of 
human  life  was  to  be  continued.     And  I 
say  to  my  hon.  Friend,  believing  that  this 
is  not  a  matter  of  sentiment,  but  the 
saving  of  precious  human  lives,  I  appeal 
to  him  to  stand  manfully  to  his  measure, 
but  to  guard  himself  carefully  against 
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6X068868  of  langaa^6  that  might  play 
into  the  hands  of  his  astute  and  skilful 
enemies  who  wish  to  hinder  his  work. 
I  appeal  to  this  House  not  by  any  fatal 
precedent  to  encourage  conduct  so  de- 
trimental to  Public  Business,  so  mani- 
festly designed  to  arrest  an  action  of 
humanity,  nor  because  of  any  warmth 
of  language  used  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
say  that  he  is  to  be  answered,  as  I  hope 
he  never  will  be,  by  a  censuring  Vote 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  rise  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the 
House  which,  I  think,  if  adopted,  may 
enable  us  to  arrive  at  the  most  prudent 
decision  on  this  question.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  it  is  usual  that  a  question  of 
Privilege,  when  it  is  raised,  should 
be  decided  at  once;  but  in  this  case 
there  are  -some  reasons  why  I  think  it 
desirable  that  the  consideration  of  this 
case  should  be  adjourned.  When  any 
question  of  Privilege  is  brought  before 
us,  the  House  is  generally  in  possession 
of  full  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  the 
words  complained  of ;  but  on  this  occa- 
sion, although  I  heard  the  Notice  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster (Sir  Charles  Bussell)  last  night, 
I  was  not  aware,  imtil  I  heard  the 
placard  read,  what  were  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  of 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
complained.      Well,    there    is  another 

r»int  in  this  case  which  appears  peculiar, 
have  never  heard  a  case  of  Privilege 
brouffht  forward  in  this  House  without 
the  Member  who  brought  it  forward 
supporting  his  Motion  by  quotations 
of  precedent.  Now,  I  notice,  as  has 
been  noticed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  that 
neither  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster  nor  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Mr.  Mowbray)  referred  to  one 
aingle  precedent  bearing  on  this  case.  I 
cannot  say,  having  come  down  to  the 
House  without  any  clear  knowledge  of 
the  complaint  that  was  going  to  be  made, 
that  I  have  been  able,  and  other  Mem- 
bers and  the  Government  have  probably 
been  unable,  to  make  themselves  fully 
acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the  com- 
plaint. Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
House  will  be  extremely  anxious  to  bear 
in  mind  two  considerations — First,  it 
will  not  be  anxious  unduly  to  strain  or 
to  ttretoh  beyond  former  precedents  the  I 


law  of  Privilege ;  and  I  think,  at  the 
same  time,  they  will  not  desire  that  con- 
duct such  as  that  which  is  complained  of 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  should  be  tolerated,  or  that  undue 
interference  outside  the  walls  of  this 
House  for  the  purpose  of  intimidating 
Members  in  discharge  of  their  duty,  if 
the  conduct  complained  of  does  not  come 
strictly  within  the  rules  of  Parliamentary 
usage,  should  be  regarded  with  any 
favour.  I  cannot  hesitate  for  a  moment 
to  say  that  I  deeply  regret  the  language 
which  has  been  used  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  is  language,  as  has  been  admitted 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth,  that  we  must  all  regret.  I  must 
also  say  I  regret  the  hon:  Member  has 
not  taken  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
withdrawing  the  expressions  to  which 
objection  has  been  taken.  At  the  same 
time,  a  most  cursory  reference  to  the 
book  to  which  we  always  refer  on  these 
occasions — I  mean  Sir  Erskine  May's 
Practice  of  Parliament — shows  that  innu- 
merable cases  of  this  sort  have  been 
brought  before  the  House,  and  with  very 
different  results — that  in  some  cases 
action  had  been  taken,  and  the  person 
complained  of  had  been  punished.  But, 
as  far  as  I  can  see,  in  the  more  numerous 
class  of  cases,  the  House  has  decided  not 
to  take  notice  of  the  complaint  made.  I 
think  that  our  conduct  in  this  case  ought 
to  be  strictly  guided  by  precedent.  If 
we  find  that  such  conduct  has  been  for- 
merly held  to  be  a  breach  of  Privilege, 
then  I  think  the  House  will  not  be  dis- 
posed to  condone  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby.  But  if,  on  the  con- 
trary, conduct  of  a  similar  description 
has  been  passed  by  without  serious  no- 
tice, then  I  am  sure  the  House  will  not 
be  anxious  to  stretch  the  law  of  Privilege 
further  than  it  is  at  present.  I  think  that 
we  should  come  to  the  consideration  of 
this  question  better  prepared  to  give  a 
decision  if  we  were  to  adjourn  the  debate 
so  as  to  consider  the  case,  and  to  obtain 
the  Parliamentary  precedents  applicable 
to  it.  1  beg  leave  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {The  Marque$$  of  Hartington 


y 


Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Sir,  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
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whole  House  will  feel  that  in  this  matter 
much  more  is  at  stake  than  merely  the 
question  which  is  raised  hy  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby,  and  by  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  sits  behind  me.  The  ques- 
tion, as  far  as  it  rests  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  and  my  two  hon. 
Friends  who  have  been  aggrieved  by 
this  proceeding,  is  one  upon  which,  I 
think,  there  will  be  very  little  difference 
of  opinion  in  the  House.  I  think  almost 
everybody,  while  entirely  acknowledging 
the  purity  of  the  spirit  which  animates 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  must  at  the 
same  time  admit  that  his  course  in  this 
matter  has  been  such  that  everyone  must 
regret.  The  language  which  he  has  used 
is,  I  am  sure,  language  such  as  hardly 
any  Member  would  Hke  to  apply  to  a 
brother  Member,  and  such  as  certainly 
is  most  inapplicable  to  men  of  the  high  cha- 
racter of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westminster  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Guildford.  I  also 
join  with  the  noble  Lord  in  expressing 
my  extreme  regret — and  I  believe  the 
regret  of  the  great  body  of  the  House — 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has  not, 
when  challenged  upon  this  occasion, 
taken  the  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
regret.  I  cannot  think  that  there  would 
be  anything  unbecoming  in  his  doing  so, 
and  I  believe  it  was  a  course  which 
everyone  expected  he  would  follow. 
Now,  with  regard  to  this  matter,  I  think 
we  ought  to  separate  the  particular 
question  which  nas  given  rise  to  this 
unfortunate  incident  from  the  great 
principle  involved  in  the  question  raised 
Dy  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  By  the 
Motion  which  he  has  submitted,  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  asks  us  to  declare 
that  such  an  appeal  to  the  constituents 
of  any  Member,  as  has  been  made  in  this 
case  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  is 
in  the  nature  of  an  intimidation  of  a 
Member  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties, 
and  that  that  being  so,  it  is  in  the  nature 
also  of  a  breach  of  Privilege.  Now,  Sir, 
this  House  is  jealous,  and  justly  jealous, 
of  its  Privileges,  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  as  time  goes  on,  and  as  we  are  more 
and  more  aware  of  the  influence  which  the 
constituencies  exercise,  and  the  interest 
they  take  in  public  matters,  so  it  becomes 
more  and  more  important  that  we  should 
rigidly  and  narrowly  scrutinize  our  Pri- 
yilegee  in  these  cases.  Certainly  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  at  first  sight  the  hon. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Member  for  Derby,  if  lie  thought  that 
he  had  reason  to  complain  of  the  course 
taken  by  my  hon.  and  eallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westminster  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Onildfoid 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  ought  to  have 
brought  that  matter  forward  in  this 
House.  He  ought  to  have  made  any 
observations  that  he  desired  to  make  in 
their  presence,  and  to  have  g^yen  them 
thereby  the  opportunity  of  at  once  ex- 
plaining and  justifying  the  conduct  they 
had  pursued.  I  do  think  it  would  be- 
come a  most  dangerous  practice  if  it  were 
encouraged  that  appeals  should  be  made 
to  persons  out-of-doors  wlulat  Parlia- 
ment is  sitting  in  regard  to  the  actual 
current  Business  of  Parliament,  with  a 
view  not  to  comment  upon  the  course 
that  Members  had  pursued  in  their  Par- 
liamentary capacity,  but  in  regard  to  the 
actual  Business  which  is  before  ua  at 
particular  times.  Well,  I  say  that  that 
is  a  matter  of  a  very  serious  character, 
and  one  which  must  demand  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  one  of  those 
matters  which  ought  not  to  be  decided 
upon  hastily,  and  that  it  is  one  in  which 
we  ought  to  be  guided  by  precedent; 
and  I  entirely  concur  in  the  suggestion 
the  noble  Lord  has  made  that  a  CSom- 
mittee  should  be  appointed  to  search  for 
precedents  in  this  matter,  and  I  am  ready 
to  assent  to  the  Motion  which  has  been 
made  for  an  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
I  am  aware  that  there  may  be  a  natural 
feeling  on  the  part  of  many  Members 
that  a  matter  of  this  sort  should  be 
brought  to  an  issue  and  decided  at  once. 
I  would  remind  hon.  Members  of  what  is 
at  stake,  and  that  in  questions  of  this 
kind  we  should  guard  the  Privileges  of 
this  House  by  a  calm  and  judicial  ex- 
amination of  the  question,  apart,  as  far 
as  possible,  from  the  necessary  heat  and 
feeling  with  which  we  cannot  help  re- 
garding a  personal  question.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  agree  with  the  noble  Lora  in 
the  course  he  has  suggested. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  one  word  of  explanation.  I  only 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
I  did  not  make  any  sugeestion  of  a 
Committee ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  thinks  a  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed, I  shall  be  very  happy  to  con- 
sider that  suggestion ;  but  my  sugges- 
tion was  that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed in  order  that  we  might  be  in  a 
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better  position  to  decide  upon  the  ques- 
tion. 

Majob  O'GOEMAN  :  I  beg  leave  to 
assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  that 
when  his  Bill  is  brought  before  the 
House  I  shall  vote  in  his  favour.  I 
must  say,  however,  that  the  words  ^*  de- 
grading "  and  ''  inhuman,"  as  applied 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Westminster  are  very  hard  words  in- 
deed ;  and  I  would  most  earnestly  re- 
commend my  hon.  Friend  to  immediately 
withdraw  them. 

Mb.  0.  M.  PALMER  said,  he  had 
been  requested  by  the  owners  of  the 
Tiara  and  the  TVident  to  correct  an  error 
into  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  Plimsoll)  had  fallen.  The  hon. 
Member  had  quoted  those  two  vessels 
as  having  been  lost  in  consequence  of 
carrying  grain  cargoes.  He  (Mr.  C. 
M.  Palmer)  had  received  telegrams  to 
Bay  that  one  of  those  vessels  had  been 
run  down  off  the  Goodwin  Sands,  and 
that  in  neither  of  them  were  any  souls 
lost.  One  of  the  ships,  according  to 
the  telegrams,  was  not  even  ffrain- 
laden.  The  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  in 
his  placard,  had  laid  great  stress  upon 
the  fact  that  the  shipowners  of  the 
North  had  been  in  favour  of  his  Bill. 
As  President  of  the  Newcastle  and  Gates- 
head Chamber  of  Commerce  he  might 
say  that  there  was  a  very  divided  opi- 
nion in  the  Chamber  in  regard  to  ^e 
Bill,  and  also  among  the  shipowners  of 
the  North  generally. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  Friday. 

SUPREME  COURT  OP  JUDICATURE 
ACTS-TIIE  ASSIZES. 

Sib  HENBY  JAMES  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  attention  of  the 
(Government  has  been  called  to  the  un- 
necessarr  attendance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Judges  in  several  counties  during  the 
recent  Assizes;  and  whether  it  is  in 
oontemplation  to  take  any  steps,  by  cen- 
tralization or  otherwise,  to  prevent  the 
oontinuance  of  the  serious  loss  to  the 
pablic  service  which  is  caused  by  the 
absence  of  the  Judges  from  West- 
minster? 

Mb.  A88HETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
•aid,  he  was  quite  aware  that  a  good 
dsal  of  Taloable  time  was  lost  under  the 


present  system,  and  that  he  had  watched 
the  course  of  the  Assizes  to  see  whether 
some  better  arrangement  could  not  be 
made.  He  must,  however,  express  a 
hope  that  no  attempt  would  be  made  to 
alter  the  present  system  so  far  as  the 
trying  of  prisoners  four  times  a-year 
was  concerned.  Something  might  be 
effected  in  the  way  of  meeting  the  diffi- 
culty to  which  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  related  by  means 
of  grouping,  and  longer  notice  as  to  the 
number  of  trials  mi^ht  bo  given,  in  order 
that  when  the  Judges  went  on  Circuit 
they  might  be  able  to  apportion  the 
time  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
spend  in  each  town  which  they  had  to 
visit  better  than  it  was  possible  for  them 
to  do  as  matters  now  stood.  He  would 
only  add  that  the  subject  was  under  con- 
sideration. 


POOR  LAW  (SCOTLAND)— LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  introduce  this  Session  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Poor  Law  of  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  had  been  en- 
gaged in  preparing  a  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject, which  he  would  introduce  this  Ses- 
sion when  a  convenient  opportunity  for 
doing  80  presented  itself. 

ARMY— LEEDS  CAVALRY  BARRACKS. 

Mr.  WHEELHOUSE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  How  often  the 
barracks  (known  as  Her  Majesty's  Ca- 
valry Barracks)  at  Leeds  have  been 
**  condemned,"  with  the  date  or  dates 
of  any  ''condemnation,"  and  by  whom 
made ;  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  any  and, 
if  so,  what  remedial  measures  in  the 
matter;  and,  when  any  remedy,  if  in 
contemplation,  will  be  applied  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  barracks  had,  technically  speak- 
ing, never  been  *'  condemned."  They 
had,  however,  frequently  been  adversely 
reported  on,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  they  were,  in  many  respects, 
in  a  bad  state.  He  proposed  to  take  a 
certain  amount  in  the  Estimates  for  this 
year  for  the  purpose  of  remedying  some 
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of  the  principal  defects,  but  he  was  afraid 
the  state  of  things  complained  of  would 
not  be  altogether  removed. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Me.  wait  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  ho  proposes  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  having  for  its  object  the  ex- 
tension of  the  powers  and  usefulness  of 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  afraid  he  could  not  give  the 
hon.  Gentleman  a  more  definite  answer 
than  had  been  given  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  a  Question  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  on  the 
previous  evening — that  the  matter  was 
under  the  anxious  consideration  of  the 
Government. 


MOTIONS. 

BOROUGH  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND). 
BESOLUnON. 

Mr.  MELDON,  in  rising  to  move  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  g^ven  No- 
tice, said :  Sir,  in  again  calling  the  at- 
tention of  this  House  to  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Borough  Franchise,  I  am  not 
certain  but  that  I  should  best  discharge 
my  duty  by  merely  formally  moving  the 
Resolution,   instead  of  adducing   facts 
and  arguments  which  must  be  familiar 
to  every  hon.   Member  of  the   House. 
The  present  occasion,  however,  is  so  op- 
portune for  a  settlement  of  the  question, 
that  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  it  is 
better  to  go  into  some  little  detail  on 
the  subject.   The  Amendment,  of  which 
the  hon.  Member]  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  has  given  Notice,  seeks  to 
pledge   Parliament  to  the    proposition 
that  it  is  inexpedient  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  lowering  the  Borough  Fran- 
cnise  in  Ireland ;  or,  in  other  words,  he 
wishes  to  pledge  this  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment to  a  policy  denying  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  equcd  rights  under  the  Con- 
stitution to  those  enjoyed  by  the  other 
inhabitants  of  the  United  Kingdom.     I 
sincerely  trust  that  now,  on  the  eve  of  a 
General  Election,  in  the  present  critical 
state  of  Ireland,  after  denying  for  12 
years  to  the  Irish  people  the  same  mea- 
sure of  justice  as  was  g^nted  by  a  Con- 
servative Government  to  England  and 
Scotland,  this  House  will  no  longer,  at 
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the  bidding  of  a  Government  influenced 
by  solely  Party  considerations,  withhold 
the  claim  so  persistently  put  forward  by 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish  Repre- 
sentatives, that  on  this  question  of  the 
franchise  Ireland  will  be  treated  as  an 
integral  part  of  the  Empire.     I  am  not 
altogether  without  hope  that   the   re- 
sult of  my  Motion  will  be  favourable, 
for  this  House,  I  am  bound  to  say,  has 
on  previous  occasions  shown  itself  not 
disinclined  to  act  justly  to  Ireland  in 
this    matter.      In    1876,   a  Hesolution 
similar  in  terms  to  that  now  brought 
forward  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of 
only  13  votes,  and  in  1878  the  same  Re- 
solution was  lost  by  a  majority  of  only  8. 
What  the  obj  ect  of  the  Government — upon 
whom  lies  responsibility  in  this  matter — 
can  be  in  steaoily  refusing  to  grant  this 
simple  measure  of  politick  equality,  un- 
less it  is  the  ignoble  one  of  a  fear  to  lose 
two  or  three  seats  in  Parliament,  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  understand.     On  each  occa- 
sion when  this  subject  was  discussed,  the 
Government,  for  merely  Party  motives, 
used  all  their  influence  to  bring  about  a 
decision  which,  I  must  say,  was  as  un- 
just as  it  was  mischievous.     The  result 
of  this  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  to  convince  the  masses  of 
the  Irish  people  that  justice  is  not  to  be 
had  from  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
that  the  assertion  so  frequently  made 
during  the  past  few  years  m  this  House 
that  equal  rights  are  granted  to  all  Her 
Maj  esty 's  subj  ects  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  is  merely  an  ime  boast.     What 
is  the  issue  which  has  to  be  decided  to- 
night ?     Is  it  the  question  of  the  expe- 
diency of  lowering  the  franchise  or  confer- 
ring household  sufiPrage?  Not  at  all.  The 
question  to  be  decided  is,  whether  this 
House  is  prepared  to  carry  out  the  con- 
tract made  on  the  part  of  the  British 
nation  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  that  the 
Irish  people  should  have  equal  repre- 
sentation with  the  rest  of  the  United 
Kingdom.    I  do  not  ask  the  affirmance 
or  adoption  of  any  new  principle,  nor 
do  I  desire  to  go  outside  the  aocbrines 
proposed  by  the  Party    opposite   and 
adopted  by  this  House  to  sustain  my 
proposals.     Let  us  see  what  it  is  that 
Irish  Representatives  claim  to  have  de- 
cided by  this  House.    In  the  boroughs 
of  England  and  Scotland,  household  suf- 
frage has  been  in  existence  for  12  years 
— that  is  to  say,   in  the  English  and 
Scotch  boroughs  every  male  inhabitant 
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of  full  age  oocupying  for  12  months  as 
tenant  or  owner  a  dwelling-house  rated 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  havincf  paid  a 
certain  part  of  the  poor  rate,  is  abso- 
lutely entitled  to  be  registered  as  a  voter. 
In  Ireland,  where  it  is  said  we  have 
equal  rights,  no  man  is  entitled  to  the 
franchise  in  boroughs  by  right  of  occu- 
pation unless  he  has  been  in  occupation 
as  owner  or  tenant  for  12  months  of  pre- 
mises rated  at  an  annual  value  of  more 
than  £4,  and  has  paid  certain  rates ;  but 
this  is  not  all,  because,  although  the 
rateable  value  of  the  premises  is  nominally 
over  £4,  in  reality  the  value  must  be  at 
least  over  £6,  because  in  Ireland  the  valu- 
ation is  not  made  on  actual  letting  value, 
but  is  in  every  case  one-third  and  usually 
one-half  lower;  so  that  in  Ireland  the 
value  of  the  premises  must  be  over  £6, 
though  nominally  only  £4.  In  Ireland, 
too,  owing  to  the  difference  in  the  rating 
laws,  large  numbers  of  persons  are  dis- 
franchised who  would  not  be  so  if  legis- 
lation was  similar  for  the  two  countries. 
I  do  not  propose  going  into  these  ques- 
tions as  to  rating  which  will  be  raised 
on  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  introduced 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
City  of  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy) ; 
but  will  content  myself  by  quoting  by- and- 
bye  some  figures  on  the  point  of  a  very 
startling  nature.  At  present,  I  will  dismiss 
the  subj  ect  with  one  remark — namely,  that 
whereas  in  England  legislation  has  taken 
place  on  the  principle  of  facilitating  the 
acquisition  of  the  franchise  by  persons 
entitled,  in  Ireland  legislation  seems  to 
have  been  based  on  the  principle  of 
throwing  impediments  and  obstaclos  in 
the  way  of  those  acquiring  the  much 
more  limited  franchise  there  conferred. 
Is  this  state  of  affairs  just  or  reason- 
able? Ireland,  being  the  poorer  country, 
should,  in  all  fairness  and  equality,  have 
the  lower  franchise.  This  principle  is 
one  which  has  been  acknowledged  by 
Parliament.  Up  to  1 867,  the  qualification 
for  the  borough  franchise  was  lower  in 
Ireland  than  in  England,  being  £10  in 
England  and  £8  in  Ireland.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  two  countries  was  changed 
in  1867.  Why,  in  Ireland,  must  the 
Talue  of  a  man's  house  be  over  £4, 
whereas  in  England  and  in  Scotland 
the  value  of  a  man's  house  does  not  in 
anr  way  regulate  his  right  to  the  fran- 
duse  ?  I  will  refer,  by-and-bye,  to  some 
fbw  stati^oe  which  will  prove  incon- 
teetably  the  injustioe  whiclx  is  done  to 


Ireland  by  the  dissimilarity  of  the  fran- 
chises ;  but,  before  passing  to  that  ques- 
tion, I  must  glance  at  the  principle  upon 
which  the  borough  franchise  is  based  in 
England  and  Scotland,  and  point  out 
that  a  different  principle  is  the  basis  of 
the  Irish  borough  franchise.  Under  the 
Reform  Act  of  1850  it  was  necessary, 
to  entitle  a  man  to  be  registered  as  a 
Parliamentary  voter  in  any  borough  in 
Ireland,  that  he  should  occupy  a  house  of 
the  rateable  value  of  £8,  and  the  borough 
occupation  franchise  was  based  on  the 
principle  that  a  man  was  not  entitled  to 
exercise  the  political  right  of  voting  for 
a  Parliamentary  Representative  unless 
he  was  a  man  of  sufficient  substance  to 
occupy  a  house  of  a  certain  value.  In 
fact,  the  test  as  to  the  right  of  a  man  to 
political  power  was  a  property  one.  In 
England  the  same  principle  was  acted  on ; 
but,  inasmuch  as  Ireland  was  the  poorer 
country,  the  franchise  in  England  was 
higher,  being  a  £10  occupation  qualifica- 
tion. In  1 867  a  great  change  of  front  took 
place.  The  old  qualification  of  property, 
as  entitling  a  man  to  share  in  political 
power  by  giving  him  a  vote  in  boroughs, 
was  swept  away,  and  a  new  basis  for  the 
franchise  was  adopted,  so  far  as  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  were  concerned.  And 
by  whom  was  this  great  change  brought 
about?  Who  were  the  persons  respon- 
sible for  this  new  departure?  Why, 
the  Party  who  now,  under  the  guidance 
of  the  same  Leader,  refuse  to  Ireland  the 
boon  they  conferred  on  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  who  now  insist 
that  the  old  property  qualification  in 
1867,  decided  to  be  unsuitable  as  the  tost 
to  bo  applied  as  entitling  Englishmen 
and  Scotchmen  to  the  franchise,  is  the 
proper  one  to  be  applied  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.  On  this  point  I  ask  the 
House  to  accei>t  the  statement  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party  when 
introducing  the  Reform  Bill  of  1867. 
The  Prime  Minister,  on  that  occasion, 
stated — 

**  That  the  basis  of  household  suffrage  and 
the  principle  upon  which  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  creating  tho  borough  franchiao  was  foundod 
was  that  if  a  man  pays  his  rates  and  has  residtnl 
a  certain  time,  that  is  primd  facie  evidence  that 
he  is  a  man  of  regular,  methodical,  and  dutiful 
course  of  life,  and,  on  the  whole,  in  a  borough, 
is  a  very  good  test  of  tho  right  to  tho  fran- 
ohise." 

Over  and  over  again  the  Earl  of  Bea- 
consfield,  then  Mr.  Disraeli,  during 
the   progress   of  the   Beform  Bill  of 
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1867y  impressed  on  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  his  speeches  this  principle, 
and  asserted  that  residence  and  pay- 
ment of  rates  in  boroughs  was  the 
test  of  the  right  to  the  franchise,  and 
not  the  value  of  the  house  occupied. 
I  put  it  to  the  hon.  Members  opposite,  if 
this  is  not  a  noble,  grand,  and  lofty 
principle,  that  in  boroughs  a  man's  right 
to  participate  in  the  management  of  the 
State  is  to  be  judged  by  his  stake  in  the 
country,  not  ascertained  by  the  test  of 
his  ability  to  live  in  a  valuable  hpuse, 
but  by  his  ability  to  keep  a  roof  con- 
stantly over  himself,  his  wife  and  family, 
and  by  the  punctual  payment  of  his  con- 
tribution towards  the  funds  necessary 
for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  his 
poorer  brethren  ?  This  is  the  principle 
upon  which  the  borough  franchise  in 
England  and  Scotland  is  based ;  this  is 
the  groundwork  of  the  great  edifice  of 
household  suffrage  raised  by  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  these  countries,  and 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  why  this  great 
principle  is  not  extended  to  Ireland, 
and  why  the  property  qualification 
for  the  franchise,  abolished  for  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  in  1867,  is  still 
retained  in  Ireland,  against  the  pro- 
testations of  the  very  large  majority 
of  the  Irish  people  and  their  Eepre- 
sentatives.  Has  an  Irishman,  support- 
ing and  maintaining  his  family  under 
his  roof,  and  contributing  to  the  support 
of  the  poor,  a  less  stake  in  his  country, 
is  he  less  entitled  to  vote  for  a  Member 
of  Parliament  who  has  power  to  bind 
his  person  and  his  property,  than  an 
Englishman  under  similar  conditions? 
Why  should  the  test  of  the  right  to  the 
franchise  in  boroughs  bo  payment  of 
rates  and  residence  in  one  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  ability  to  live 
in  a  valuable  house  be  the  test  in  an- 
other? What  reason  exists  why  an 
Irishman,  so  long  as  he  resides  in  a 
house  in  England,  should  be  entrusted 
with  political  power,  and  be  considered 
unfit  if  he  changes  his  residence  to  a 
house  in  Ireland  of  equal  value  ?  Why 
should  a  man  occupying  a  house,  say  in 
Liverpool,  of  the  annual  value  of  £4,  bo 
thougnt  unfit  for  the  franchise  if  he  goes 
to  Dublin  and  resides  in  a  house  of  equal 
value  ?  There  is  no  justification  for  such 
a  state  of  law.  What,  therefore,  is  the 
reason  this  grievance  is  not  remedied? 
Why  is  it  that  whereas  up  to  1867  Ire- 
land had  a  lower  franchise  than  England 
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she  now  has  a  franchise,  not  only  hifi^her 
than  the  rest  of  the  United  Songdom, 
but  based  on  a  different  principle? 
Surely  the  Government  cannot  be  crimi- 
nal enough  to  seek  to  deprive  those  per- 
sons, who,  taking  an  active  part  in  poli- 
tical matters,  ask  the  Irish  people  to 
trust  in  the  utility  of  ''constitutional 
agitation,  "of  the  stringent  argument  they 
have  against  the  use  of  unconstitutional 
means  for  the  redress  of  their  grievances. 
Does  this  House,  by  refusing  so  reasonable 
a  request  as  is  now  made,  wish  to  convince 
the  Irish  nation  of  the  hoUowness  and 
unreality  of  the  assertions  so  often  made 
in  debates  and  by  responsible  persons  in 
Parliament  that  equal  rights  are  given 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  three  countries 
comprising  this  so-called  United  Eang- 
dom  ?  I  wish  hon.  Members  sitting  on 
the  opposite  side  of  this  House  before 
they  proceed,  in  obedience  to  the  dicta- 
tion of  the  Government,  to  vote  against 
this  Kesolution,  would  calmly  consider 
the  effect  on  the  Irish  people  of  their 
vote,  and  for  a  moment  think  of  the  re- 
sponsibility they  undertake  when,  by 
their  acts,  they  repudiate  the  Act  of 
Union,  which  purports  to  secure  to  Ire- 
land equality  of  representation  and  equal 
rights  with  England  and  Scotland. 
What  do  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
mean,  when  they  tell  us  that  the  Impe- 
rial Parliament  is  willing  to  jnve  equal 
rights  to  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms?  In  no  matter  is  this  of 
more  importance  than  in  the  case   of 

Eolitical  rights.  Is  not  the  Union 
ased  on  equality  of  representation  ? 
Yet,  in  Ireland,  we  have  a  limited 
franchise.  Large  numbers  of  the  in- 
habitants of  that  country  who,  if  they 
lived  in  England  or  Scotland  would 
enjoy  political  power,  are  excluded  from 
voting  for  Members  of  Parliament,  and 
we  are  told  that  the  Irish  nation  have 
the  full  benefit  of  the  Union.  What 
have  the  Irish  people  done  to  be  thus 
deprived  of  their  rights  ?  Is  this  House 
willing  to  deal  with  Ireland  as  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  Kingdom  as  they 
would  with  Lancashire  or  the  poorest 
part  of  Scotland  ?  Here  is  a  test.  Sweep 
away  the  differences  existing  between 
the  franchise  in  Ireland  and  that  existing 
in  Euglaud  and  in  Scotland— assimilate 
the  rating  laws,  admit  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  representation  in  this  House  as 
fully  as  the  English  and  Scotch — assimi- 
late our  municipal  franchise  to  your  own. 
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I  will  now  proceed  to  prove,  by  quoting 
a  few  statistics,  the  great  differences 
which  exist  between  the  representation 
of  the  boroughs  in  Ireland  and  the 
boroufirhs  of  Scotland  and  England.  The 
city  of  Glasgow,  with  a  population  of 
477,732,  returns  three  Members  to  this 
House  by  the  votes  of  61,069  electors. 
All  the  boroughs  in  Ireland,  with  a 
population  of  about  900,000,  return  31 
Members  by  the  votes  of  55,257  elec- 
tors ;  Manchester,  with  a  population 
of  379,374,  has  a  constituency  of 
60,463  ;  Birmingham,  with  a  population 
of  343,787,  has  65,506  electors;  Liver- 
pool, with  a  population  of  493,400, 
numbers  61,026  on  its  Parliamentary 
register.  It  is  an  astonishing  fact,  and 
demonstrates  the  justice  of  the  claim  now 
brought  forward,  that  one  city  in  Scotland 
baa  a  constituency  larger  in  number  by 
5,812  than  the  total  number  of  electors 
in  all  the  boroughs  of  Ireland  put  toge- 
ther. But,  wherever  we  look  for  facts 
connected  with  the  representation  of  the 
Irish  borouffhs,  the  same  startling  state 
of  affairs  exists.  Scotland,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  less  than  3,500,000,  has  in  her 
boroughs  more  than  200,000  voters ; 
whereas  in  Ireland,  with  a  population 
of  more  than  4,500,000,  there  are  only 
55,257  electors.  England,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  22,500,000,  has  considerably 
more  than  1,500,000  of  electors  in  the 
boroughs.  If  the  comparison  between 
the  numbers  of  electors  in  English  and 
Sootoh  boroughs  and  Irish  boroughs  is 
made,  the  same  startling  results  will  be 
found.  Dublin,  with  a  population  of 
267,610,  has  only  12,607  voters;  whilst 
Leeds,  with  a  population  of  259,212,  has 
49,074  electors  ;  Sheffield,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  239,946 — several  thousands  loss 
of  population  than  Dublin — has  a  Par- 
liamentary register  three  times  in  excess 
of  that  city,  and  numbering  39,270  ;  and 
Edinburgh,  with  196,979  inhabitants, 
has  28,340  electors,  as  against  the  12,607 
of  Dublin.  To  take  another  Irish  town. 
Cork,  with  a  population  of  100,000,  re- 
turns its  Members  by  the  votes  of  4,62 G  ; 
whereas  in  Nottingham,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  only  86,600,  there  are  18,292 
voters.  In  Limerick,  with  a  population 
of  49,853,  there  are  1,930  electors;  and 
in  Gateshead,  with  48,627  of  a  popuhi- 
tion,  there  are  12,096  voters.  In  Bel- 
fast, where  the  population  is  1 74,41 3,  and 
where  the  number  of  persons  ratotl  for 
taoements  over  £  I — sufficient  to  entitle 


them  to  the  franchise — is  25,708,  the 
constituency  is  14,990.  I  admit  that 
a  certain  allowance  must  be  made  for 
double  occupation,  for  female  occupants, 
vacant  premises,  and  for  cases  where  the 
rates  are  unpaid,  but  I  contend  that  the 
figures  quoted  fully  substantiate  my  case. 
But,  then,  it  is  said  the  result  of  a  change 
in  Ireland  similar  to  that  which  took 
place  in  England  and  Scotland  in  1 867 
would  be  essentially  different.  It  is  said 
by  lion.  Members  opposite  that  in  Ireland 
the  number  of  persons  who  would  be  en- 
franchised if  the  same  franchise  existed 
as  in  England  would  have  such  a  dis- 
proportion to  the  persons  at  present  with 
the  franchise  as  entirely  to  change  the 
representation,  and  it  is  said  that  this 
was  not  the  operation  of  the  Beform  Act 
of  1867  in  England  and  Scotland.  This 
is  a  repetition  of  the  same  argument  as 
was  brought  forward  by  the  opponents 
of  reform  in  England,  but  it  not  pre- 
vent a  Conservative  Ministry  irom 
passing  the  Keform  Act  of  1867.  Let 
us  see  now  this  is.  In  England,  the  re- 
sult of  the  Beform  Act  was  to  treble  the 
borough  constituencies.  I  take  the  dates 
of  1866  and  187 7  to  prove  this  statement. 
In  1866  there  were  500,000  persons  in 
the  boroughs  with  this  franchise.  In 
1877  there  were  1,514,716  borough 
electors.  In  1866  there  were  45  bo- 
roughs with  less  than  500  electors ;  in 
1877  there  was  not  one.  The  consti- 
tuencies in  England  were,  therefore, 
trebled  by  the  change,  whereas  the  re- 
sult of  the  Irish  Beform  Act  was  to  add 
but  20,000  throughout  the  entire  of  Ire- 
land. If  the  franchise  was  lowered  in 
Ireland,  as  is  sought,  the  borough  con- 
stituencies would  not  be  doubled ;  in 
fact,  it  would  only  add  56,902  to  the 
present  electoral  roll,  and  so  bring  the 
wjiolo  borough  constituencies  of  Ireland 
to  something  like  100,000  voters.  In 
conclusion,  I  must  thank  the  House 
for  the  great  kindness  which  has,  on 
this  as  on  previous  occasions,  been 
shown  to  me.  No  matter  what  the  re- 
sult may  be,  I  have  no  cause  of  com- 
plaint of  want  of  opportunity  to  bring 
I  forward  my  case.  I  regret  my  inability 
to  advocate  the  great  cause  of  the  en- 
franchisoment  of  the  Irish  people  more 
forcibly ;  but,  amongst  my  Colleagues, 
there  are  those  who  will  make  up  for 
my  serious  shortcomings,  and  to  them 
and  the  righteousness  and  inherent 
strength  of  my  case  I  now  leave  it.  I  have 
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pointed  out  that  the  borough  franchise  in 
Ireland  was  based  on  a  different  princi- 

?le  in  Ireland  from  that  in  the  rest  of  the 
Fnited  Kingdom.  I  have  shown  what 
the  result  of  such  a  difference  is,  and  I 
now  appeal  to  the  House  to  remove  a 
slur  which  has  been  put  upon  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  to  affirm  the  proposition 
that  Irishmen  are  entitled  to  equal 
rights  as  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen, 
and  I  trust  that  in  this  matter  of  the 
franchise  the  appeal  now  made  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament  will  be  acceded  to. 
As  long  as  household  suffrage  exists 
in  England  and  Scotland,  Ireland,  enti- 
tled to  equal  rights  under  the  Act  of 
Union,  which  the  House  ought  not  to 
treat  as  waste  paper,  is  entitled  to  house- 
hold suffrage  also.  When  we  legislated 
on  the  subject  of  the  borough  franchise 
for  this  country  in  1867,  we  adopted  a 
principle  and  applied  a  test — namely, 
ability  to  maintain  and  pay  rates  for  a 
house.  Why  should  not  that  principle 
and  that  test  be  applied  to  all  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ?  In  the  interest 
of  peace  and  order,  and  with  a  view  to 
promote  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  I  appeal 
to  the  House  to  say  that  she  is  not  to  be 
dealt  with  as  a  conquered  country,  and 
that  she  is  not  to  be  denied  the  rights 
which  England  has  engaged  by  the  Act 
of  Union  to  give  her.  I  beg,  Mr. 
Speaker  to  move — 

"  That  tho  restricted  nature  of  the  Borough 
Franchise  in  Ireland  as  compared  with  that 
existing  in  England  and  in  Scotland  is  a  suh- 

1'ect  deserving  the  immediate  attention  of  Par- 
iament,  with  a  view  of  establishing  a  fair  and 
just  equality  of  the  franchise  in  the  three 
countries." 

Mr.  gray  said,  he  rose  to  second 
the  Motion  which  had  just  been  made 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber" for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon).  For- 
tunately for  him  (Mr.  Gray)  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  dealt  so  com- 
pletely with  the  subject  that  he  had  left 
nim  very  little  to  say  upon  it.  That  was 
the  fourth  occasion,  he  thought,  U2)on 
which  he  had  had  the  honour  of  second- 
ing the  Motion,  and  he  confessed  that  it 
was  with  some  lack  of  spirit  that  he  did 
so  on  the  present  occasion,  for  there  was 
something,  it  appeared  to  him,  a  little 
flat,  stale,  and  unprofitable  in  having  to 
g^  over  the  well-worn  arguments  again, 
and  in  having  to  impress  those  who 
seemed  not  to  wish  to  be  impressed  with 
what  to  Irish  Members  was  so  obvious 

Mr.  Meldon 


a  truism  as  the  Besolution  propounded. 
That  was  the  sixth  time  that  the  Motion 
had  been  brou^t  forward  in  the  present 
Parliament.  When  it  was  first  brought 
forward,  one  of  the  arguments  used  bj 
the  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was, 
that  it  was  an  inconvenient  time  to  dis- 
cuss it,  inasmuch  as  a  change  of  the 
franchise  might  be  held  to  involve  a  re- 
election as  a  matter  of  principle.  That 
argument  had  recently  oeen  abandoned 
in  view  of  the  approach  of  a  Oeneral 
Election,  and  he  would  seek  to  impress 
upon  the  House  the  fact,  that  except 
the  change  was  made  now  tiie  argument 
would  be  revived  in  the  new  Parliament, 
and  a  reform,  which  all  Parties  in  the 
House  were  agreed  must  sooner  or  later 
be  granted,  would  again  be  postponed 
for  a  series  of  years.  He  would  not  en- 
deavour to  follow  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  in  the  figures  and  statistics  which 
he  had  so  clearly  and  ably  placed  before 
the  House.  They  were  well  known  to 
every  hon.  Member  who  had  paid  atten- 
tion to  the  subject.  He  had,  hqwever, 
endeavoured  in  the  course  of  the  past 
year  to  ascertain  what  were  the  argu- 
ments, or  attempts  at  arguments,  ad- 
vanced against  what  appeared  to  him  so 
small  a  matter  as  that  involved  in  the 
equalization  of  the  franchise  in  the  two 
Kingdoms.  He  certainly  thought  that 
in  the  past  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis) 
was  to  be  found  all  that  was  to  be  said 
on  the  subject.  He  quite  granted 
that  it  was  natural  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  take  a  strong  interest 
in  the  subject.  One  of  the  most  for- 
midable arguments  which  he  had  ad- 
vanced against  the  proposed  change  was 
that  it  might  deprive  that  House  of  the 
services  of  some  Conservative  borough 
Members.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Gray)  recog- 
nized the  force  of  that  argument ;  but  he 
scarcely  felt  that  it  was  one  which  should 
weigh  in  the  estimation  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen generally  against  all  the  argu- 
ments that  could  be  advanced  by  the 
other  side.  But  they  had  had  ad- 
vanced by  every  speaker  who  had  op- 
posed the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Eoldare,  an  ar- 
gument which  he  (Mr.  Gray)  was  sure 
would  be  very  familiar  to  the  older 
Members  of  the  House — the  swamp- 
ing argument!  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Meldon)  had,  he  thought, 
dealt  with  tolerable  completeness  with. 
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that    argument.     Parliament  had  dis- 
posed   of    any    such     objection    when 
it    settled    the    principle    of    the    Re- 
form Act    of    1868.     They    were    not 
then  afraid  of  swamping  the  old  con- 
stituencies with  new  voters,  and  there 
was,  therefore,  no  force  whatever  in  the 
argument  that  they  would  swamp  the 
Irish  constituencies  with    new  voters, 
when  it  was  shown  that  they  would  not 
double  them  in  Ireland,  and  when  they 
had  doubled  them  without  any  injury, 
and,  as  he  believed  the  majority  of  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  would  say,  with  the 
greatest  possible  benefit  in  England.  He 
reallv  cotdd  not  see  what  force  there 
could  be  in  the  swamping  argument  at 
all,  after  it  had  been  proved  that  the 
change  would  not  be  nearly  so  great  in 
Ireland  as  it  had  been  in  England ;  and 
in  England  the  ''leap  in  the  dark  ''  had 
no  such  dreadful  results  as  some  hon. 
Members  opposite  then  anticipated.  But 
another  assertion  which  had  been  made 
in    connection    with    this  matter  was, 
that  in  Ireland  there  was  no  demand 
for    the    change.      The  hon.    Member 
for  Londonderry  brought  forward,  as  a 
proof  of  that,  the  fact  that  this  Motion 
had  been  advocated  year  after  year  by 
two  county    Members.    But    he    (Mr. 
Gray)  could  not  forget  also   that,   al- 
though by  accident  it  so  happened  to 
have  been   placed  in  their  hands  for 
some  years,  the  Irish  borough  Members 
had  spoken  very  strongly  in  its  favour. 
"  But,"  said  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry, '*  there  are  no  Petitions  and 
no  public  meetings  in  its  favour.     If  we 
except  a  few  professional  agitators  *' — 
that,  he  (Mr.  Gray)  thought,  was  the 
expression  used — **  in  and  out  of  the 
House  " — including,   he   supposed,    all 
the  Irish  Members  who  wore  in  favour 
of  the  change — ''if  we  except   a  few 
professional  agitators  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  and  in  and  out  of  town  councils, 
there  is  no  indication  of  public  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  change."     He   (Mr. 
Gray)  quite  granted  that  there  were  no 
Petitions— or,  at  least,  very  few— but 
the  wonder  would  be  if  there  were  Peti- 
tions in  favour  of  it,  because  what  did 
Petitions  to  that  House  indicate  ?    They 
indicated  on  the  part  of  the  Petitioners 
that  their  representations  would  have 
some  effect  in  swaying  the  opinion  and 
the  action  of  those  to  whom  the  Peti- 
tions were  presented.    Now,  he  would 
ask  on  what  occasion  the  Petitions  of  the 


Irish  people,  no  matter  how  numerous 
or  influential  they  might  have  been,  had 
the  slightest  oflFect  on  the  decision  of  the 
House  ?  He  was  not  aware  of  any  occa- 
sion upon  which  they  had  had  any  such 
eflfect ;  and,  as  a  consequence,  the  Irish 
people  had  totally  abandoned  Petitions 
as  a  means  of  impressing  their  views 
upon  the  Legislature.     He  himself  had 
had  to  do  lately  with  Petitions  in  refer- 
ence, not  alone  to  this  question,  but  to 
others  also,  and  he  was  always  met  by 
this  answer,  that  it  was  nonsense,  and 
utterly  useless  to  Petition  the  House  of 
Commons  on  any  subject  whatsoever. 
The  House  was  overwhelmed  with  Po- 
tions on  the  Irish  University  Education 
Question,  which  were  treated  with  con- 
tempt ;  but  when  no  Petitions  were  pre- 
sented, the  House  dealt  with  the  subject. 
Take,  again,  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Land — would  the  House  deny  that  the 
Irish  people  took  an  interest  in  the  Land 
Question?     But    how    many    Petitions 
had  been  presented  on  the  Land  Ques- 
tion both  during  the  present  Session  and 
last?    The  House  must  deal  with  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  it  must  remember 
that  its  treatment  of  Irish  Petitions,  and 
of  Irish  opinion,  both  as  represented  in- 
side the  House,  and  as  represented  by 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  pleased  to 
call  professional  agitators  outside,  had 
been  one  of  uniform  and  studied  con- 
tempt.     ["No,    no!"]     He    repeated 
that  the  attitude  of  the  House  towards 
Irish  opinion  had  been  one  of  uniform 
and  studied  contempt.     He  thought  that 
the  number  of  Divisions  in  which  the 
majority  of  Irish  Members  had  been  de- 
feated by  a  majority  of  English  Mem- 
bers voting  against  them  in  the  House 
now  approached  to  nearly  200,  and  if 
that  were  not  evidence  of  deliberate  and 
studied  contempt,  he  did  not  know  what 
evidence  was.      Therefore,  it  came  to 
this,  that  really  the  Irish  people  were  to 
a  considerable  degree   commencing   to 
despair  of  anything  in  the  shape  of  con- 
stitutional agitation  or  of  constitutional 
representation  of  their  opinions  in  that 
House.      Another    of    the    arguments 
which  had  been  brought  forward  against 
the  proposal  was,  that  it  would  suddenly 
increase    the    power    of    the    CathoHc 
Church,  and  swamp  Protestant  votes  by 
Catholic  votes  in  Ireland.      He  thought 
that  at  this  time  of  day  that  was  rather 
an  ignoble  sort  of  argument  to  advance 
in  that  House,  but  he  granted  that  the 
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lower  they  went  down  in  the  franchise 
in  Ireland,  the  more  they  would  increase 
the  power  of  Catholic  votes.  Bat  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  de- 
duced from  that  was,  that  they  would 
expel  from  the  House  of  Commons  Pro- 
testant Representatives.  Was  there  any 
evidence  for  that  assertion  ?  Did  they 
not  find  that,  with  the  present  restricted 
franchise,  some  of  the  most  popular  con- 
stituencies, which  were  almost  altogether 
Catholic,  returned  Protestant  Members? 
What  sort  of  ground,  therefore,  was 
there  for  saying  that  the  lowering  of 
the  franchise  would  shut  out  Protestant 
Representatives  ? 

Mk.  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  mistaken  his  argu- 
ment. 

Mr.  gray  observed,  that  later  on 
he  should  take  the  opportunity  of  quot- 
ing the  exact  words  used.  At  present, 
he  iinderstood  the  hon.  Member's  argu- 
ment, and  even  his  words,  to  be  that 
they  would  expel  from  the  House  Pro- 
testant Representatives,  and  he  quoted 
some  declaration  made  in  Ulster,  that  if 
this  reform  was  carried  out,  the  entire 
power  would  be  vested  in  Catholic 
electoi^ 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  :  I  said  Pro- 
testants would  be  so  outvoted  that  they 
would  practically  be  unrepresented  in 
this  House.  I  did  not  say  that  there 
would  not  be  Protestant  Members. 

Mr.  gray  :  If  there  was  any  con- 
troversy as  to  the  words,  he  was  bound 
to  accept  the  hon.  Gentleman's  assertion, 
and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
misrepresented,  it  was  by  Hansard.  If, 
however,  the  idea  had  existed  in  the 
minds  of  any  hon.  Members,  that  be- 
cause the  power  of  Roman  Catholics  in 
a  constituency  would  be  increased,  the 
effect  would  be  to  exclude  from  the 
House  Protestant  Representatives,  then 
ho  would  say  that  the  large  number  of 
Protestants  who  at  that  moment  repre- 
sented Catholic  constituencies  should  dis- 
pel any  such  idea.  The  conduct  pursued 
in  Catholic  constituencies  in  that  respect 
compared  favourably  with  the  fact  that 
there  was  not,  be  believed,  any  Catholic 
Representative  of  a  Protestant  consti- 
tuency in  England.  The  hon.  Member 
admitted  that  the  condition  of  the 
borough  representation  in  Ireland  was 
scandalous ;  but  he  had  not,  so  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Gray)  could  gather,  propounded 
any  method  of  reformi  beyond  propos- 

Mr,  Gray 


ing  that  the  representation  of  the  coon* 
ties  should  be  increased  at  the  expense 
of  the  boroughs.  The  fact  was,  that  at 
that  moment  the  county  representation 
in  Ireland  was  larger  in  proportion  than  ^ 
the  county  representation  in  England, 
and  the  borough  representation  was  pro- 
portionately smaller.  Therefore,  instead 
of  equalizing  matters,  he  would  increase 
the  anomaly  that  at  present  existed. 
When  they  remembered  the  difference 
of  the  rating  laws  of  the  two  oountries, 
and  remembered  also  that  rental  in  Ire- 
land must  be  estimated  in  practice  at  ^ 
50  per  cent  lower  than  in  England,  they 
would  find  that,  by  the  present  law,  they 
were  excluding  a  class  of  intelligent  men 
who  were  not  at  all  of  the  character  de- 
scribed by  opponents  of  this  measure. 
Even  the  inhabitants  of  the  very  poor 
habitations  in  the  Irish  towns  were  an 
intelligent  class,  who  took  an  active  in- 
terest m  public  affairs,  and  there  was  no 
reason,  except  the  political  reason  that  it 
might  effect  the  balance  of  Parties,  for 
resisting  this  change.  He  believed  all 
Parties  would  agree  that  the  change 
must  eventually  come,  and  the  only  re- 
sult of  resistance  was,  that  the  conces- 
sion would  come  from  that  House  too  late 
to  eive  any  satisfaction,  but  early  enough 
to  leave  a  feeling  of  soreness,  whereas 
if  the  demand  were  granted  at  the  out- 
set, no  such  feeling  would  exist.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  had  dis- 
puted his  (Mr.  Gray's)  account  of  what 
be  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  said  in  opposing 
this  Resolution  last  year ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  was  now  in  a  position  to  quote 
the  actual  words  from  JETantard,  The 
hon.  Member  was  therein  reported  to 
have  said — 

"  Moreover,  it  would,  in  the  end,  wholly  ex- 
clude from  ParUamcnt  all  the  Bepresentiitivct  ^ 
of  the  Protestant  religion." — [3  ifaMMr^f,  ccxliiL 
1212.] 

He  appealed  to  the  House,  therefore, 
whether  his  rendering  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber's  argument  had  not  been  correct  ? 
He  would  further  ask  hon.  Members 
whether  this  was  not  a  peouHarlv  ap- 
propriate time  to  throw  aside  small  pre* 
judices  which  prevented  the  House  uom 
passing  this  reform,  and  to  concede  it  with 
some  grace?  They  were  on  the  eve  of 
a  General  Election,  and  it  was,  therefore, 
a  convenient  period.  Ireland  was  very 
much  disturbed  and  discontented.  This 
was  a  measure  in  which  no  political 
principle  was  involved.    If  th^  passed 
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it,  it  would  create  a  general  feeling  of 
satisfaction  and  allay  much  discontent. 
It  would  introduce  into  the  Constitution 
from  outside,  and  therefore  teach  the 
ways  of  constitutional  agitation,  to  men 
who  were  now  deliherately  shut  out,  and 
who  therefore  felt  they  had  no  hope,  ex- 
cept hy  violent  means,  of  attaining  their 
end.  It  would  be  truly  Conservative 
action  on  the  part  of  that  House  to  pass 
the  measure.  He  believed  the  majority 
of  hoQ.  Members,  if  left  to  their  own 
inclinations,  would  agree  to  the  Motion  ; 
and  he  repeated  the  appeal  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  tne  Member  for  Kil- 
dare  made  to  those  on  whose  private  convic- 
tions political  pressure  was  being  brought 
to  bear,  to  pause  before  giving  a  vote 
injurious  to  the  peace  and  best  interests 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  which  would 
reject  a  measure  calculated  to  promote 
both  that  peace  and  those  interests. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  restricted  nature  of  the  Borough 
Franchise  in  Ireland  as  compared  with  that 
existing  in  England  and  in  Scotland  is  a  subject 
deterring  the  immediate  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  a  view  of  establishing  a  fair  and  just 
eqnalit}'of  the  franchise  in  the  three  countries.** 
— (Jfr.  M9ldon.) 

Me.  CHARLES  LEWIS,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment — ''That  it  is  inex- 
pedient to  deal  with  the  question  of  lower- 
ing the  franchise  in  Ireland,"  said,  he 
regretted  he  must  trouble  the  House  on 
this  question  for  the  fourth  or  fifth 
time  m  this  Parliament.  It  was  not 
easy  to  find  anything  new  to  urge  in 
opposing  a  measure  which  he  had  re- 
sisted for  several  years  past.  Uo  pro- 
posed, however,  to  mention  some  mat- 
ters which  should  induce  the  IIouso 
to  g^ve  greater  weight  rather  than  loss 
to  the  objections  usually  urged  against 
this  proposal.  When  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Mol- 
don)  talked  of  majorities  of  only  8  or  13 
against  his  Motion,  he  would  remind 
him  that  only  last  year,  Parliament  ro- 
jeoted  it  by  a  majority  of  69,  which 
showed  that  there  was  less  disposition 
than  in  the  beginning  of  the  Parliament 
to  look  on  it  with  favour.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  endeavoured  to 
invoke  the  Act  of  Union  in  favour  of 
his  cause,  and  said  it  entitled  tlicm  to 
equality  of  representation ;  but  if  his 
(Hr.  Charles  Lewis's)  memory  served 
bim  rightly,  all  it  did  was  to  give  thorn 
the  right  to  100  Members  in  the  Im- 


perial Parliament.  It  was  totally  silent 
m  respect  to  franchise,  that  being  an  en- 
tirely open  question  for  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  settle.  Then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  said  that  the  House 
would  not  be  dealing  out  equal  justice 
unless  they  placed  the  franchise  of  the  two 
Kingdoms  on  an  equality ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  would  remind  him  that  for 
a  long  time  Ireland  was  treated  better  in 
regard  to  the  franchise  than  England. 
Up  to  1867,  the  borough  franchise  and 
the  county  franchise  were  less  in  Ireland 
than  in  England.  It  had  been  urged 
that  unless  they  gave  the  same  fran- 
chise, as  well  as  the  same  laws,  to 
Ireland  as  to  England,  they  would  not  be 
carrying  out  in  spirit  or  in  letter  the 
Act  of  Union.  In  fact,  they  had  far  more 
than  equal  laws  and  advantages  con- 
ceded. Well,  he  believed  there  was 
such  a  thing  as  National  Education  in 
Ireland.  Ireland,  for  nearly  30  years, 
was  in  a  position  of  great  advantage  over 
England  and  Scotland  by  reason  of  the 
grants  it  received  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  for  National  Education.  With 
reference  to  the  Land  Question,  Ireland 
was  so  far  from  being  placed  at  a  dis- 
advantage and  inequality,  that  the 
House  had  made  a  serious  inroad  in 
the  law  of  contracts  to  give  concessions 
to  Ireland.  And  yet,  in  the  recent 
agitation,  it  had  been  stated  that  that 
was  one  of  the  questions  which  they 
looked  upon  with  contempt.  What  did 
the  Act  of  Union  say  in  reference  to  the 
Irish  Church  ?  That  Act  was  upheld  as 
a  substantial  ground  for  asking  for  an 
extension  of  the  borough  francUise,  but 
it  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it. 
It  gave  a  sacred  Charter  to  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  which  had  been  broken  by 
the  deliberate  action  of  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  a  feeling  of  good- 
will and  order  amongst  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  whole  history  of  that 
country,  the  whole  history  of  legislation 
in  our  lifetime,  all  went  to  show  that  it 
was  unjust  to  the  last  degree  to  say 
that  it  was  useless  to  send  Petitions  to 
that  House.  The  statement  that  the 
Conservative  Party  was  responsible  for 
the  disparity  which  existed  between  the 
borougli  franchises  of  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land required  a  material  explanation, 
for  it  was  only  in  part  true.  The  line 
was  drawn  at  £l,  with  the  deliberate 
acquiescence  of  both  sides  of  the  House, 
without  a  Division  except  on  the  question 
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raised  whether  it  should  be  at  £4,  or  over 
£4 ;  and  this  arrangement  was  assented  to 
by  the  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue),  the  Conser- 
vative Ministry  being  at  the  time  in  a 
minority,  and  Hving  on  from  day  to  day 
on  the  forbearance  of  the  Opposition. 
In  past  Sessions  the  opposition  to  this 
Motion  had  devolved  chiefly  upon  himself; 
and  he  did  not  hesitate,  as  a  borough 
Member,  to  express  his  views,  whatever 
might  be  the  consequences.  It  was  re- 
markable that  this  question  was  brought 
forward  by  county  Members,  and  that 
the  borough  Members  who  supported  it 
consented  to  play  second  fiddle.  The 
first  great  point — a  plausible  one — they 
had  heard  of  in  the  debate  was  equality 
of  the  franchise  with  that  of  England 
and  Scotland.  That  was  a  term  which 
must  not  be  accepted  at  the  first  sound 
which  it  conveyed  to  the  ear.  But  the 
House  should  understand  what  it  implied 
and  what  it  meant.  What  he  argued 
was,  that,  considering  the  quality  and 
character  of  the  franchised  and  unfran- 
chised classes,  the  franchise  in  the  three 
countries  was  equivalent ;  and  to  give 
electoral  power  to  that  poor,  miserctble, 
ignorant  residuum  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, which  even  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  had  said  we 
did  not  in  England  wish  to  enfranchise, 
would  be  going  beyond  what  really  existed 
in  England.  It  wasimpossible  to  compare 
the  franchise  of  the  two  countries  in  that 
way,  and  he  should  ask  the  House  to  say, 
by  the  largest  majority  that  had  yet  been 
'  yen  agajngt.  the  proposal,  that  they 
-^jectea  the  Motion  on  the  highest  pos- 
sible grounds  and  for  the  gravest  rea- 
sons. It  was  a  favourite  illustration  to 
talk  of  the  Irish  occupier  coming  over  to 
Liverpool  and  obtaining  a  vote ;  but  he 
would  not  find  a  £4  house  in  Liverpool, 
and  would  have  to  pay  a  rental  of  £7, 
£8,  or  £9.     It  was  impossible  to  com- 

?are  things  which  differed  so  essentially, 
n  England,  according  to  the  last  sta- 
tistics, nine-tenths  of  the  occupiers  were 
rated  over  £4 ;  but  in  Ireland  not  one- 
half.  In  other  words,  only  one-tenth  of 
the  rated  occupiers  in  boroughs  in  Eng- 
land were  rated  under  £4,  while  in  Ire- 
land they  were  more  than  one-half.  It 
was  true  there  had  been  a  liberal  addi- 
tion to  the  borough  franchise  in  Eng- 
land, and  suffrage  was  g^ven  to  a  class 
that  was  low  relatively  to  the  highest ; 
but  still  it  was  not  given  to  the  very 
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lowest  class'in  the  oommtinity.  Further, 
in  Ireland,  one-half  of  those  under  £4 
were  rated  under  £2,  and,  of  course, 
these  were  the  most  dependent  and  the 
most  ignorant  of  the  people.     That  was 
the  class  to  whom  they  proposed  to  hand 
over  the  representation  of  Ireland.     In 
England  and  Scotland  they  did  not  give 
it  to  the  lowest  class;  yet  the  effect  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  propoeal 
here  would  be  to  hand  it  over  to  the 
poorest,  most  dependent,  and  most  ig* 
norant  portion  of  the  community,  and 
the  class  most  likely  to  be  led  dj  agi- 
tators and  demagogues.    The  singpakr 
fact  that  this  Motion  was  not  strenuously 
supported  by  the  borough  Members  of 
Ireland  was  accounted  for  by  the  state 
of  the  borough  representation  in  Ireland. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  deal  at  all  with 
that  subject  without  effecting  an  entire 
reformation  in  the  whole  system  of  the 
representation    of   Ireland.      With  an 
aggregate   population  of  900,000,   the 
boroughs  had  37  Members,  excluding 
the    disfranchised  boroughs  of  Cashdl 
and  Sligo:    The  counties,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  4,500,000,  had  onl^  64  Mem- 
bers.   Therefore,  the  counties  had  Bre 
times  the  population,  with  nothing  like 
twice  the  number  of  Members.     That 
exhibited  a  state  of  things  which  did 
not  recommend    an    extension  of   the 
borough  franchise,  and  it  was  the  reason 
why  such  strenuous  efforts  were  made, 
not  by  the  constituencies,  but  by  Irish 
Members,  by  hook  or  by  crook,  to  endow 
a  small  number  of  Irish  Members  with 
constituencies  which  they  could  not  ob- 
tain under  any  reasonable  extension  of 
the  franchise.     Fifteen  small  boroughs 
with  a  population  of  91,000,  and  with 
4,500  electors,  had  one-seventh  of  the 
entire  representation  of  Ireland,  though 
only  one-sixtieth  of  its  population.  That 
was  the  reason  why  the  House  could  not 
consent  to  touch  the  question  of  boroueh 
or  county  representation,  except  for  the 
purpose  of  making  an  entire  re-distribu- 
tion, which  he  hoped  would  be  accom- 
panied with  a  large  representation  of  mi- 
norities. It  was  said  that  a  population  of 
900,000  had  only  53,000  electors,  and  that 
something  must  be  wrong  because  the 
same  population  in  England  would  have 
double  the  number  of  electors ;  but  the 
anomaly  arosefrom  thefactthatUiere  were 
in  the  South  and  West  oflreland  a  number 
of  wretched  little  boroughs  where  poverty 
was  so  rife  that  people  lived  in  hoveb 
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and  huts  rated  at  from  6t.  to  15«.  per 
year.  The  proportion  of  electors  to 
population  was,  in  Tralee  1  in  80,  in 
Dungarvan  1  in  27,  in  Wexford  1  in  27, 
in  Carlow  1  in  26,  and  in  21  boroughs 
in  three  of  the  Provinces — Ulster  being 
excluded — the  average  was  1  in  21^. 
There  were  in  these  places  streets  of 
mud  huts  destitute  of  the  commonest 
conveniences,  the  occupiers  of  which 
had  no  social  status,  and  ought  not  to 
have  the  franchise.  He  now  came  to 
the  despised  Province  of  Ulster,  which 
gave  occasion  the  other  evening  to  the 
pleasant  sneer  of  the  Home  Hule  Leader 
on  the  other  side.  In  Belfast  1  in  every 
9  of  the  population  was  an  elector — 
almost  as  high  as  in  England ;  for  while 
in  the  whole  of  the  EngUsh  borough  con- 
stituencies 1  in  8  was  the  proportion 
of  electors  to  population,  in  Belfast — of 
which  every  Ulster  man  should  be 
proud  —  the  proportion  was  1  in  9. 
What  was  it  m  Uarrickfergus  ?  It  was 
1  in  7.  What  in  Derry?  One  in 
12.  The  average  of  the  whole  of  the 
boroughs  in  Ulster  was  1  in  12  of  the 
population,  no  unfavourable  comparison 
to  the  state  of  things  in  England.  In 
Devonport,  the  nroportion  was  only  1 
in  17;  in  Marylebone,  1  in  14;  in 
Finsbury,  1  in  1 1 ;  in  Chelsea,  1  in 
10;  so  that  if  they  were  to  have  this 
kind  of  comparison  between  population 
and  electors,  these  prosperous  little 
towns  in  Ulster  would  bear  advantageous 
comparison  with  some  of  the  foremost 
constituencies  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  real  cause  of  this  destitution — if  ho 
might  so  describe  it — of  electors  in  Ire- 
land was  that,  if  they  took  the  line  of 
£4,  those  below  it  were  of  the  poorest, 
most  ignorant,  and  most  dependent  con- 
dition, whose  enfranchisement  would 
draff  down  the  constituency  to  the  low 
levd  of  Tralee,  Carlow,  and  other  such 
places.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Ghrajr)  knew  very  well  he  could  not 
account  m  any  legitimate  way  for  the 
entire  absence  of  evidence  that  the  elec- 
toral class  in  Ireland  was  in  favour  of 
the  proposed  change,  and  he  elicited  a 
cheer  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
when  he  said  that  the  House  had  treated 
with  contempt  the  Petitions  of  the  Irinh 
people.  Had  the  feeling  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  in  favour  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
BillbeeB treated withoontempt?  Hadany 


other  evidence  been  given  of  popular 
feeling  in  favour  of  this  Motion ;  haa  any 
meeting  been  held  in  Dublin,  in  Phoenix 
Park,  in  Belfast,  Cork,  Limerick,  or 
Galway  ;  had  there  even  been  a  meeting 
of  any  little  conclave  in  the  back  room 
of  a  public-house  in  favour  of  the  Bill  ? 
Why,  last  year,  although  stimulated  by 
the  taunts  which  he  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis) 
had  thrown  across  the  House  year  after 
year,  they  could  only  present  26  Petitions, 
and  how  many  of  those  were  from  bo- 
roughs? Just  four  of  the  smallest  of 
them  had  been  induced  to  send  up  Pe- 
titions. He  represented  a  constituencv 
where  Parties  were  very  evenly  divided. 
The    Liberal    paper   in  that   city  had 

Eublished  a  list  of  his  delinquencies; 
ut,  although  he  had  been  the  most 
prominent  and  most  abused  opponent 
of  the  measure,  it  did  not  venture 
to  say  one  word  of  the  offence  he 
had  committed  in  that  respect.  The 
city  of  Derry  contained  a  wealthy, 
intelligent,  highly- educated,  and  most 
respectable  Liberal  Party,  and  if  they 
had  felt  that  the  interests  of  the  State, 
of  Party,  or  good  government  required 
such  a  change,  they  would  undoubtedly 
have  sent  a  Petition  in  support  of  the 
the  Motion.  The  Bill  was  not  wanted. 
Let  the  hon.  Members  for  Queen's  Coimty 
and  other  places,  who  were  to  be  op- 
posed at  the  next  Election  by  the  sup- 
porters and  followers  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath,  now  in  America,  tell  what  it 
meant.  It  meant  that,  bad  as  was  the 
influence  to  which  on  many  questions 
the  constituencies  of  Ireland  in  some 
counties  and  boroughs  were  amenable, 
it  would  bo  ten  times  worse  if  they  en- 
franchised that  residuum  which  they 
were  invited  to  take  to  their  arms.  They 
could  not  deal  with  this  question  alone. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  his  hardy  annual 
Motion  on  the  Paper  for  household  fran- 
chise in  the  counties,  and  they  must  re- 
member the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Ilartington)  hud  sur- 
rendered what  he  had  hold  so  long — his 
resistance  to  that  Motion,  which  had 
now  become  a  part  of  the  programme  of 
the  Liberal  Party.  No  doubt,  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  late  Cabinet — the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschon)  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe) 
— rufiLsed  to  surrender  their  convictions 
upon  that  question;    but  the  Liberal 
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Party  were  committed  to  it.  The  ques- 
tion  was  not  one  to  be  dealt  with  piece- 
meal. It  was  necessary  the  House 
should  hold  its  hand,  for  if  they  agreed 
to  the  present  proposal  they  would  find 
themselves  face  to  face  with  a  proposal 
to  give  to  the  counties  of  Ireland  house- 
hold suffrage.  So  they  would  enfran- 
chise the  cottier  on  the  Donegal  moun- 
tains, of  whom  the  newspapers  had 
recently  g^ven  such  dismal  pictures.  He 
would  now  go  to  another  point.  Could 
it  be  said  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  not  represented  ?  It  was  said  the 
Home  Rulers  expected  to  come  back 
from  the  next  Election  80  strong.  Would 
not  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  be  satisfied 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  suffi- 
ciently represented  if  they  returned  80 
Home  Eule  Members  to  that  House? 
No,  the  fact  was,  they  wanted  to  make  a 
clean  sweep  of  the  Conservative  Mem- 
bers, and  himself  as  one  of  them,  who 
might  be  one  of  the  very  few  who  would 
be  found,  even  under  the  present  fran- 
chise, on  those  benches  Biter  the  next 
General  Election.  Not  only  was  there 
a  lack  of  evidence,  however,  that  there 
was  any  demand  for  an  extension  of  the 
franchise,  but  it  was  clear  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  interest  felt  in  the  pro- 
posal by  the  unenfranchised  classes ;  the 
interest  was  made  for  them — 

**  Hereditary  bondsmen,  know  yo  not 
Who  would  bo  freo  themselves  must  strike  the 
blow." 

But  the  hereditary  bondsmen  in  this  case 
would  not  strike  the  blow.  And  here 
there  was  a  far  more  serious  question. 
What  was  the  evidence  on  which  the 
House  could  act,  as  to  the  quality  of 
the  constituency  whom  it  was  asked  to 
enfranchise?  If  it  wore  proved  that 
the  people  to  be  enfranchised  were  suf- 
ficiently educated,  that  they  were  in- 
telligent, that  they  were  free,  as  much 
as  men  could  be,  from  obnoxious  influ- 
ence— the  influence  of  revolutionary  agi- 
tators, mere  demagogues,  men  who 
traded  in  politics,  and  loved  revolution 
because  it  led  to  disorder,  in  the  midst 
of  which  they  might  be  elevated  upon  a 
pinnacle,  where  they  might  be  admired 
by  some — something  might  be  said  for 
the  proposal.  But  take  the  condition  of 
Ireland  during  the  last  six  months,  and 
what  would  be  the  class  enfranchised  un- 
der this  Motion  and  the  County  Franchise 
Bill  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  intended 
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to  bring  forward  f  A  poor  widow  dared 
to  pay  her  rent.  She  was  taken  out  of 
her  house  and  half  beaten  to  death. 
Two  brothers  had  the  daring  to  take  a 
vacant  farm.  In  the  middle  of  the  night 
they  were  half  murdered.  A  process 
server  was  performing  his  duties.  He 
was  surrounded  by  a  mob  of  300  or  400, 
and  had  to  escape  with  his  life.  It  was 
necessary  in  certain  districts  to  defy  the 
Court  of  Sessions.  The  people  had  been 
advised  that  if  they  could  prevent  pro- 
cesses from  being  served  67  a  certain 
day  the  Court  would  not  have  jurisdic- 
tion. Well,  the  law  was  set  at  aefianoe, 
and  the  people  succeeded  in  preventing 
a  single  process  being  served.  In  other 
words,  in  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland 
the  law  of  the  land  was  set  aside  and 
mob  law  substituted.  Well,  were  per- 
sons who  thus  showed  themselves  un- 
worthy of  the  franchise  to  be  put  on  the 
same  level  as  those  wHo  obeyeathe  law? 
If  he  was  asked  what  disclosed  the  t«i- 
dencies  of  a  people,  he  would  say  go  to 
its  literature.  There  were,  at  least,  ^e 
or  six  newspapers  in  Ireland  which  had 
the  greatest  circulation  and  popularity 
among  the  lowest  orders.  One  of  them 
would  not  be  entirely  unknown  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Sullivan),  who  knew  something  about 
it  now,  and  more  a  few  years  arc — ^he 
meant  The  Nation,  What  could  be  the 
loyalty  of  a  people  to  whom  such  a 
ballad  as  this  was  submitted  as  legiti- 
mate food  for  meditation  day  and  night? 
This  was  the  refrain — 

'^  Hurrah  for  our  Zulu  foe." 

And  that  at  a  time  when  English  and 
Irish  soldiers  were  fighting  together  the 
battles  of  old  England  in  South  Africa. 
This  was  the  sort  of  meat  on  which  the 
Irish  people  to  be  enfranchised  were 
fed— 

**  IXmrah  for  our  Zulu  foe, 

For  thuir  solid  and  deop  airay. 
For  their  whelming  cro8eent*B  close, 
And  the  whizzing  assogaL" 

This  was  the  literary  garbage  upon 
which  the  uneducated  constituency  was 
to  feed.  He  would  now  read  a  verse, 
the  impiety  of  which  was  only  equalled 
by  its  audacity  and  ferocity —     / 

^*  May  the  Gkxl  thoy  do  not  know  i 
Be  still  their  steadfast  aid,      ' 

Direct  each  nervous  hlow  ^ 

And  point  each  gleaming  blaije. 

And  when  they  oome  forth  sgalta| 
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Bay  was  this — that  there  was  a  responsi- 
bility which  rested  upon  that  House  and 
the  Government ;  but  it  was  a  responsi- 
bility of  a  totally  different  character  from 
that  alleged  on  the  other  side.  The  re- 
sponsibility which  rested  upon  the  House, 
and  more  especially  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, was,  after  they  had  relieved  the 
distress,  to  render  impossible  for  the  fu- 
ture such  offences  as  had  been  perpetrated 
under  the  auspices  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  during  the  last  few  months. 
When  they  considered  what  Parliament 
had  had  to  suffer  from  some  few  of  the 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party,  and  how 
the  authority  both  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Speaker  had  been  defied,  they  might 
ask  themselves  what  sort  of  degeneracy 
in  the  representation  of  Ireland  would 
be  the  result  if  they  extended  the  suf- 
frage to  classes  of  men  who  were  amen- 
able to  such  influences  as  they  had  sub- 
mitted to  for  some  months  past  ?  What 
they  had  to  fear  might  be  gathered  from 
a  speech  that  had  come  to  them  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  in  which  the 
whole  Homo  Bule  organization  had  been 

E renounced  a  humbue,  and  the  orator 
ad  promised  to  set  thmgs  right  on  his 
return.  Foreign  nations  had  been  wont 
to  envy  the  dignity  of  the  House,  and 
had  admired  its  constitution,  its  history, 
its  antiquity,  its  oratory,  and  the  cer- 
tainty at  any  period  of  finding  competent 
statesmen  among  its  Members ;  but  now 
for  the  last  year  or  two  they  had  looked 
on  amazed  at  the  course  of  operations 
both  in  and  out  of  the  House.  For  his 
own  part,  he  would  loin  any  Party  that 
would  restore  the  shattered  dignity  of 
Parliament,  and  replace  the  House  on 
its  old  pinnacle  of  fame.  With  regard 
to  another  matter,  to  which  he  might  be 
permitted  to  allude  for  a  moment,  it 
would  be  remembered  that  the  wish  of  Job 
was  that  his  enemy  had  written  a  book. 
His  own  desire  was  even  more  moderate, 
and  he  only  wished  that  his  adversary 
would  continue  to  write  letters.  The  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
during  the  Liverpool  Election  had  written 
one,  on  which,  had  he  (Mr.  Charles 
Lewis)  wanted  a  motto,  he  would  have 
inscribed  '*  Letting  I  dare  not  wait 
upon  I  would."  The  conclusion  he  had 
formed  respecting  that  letter  was  that 
the  noble  Marquess  had  been  an  unwill- 
ing operator,  and  that  he  had  probably 
been  prompted  to  write  it  by  one  of  the 
chief  adviaen  of  his  Party,  and  that  in 


The  robbers*  raid  to  withstand, 
Be  a  sword  and  shield  to  the  men 

Who  fight  for  their  native  land. 
But  come  what  must  or  may, 

They  have  done  their  maiily  part" 

Now  let  the  House  mark  what  followed — 

*'  And  Isandula's  fray 

Hath  warmed  each  true  man*s  heart." 

What  a  flood  of  light  did  that  wretched 
production,  circiilatod  far  and  wide  in 
thousands  among  the  people,  throw  on 
the  degraded  condition  to  which  these 
agitators  were  trying  to  lead  the  Irish 
people.  He  woiild  read  the  last  re- 
mun — 

**  Then  hurrah  for  the  Zulu  King, 
Hurrah  for  his  warriors  brave," 

(Nothing  for  the  poor  Irishmen  or  Eng- 
lishmen who  were  fighting) — 

**  And  soon  may  their  shouts  of  victory  ring 
Over  Tugela's  turbid  wave." 

2^  Nation  also  of  last  Saturday  con- 
tained an  article  headed  **  A  Murderous 
Policy,"  from  which  he  would  read  three 
Bentences.    They  were  as  follows : — 

<«  The  senior  Member  for  Louth  gave  expres- 
sion to  the  feeling  of  the  mass  of  tine  people  of 
Ireland,  when  he  spoke  of  the  *muraerous 
policy '  of  the  Government.  That  policy  remains 
one  of  a  murderous  character.  It  has  so  far 
tended  to  the  killing  by  starvation  of  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  Irish  men,  women,  and  children ; 
and  as  to  the  future,  it  is  calculated  simply  to 
enrich  the  landlords  at  the  cost  of  the  im- 
pOTerished  tenants." 

Now,  what  was  the  responsibility  of  men 
who  wrote  such  language  as  that?  What 
was  the  responsibility  of  this  House,  if — 
in  the  face  of  such  evidence  of  the  revo- 
lutionary feeling,  the  traitorous  sugges- 
tion, the  spirit  of  deep-laid  sedition 
which  was  preached  from  the  pulpits  of 
the  Press  from  week  to  week — it  were  to 
go  forward  in  the  direction  indicated  in 
the  Motion  ?  This  language  was  actually 
written  at  a  time  when  the  House  had 
under  its  consideration  a  measure  for  the 
relief  of  Irish  distress,  to  hasten  forward 
wMch  the  progpress  of  several  other  neces- 
sary steps  were  delayed,  but  which  was 
impedea  by  the  very  men  who  fathered 
saoi  stuff.  He  was  sorry  to  have  .such 
things  to  bring  forward ;  but  when  the 
House  was  asked  to  gprant  such  a  mea- 
sure as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  de- 
manded, he  would  say  that  they  would 
be  madmen  if  they  were  to  enfranchise 
himdreds  and  thousands  of  men  subject 
to  such  influences.  What  he  yentorea  to 
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it  were  to  be  detected  marks  of  the 
handiwork  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court).  The  voice,  in  fact,  was  the  voice 
of  Jacob,  but  the  hand  was  the  hand  of 
Esau.  It  was  written,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  got  into  difficulty  about  it, 
and  in  order  to  get  himself  out  of  it  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
wont  down  to  Liverpool  post-haste  and 
addressed  the  Liverpool  Reform  Club. 
It  was  whispered  in  the  Lobby  that  he 
came  back  jubilant  with  hopes  of  vic- 
tory, with  what  result  really,  they  all 
knew.  The  noble  Marquess,  the  other 
night,  had  very  vigorously  defended 
himself  against  attacks  based  upon  that 
letter  by  a  tu  quoque  argument  as  to 
the  appointment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Sligo  (Colonel  ICing- 
Harman).  That  was  all  very  well ;  but 
what  was  Home  Biile  a  year  or  two 
ago,  and  what  was  it  now  ?  A  year  or 
two  ago  Home  Bule  was  a  compara- 
tively harmless  and  respectable  thing 
under  the  management  of  a  very  great 
favourite  of  the  House  (Mr.  Butt), 
who  imparted  to  it  his  own  respectabi- 
lity. But  now,  under  its  present  leader- 
ship, it  was  a  thing  which  had  almost 
paralyzed  the  action  of  Parliament. 
The  Home  Eule  Party  had  taken  such 
steps  under  the  leadership  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  as  had  agitated 
whole  counties,  endeavouring  to  delude 
the  unfortunate  people,  and  inciting  them 
by  speeches  to  break  the  law  and  rise 
en  masse. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order  in  accusing  an 
hon.  Member  of  inciting  the  people  to 
break  the  law  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand that  the  hon.  Member  was  al- 
luding to  any  particiilar  Member  of  the 
House.     [Cries  of  "  Yes,  he  did."] 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  He  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath. 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Menr- 
ber  referred  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  he  was  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  CHARLES  LEWIS  replied,  that 
he  was  quite  ready  to  bow  to  the  Chair ; 
but  the  House  and  country  would  well 
know  what  he  meant.  He  was  referring 
to  Home  Rule,  and  he  had  remarked 
that  a  year  or  two  ago  it  was  a  harmless 
snake  ;  but  now  it  had  become  a  poison- 
ous serpent.  The  liiss  and  rattle  which 
heralded  its  approach,  and  the  slimy 
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trail  it  left  behind^  made  it  odious  and 
hateful  in  the  sight  of  erexyone  who 
had    the    welfare    of   the    conntiy    at 
heart.    He  did  not  see  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright) 
in  his  place ;  but  he  would  naye  liked  to 
ask  him  what  he  thought  the  American 
people  would  say  to  a  Motion  to  inquire 
into  the  maintenance  of  the  Union  be- 
tween the  North  and  the  South  ?    If  in 
the   American   Senate    any   man  sug- 
gested  any  such  thing  he  would   be 
regarded  as  seditious.     He   imagined 
that  they  woiild  not  allow  such  a  sub- 
ject to  be  debated.    It  was  sorelj  a  most 
serious  thinff — he  cared  not  which  Partj 
was  affected  by  the  remark  —  to  play 
with  the  Home  Riile  agitation  under  its 
present  aspect.    What  Ireland  wanted 
was  not  a  Borough  Franchise  Bill,  but 
something  wholly  different — ^peace  from 
agitation,  contentment  for  me  people, 
an  orderly  disposition  to  obey  the  law, 
encouragement  for  capital  to  settle  in 
the  country,  and  for  landlords  to  retids 
there.    It  wanted  a  tonio  which  could 
be  administered  by  a  wise  and  skilful 
physician  who  desired    to  remedy  the 
evils  of  the  body  politic,  whidli,  how- 
ever severe  they  miffht  be,  were  not  past 
relief.    The  last  thms  it  required  in  a 
crisis  like  that  throng  which  it  had  re- 
cently gone  was  an  instrument  like  that 
which  this  Motion  would  place  in  the 
hands  of  reckless  agitators  for  the  pur-  ' 
pose  of  doing  an  injury  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  State. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  lliat"  to  tlis 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wovdi 
*<  it  is  inexpedient  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
lowering  the  franchise  in  Ireland,  —  {Mr, 
Charles  Letcitf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OASTHY  said,  that 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londondeny  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis) 
in  the  concluding  sentence  of  his  speech, 
that  Ireland  did  want  peace  £rom  agi- 
tation— that  she  wanted  sound  leffiaw- 
tion,  and  measures  which  would  rosier 
the  employment  of  capital.  But  die 
never  would  have  peace  until  a  better 
system  of  legislation  was  introduced  for 
the  government  of  her  peo^e.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Londondeny  seemed 
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to  want  to  play  the  Bame  part  as  that 
enacted  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe) 
in  the  Beform  debates  of  1866;  but  some 
of  the  necessary  qualities  were  absent. 
With  regard  to  the  verses  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  quoted  from  a  Dublin  news- 
paper, some  allowance  was  to  be  made 
for    poetic  licence,   though    there    un- 
doubtedly existed  a  certain  amount  of 
discontent  in  Ireland  that  found  vent 
in  strong  language,  prose  as  well  as 
poetry.    It  was  to  be  remembered,  too, 
that  when  England  was  engaged  in  her 
great  struggle  with  France  mere  were 
Singlishmen,    Lord    Byron   among  the 
number,    who  openly  expressed    their 
sympathy    with    the    enemy    of   their 
countiy.     The  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderxT,  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech, 
assumed  an  heroic  and  almost  a  sublime 
attitude  as  the  opponent  of  this  pro- 
posal.     Perhaps  the   hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  conscious  of  an  early  close 
awaiting  his  jpolitical  career.    Allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  indifference  with 
which  the  Irish  borough  franchise  was 
rushed  through  Parliament  in  the  year 
after  the  passing  of  the  English  Beform 
Act.    That,  he  was  afraid,  was  perfectly 
true;    but  whatever  arrangement   the 
present  Lord  Carlingford  might  have 
entered  into  with  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  he  believed  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  iraorant    of   any  movement    his 
Lordship  might  have  made.     The  Irish 
Beform  Bill  had  the  misfortune  to  come 
after  the  great  wave  of  excitement  which 
passed  the  Beform  Bill  for  England.     It 
was  now  well  known  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  prepared  two  Bills  for  Eng- 
land ready  for  the  occasion.     One .  was 
a  Beform  Bill  of  the  first  class,  and  the 
other  an  inferior  and  a  cheaper  article  of 
the  second  class.     The  Government  ori- 
ginally intended  to  bring  forward  the 
iirst-class  Bill  in  the  first  instance  ;  but 
some  of  their  Colleagues  objected  to  so 
comprehensive  a  measure,  and,  conse- 
quently, a  famous  meeting  was  held,  at 
which,  when  it  became  known  that  some 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  had  resolved  to 
resign  rather  than  accept  this  compre- 
hensive Bill,  the  question  arose,  * '  W  hat 
ought  to  be  done  next?''      Only    10 
minutes  remained  to  come  to  a  resolu- 
tion, and  then  the  Prime  Minister  pro- 
duced the  second-class  cheap  Beiorm 
Bill,  as  if  that  alone  had  been  the  result 
.  €3  all  the  labours  of  the  Government. 


When,  however,  this  measure  was  in- 
troduced, the  House  received  it  so  coldly 
that,  after  throwing  over  two  of  his  Col- 
leagues,   the    present    Prime   Minister 
brought  forward  the  first-class  Beform 
Bill,  and  even  that  was  altered  in  every 
one  of  its  principal  points  as  the  discus- 
sion proceeded.     The  Government  ended 
by  adopting  the  system  of  household 
suffirage  pure  and  simple  in  the  boroughs ; 
and  at  last  the  present  Prime  Minister 
turned  round,  and  proclaimed  that  he 
had  all  along  been  in  favour  of  that, 
and  of  nothing  else,  and  that  in  his  pre- 
vious struggles  against  Parliamentary 
Beform  he  had  only  been  educating  his 
Party.     If  the  Irish  Members  had  been 
assisted  by  the  English  Liberals,  they 
would,  doubtless,  have  been  able  to  fovce 
on  the  Government  a  thorough  measure 
of  Beform  for  Ireland.    But  the  Eng- 
lish people  had  become  weary  of  the 
subject  of  Beform,  and  something  hardly 
worthy  of  the  name  of  a  Beform  BiU 
for  Ireland  was  shuffled  somehow  through 
Parliament,   and  that  country  was  in- 
formed— **  You  have  your  measure  of 
Beform ;  go  and  be  happy."     The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  failed  to  ad- 
duce any  valid  reason  why  there  shoiild 
be  a  difference  between  England  and 
Ireland  in  regard  to  the  borough  fran- 
chise. Many  hon .  Members  were  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  English  Bill,  because 
it  was  based  on  the  sure  and  firm  ground 
of  household  suffrage;   and  that  was 
said  to  be  an  intelligible  and  a  constitu- 
tional English  measure.     Such  being  the 
case,  what  was  the  reason  why  the  same 
trust  should  not  be  reposed  in  Ireland, 
and  why  there  should  not  be  the  same 
system  for  the  boroughs  there  as  for  the 
boroughs  here?    Oue  reason  g^ven  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  was 
that  the  lowering  of  the  borough  fran- 
chise to  household  suffrage  would  admit 
so  many  of  the  Irish  people  that  it  would 
be  highly  improper  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  assent  to  such  a  proposal. 
The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  **  social 
status,"  and  talked  of  certain  **  wretched 
little  boroughs"  in  Ireland  as  an  ar^- 
mont  against  extending   the  franchise. 
**  Social  status"  was  a  very  elastic  ex- 
pression— a  matter  of  comparison  alto- 
gether.   There  had  been  a  time,  not 
many  generations  ago,   when    Beform 
Bills  in  this  country  were  objected  to  on 
precisely  the  same  grounds.    The  per- 
sons deprived  of  social  status  were  tnen 
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the  great  English  middle  classes,  who 
now  made  up  the  bulk  alike  of  the  voters 
and  the  Members  of  Parliament.     In 
1867  and  1868  the  persons  deprived  of 
social  status  came  to  moan  the  artizan 
classes    in    the    great    English    towns. 
There  had  been  at  that  time  the  same 
effort  to  associate  crime  with  poverty. 
One  would  have  thought  the  result  of  the 
reforms  of  that  time  would  have  been 
to  break  down  this  idea,  and  to  show 
that  a  man  might  live  in  a  very  humble 
house  and  pay  a  very  small  rent,  and  yet 
be  a  respectable  person,  who  could  fairly 
be  intrusted  to  do  his  duty  in  the  electoral 
system.     This  was  the  principle  which 
they  invoked  for  Ireland.     Ireland  was  a 
much  poorer  country  than  England,  and 
a    low   rent    there    represented    some- 
thing   much    more    considerable,   both 
absolutely  and    in    proportion    to    the 
means  of  the  occupier,  than  it  did  in 
England.     The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
think  that  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  had  a  great  contempt  for  the 
Northern    Provinces    of  Ireland.      He 
spoke  of   **  despised  Belfast,"   and  in 
some  mysterious  way  appeared  to  make 
that  an  argument  against  lowering  the 
borough  franchise.     For  his  own  part, 
he  (Mr.   Justin  McCarthy)  had  never 
heard   any  Irish  Member    who    spoke 
contemptuously  of  Belfast  or  who  was 
not  very  proud  of  its  gpreat  commercial 
success  and  its  backbone  of  manly  ability. 
He  would  go  further  and  say,  such  was 
his  affection  for  the  North  of  Ireland, 
that  even  after  to-night's  performance 
he  did  not  despise  Londonderry.     The 
hon.  Member  had  gone  on  to  speak  of 
demagogues  and  anarchy  in  a  way  which 
recalled  to  his  mind  the  Beform  agita- 
tion of  1860  and  of  1867-8.     He  well 
remembered  hearing  the  same  argument 
put  with  much  greater  force  and  elo- 
quence by  the  late  Lord  Lytton,  who 
affirmed  that  poverty  and  passion  went 
together  and  made  a  man  open  to  the 
influence  of  demagogies.     The  results 
of  the  measures  of  tliat  date  had  hardly 
justified  the  predictions  which  had  been 
made.     There  was  but  one  way  of  dis- 
arming the  demagogue,  and  that  was  to 
get  the  respectable,  intelligent,  and  edu- 
cated masses  of  the  people  on  your  side 
and  draw  them  away  from  the  dema- 
gogue.    There  could  not  be  a  greater  or 
more  injurious  fallacy  than  to  suppose 
tliat  the  more  you  o^jprossod  a  popula- 
tion  and  kept  them    fVom  what  they 
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thought  their  rights  the  more  you  ex- 
cluded demagogues.    It  had  been  con- 
tended in  favour  of  Beform  in  England 
that  the  one  safe  and  certain  basis  for 
the  suffrage  in  boroughs  was  the  limit 
of  the  household  ;  that  the  possession  of 
any  kind  of  roof-tree  made  a  man  really 
a  citizen,   and  not  an  outcast.      Thej 
waited  to  hear  any  reason  to  show  that 
the  same  system  should  not  be  allowed 
to  prevail  in  Ireland.    They  had  heard 
a  great  deal  to-night  about  the  influence 
of  one  particular  non.  Member  who  had 
had  the  good  fortune  to  be  mentioned 
very  often  in  Parliament  this  Session. 
The  House  of   Commons  always  had 
its  pet  aversions.     There  was   always 
some   particular    so-called    demagogue 
who  was  pointed  to  as  a  reason  why 

{)opular  reform  should  be  denied.     The 
ate  Daniel  O'Connell    had    held  that 
position  in  one  generation  in  the  English 
House  of  Commons.     He  could  remem- 
ber well  that  at  another  time  the  pet 
aversion  of  the  Party  opposite  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright).     It  was  said 
at  one  time  that  if  a  Conservative  nuise 
wanted  to  frighten  a  disobedient  child 
she  threatened  to  give  him  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.     At  the 
present  moment  they  seemed  to  have 
selected  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Pamell)  as  this  type  of  demagogue. 
Every  word  he  had  ever  said,  and  a 
gpreat  number  of  words  he  had  never 
said,  were  brought  up  again  and  again 
and  given  as  an  unanswerable  reason 
why  reform  should  be  allowed  to  go  no 
further  in  Ireland.   But  if  Ireland  really 
were  in  such  a  condition  of    terrible 
social  convulsion  and  thirst  for  revolu- 
tion and  anarchy  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  supposed,  would  it  be 
kept  quiet  bv  the  mere  exclusion  of  a 
few  men  below  the  £4  limit?    They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  to-night  about 
the  happy  days  when  the  Home  Bule 
Party  was  a  respectable  Party.     Its  re- 
spectability had  ceased,  it  seemed,  about 
a  year  ago,  and  since  that  time  the  ter- 
rible game  of    obstruction    had    been 
played  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath. 
but  this  game  of  obstruction  began  a 
great  deal  more  than  a  year  ago.    Seve- 
ral years  ago,   when  the  Home  Bule 
Party  was  still  respectable,  some  such 
disturbances  had  occurred.    Nor  was  this 

Eortentous  device  the  invention  of  tihe 
on.  Member  for  Meath.    Long  ago,  * 
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before  the  Hon.  Member  for  Meath  was 
bom,  it  was  recognized  as  a  le^timate 
means  of  opposing  legislation  by  very 
leading  statesmen.  For  example,  in 
discussing  the  possibility  of  a  stringent 
law  being  passed  against  Ireland,  a  very 
eminent  person — a  statesman  not  with- 
out authority  even  for  the  Conservative 
Party — had  said — 

*'  The  experience  the  Conaerrative  Party  had 
about  the  Iriflh  Athib  Bill  last  year  must  have 
shown  them  that  a  compact  body  of  opponents, 
though  few  in  number,  may,  by  debating  every 
sentence  and  word  of  a  Bill,  and  by  dividing 
after  every  debate,  so  obstruct  the  progress  of 
a  Bill  through  Parliament,  that  a  whole  Ses- 
sion may  be  scarcely  long  enough  for  carry- 
ing through  one  measure.  Of  course,'*  continued 
this  eminent  statesman,  "  the  Irish  Members  on 
our  side,  and  all  the  English  and  Scotch  Radi- 
Gals,  would  sit  from  mom  till  eve  and  from  eve 
till  dewy  mom  to  prevent  any  more  stringent 
law  being  enacted. 

Those  were  the  words  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston  in  1844,  as  g^ven  in  his  "  Life  "  by 
Mr.  Eveljm  Ashley.  But  the  English 
Ck>n8titution  and  the  Parliamentary  sys- 
tem of  England  succeeded  in  holding 
their  way  even  despite  the  obstruction 
referred  to  by  Lord  Palmerston  ;  and  he 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  had  no  doubt 
they  would  survive  even  what  might 
take  place  at  the  present  time.  But  the 
extract  he  had  cited  showed  that  the 
practice  of  obstructing  obnoxious  mea- 
sures had  always  existed,  more  or  less, 
and  its  existence  now  formed  no  con- 
ceivable argument  for  refusing  the  fran- 
chise to  a  people.  He  hoped  that  House 
would  not  be  led  away  by  the  figures,  by 
the  invectives,  or  by  the  eloquence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry,  but 
that  it  would  remove  a  manifest  in- 
equality and  injustice  by  making  the  law 
of  England  and  the  law  of  Ireland  the 
same. 

Mb.  M.  brooks,  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  was  one  of  those  inequalities  exist- 
ing in  the  law  which  imperatively  de- 
manded a  remedy. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present.  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  M.  brooks,  resuming,  said,  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  referred  to  the  inequality  of  the 
law  in  relation  to  the  borough  fran- 
chiae  in  the  Three  Eongdoms.    He  did 


not  propose  to  refer  to  any  of  the  figures 
which  had  been  mentioned  previously 
in  the  House  in  connection  with  the  de- 
bates on  the  subject;  but  he  would 
address  himself  to  what  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  results  in  Ireland  of  that  in- 
equality, and  of  the  feeling  of  injustice 
from  which  the  people  suflPered  in  conse- 
quence of  its  existence.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Imperial  Parliament,  in 
dealing  with  the  Irish  people,  acted  con- 
trary to  the  injuction,  **Do  unto  others 
as  ye  would  that  they  should  do  unto 
you,"  and  any  such  neglect  of  that  in- 
junction invariably,  in  public  affairs  as 
in  private  affairs,  led  to  disaffection,  and 
eventually  to  disaster.  In  Ireland  the 
inequality  of  the  law  on  this  subject  had 
produced  an  amount  of  discontent  which 
they  all  deplored.  No  one  in  the  House 
regretted  more  than  he  did  the  unhap- 
piness  which  prevailed  amongst  Irish 
people,  and  which  was  a  consequence  of 
the  sense  of  injustice  from  wluch  they 
had  suffered.  It  was  believed  by  the 
great  majority  of  that  people  that  the 
English  and  Scotch  Members— that 
Members  of  the  dominant  class  who  sat 
on  either  side  of  the  Gangway,  proceeded 
upon 

"  The  good  old  rule,  the  simple  plan. 

That  they  should  take  who  have  tho  power. 
And  they  should  keep  who  can." 

There  could  be  no  doubt  that  so  long 
as  the  present  inequality  in  this  matter 
of  the  franchise  existed,  so  long  would 
there  be  the  agitation  which  now  pre- 
vailed upon  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles 
Lewis),  among  the  many  other  bold 
things  ho  had  told  them,  said  that  there 
was  no  feeling  or  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  people  on  this  question.  Ho  (Mr. 
M.  Brooks)  did  not  know  anyone  who 
ou^ht  to  be  better  acquainted  with  the 
feelings  on  the  matter  of  those  who 
were  sent  forward  by  Local  Governing 
Bodies  than  he  himself,  and  he  could  statu 
with  confidence  that  there  was  a  very 
general  call  for  remedying  tho  grievance 
complained  of.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  those  Local  Bodies  did  not  petition. 
There  was  a  belief  that  Petitions  com- 
ing up  to  the  House  were  simply  com- 
mit tea  to  the  waste-paper  basket,  and 
were  never  exhumed  for  any  practical 

Eurpose ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  to 
e  considered  a  neglect  on  the  part  of 
the  ratepayers  or  on  the  part  of  the 
persons  whom  they  asked  to  serve  them 


843        Sorough  Ftanchhe  [COMMONS]        {Irelani).—Resotut(on.         844 


in    the    Local  Governing    Bodies  that 
Petitions  had  not  been  more  generally 
presented.     The  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry had  been  good  enough  to  say 
that  the    laws  existing   in  the   Three 
Kingdoms  were    equal,    and,   amongst 
other  things,  the  hon.  Gentleman    in- 
stanced the  system  of  education  which 
had  prevailed  in  Ireland  for  so  many 
years.     That  allegation  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  displayed  a  courage, 
a  boldness,  and  a  want  of  information 
which  was  very  remarkable.     In  every 
district,  town,  village,   and  hamlet  in 
England    there  was    a   public    school, 
where    the    teaching    was     in    accord 
with  the  feelings  of  the  people,  where 
the  regulating  board  was  sent  forward 
by  the  ratepayers,  and  where  the  con- 
sciences and  feelings  of  the  people  were 
respected.     In  Ireland  a  completely  dif- 
ferent state  of  things  existed.     The  con- 
sciences   of  the  people   might  not  be 
violated ;  but  they  were  strained  to  an 
extent  which  was  inconsistent  with  hap- 
piness  and  contentment.      To    declare 
in  the  House,  at  that  time  of  day,  that 
the  Irish  people  were  governed  accord- 
ing to  Irish  ideas  in  the  matter  of  edu- 
cation was,  at  all  events,  an  oversight, 
which  no   one,  perhaps,  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  would  have 
ventured  to  indicate.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  spoken  of  the  miserable 
cottiers  on  the  mountain  side  of  Donegal 
who  were    endeavouring    to    obtain  a 
scanty  subsistence,  and  had  said  that 
were  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  KUdare  to  become  law,  and 
be  carried  into  effect,  those  poor  people 
would  not  do  credit  to  the  electoral  roll. 
How  was  it,  he  (Mr.  M.  Brooks)  asked, 
.that  they  were    dissatisfied?      It  was 
simply  because  they  had  not  that  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  would 
deny  them.    He  had  a  sincere  conviction 
that  if  the  franchise  were  largely  ox- 
tended  in  Ireland  it  would  be  accom- 
panied by  better  citizenship  than  now 
prevailed,  that  great  happiness  would 
ensue,  that  the  present  sense  of  serfdom 
would  disappear,  and  that  there  would 
be  much  less  cause  for  complaint  on  the 
part  of   those  who  now  lamented  the 
unhappy  condition  of  the  country.     The 
rentals   in   Ireland  of  all  kinds  were 
cheaper  than  in  England ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment valuation  of  a  dwelling-house 
was  not  a  fair  tost  of  the  value  of  the 
house.     It  was  system  rather  promoted 
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by  the  Government  that  land  should  be 
valued  at  two-thirds,  and  tenements  at 
about  half  of  the  letting^  yalae.     There- 
fore, the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londondeny,  based  on  the  existence 
of  equality  as  between  England  and 
Ireland,  was  fallacious — much    of  the 
discontent   prevailing    in    Ireland    wu 
owing  to  the  inequahty  of  the  law.     Ho 
was  a  supporter  of  law  and  order,  and 
as  good  a  subject  to  the  Qaeen  as  any- 
one in  that  House ;  and,  therefore,  he  felt 
it  to  be  incumbent  on  him  to  do  the 
utmost  in  his  power  to  remedy  the  in- 
equality of  the  law,  and  thus  to  promote 
the  progress  of  the  Irish  people. 

Me.  O'CLERY    supported   the  Mo- 
tion   on    the    ground    mainly    that   it 
would,  if  passed,  put  the  voting  power 
of  the  Irish  people  somewhat  on  a  level 
with  that  of  the  voters  in  England  and 
Scotland.     In  a  former  speech  of  the 
hon.   Member    for    Londonderry    (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  on  the  subject,  the  non. 
Member  then  said  the  demand    ought 
not  to  be  granted,  because  there  was  no 
interest  fdt  in  it  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  efforts  of  the  Home  Bule  Party  to 
excite  the  people  on  the  matter  had 
utterly  failed.    Now,  he  had  changed 
his  tactics,  and  he  said  that  because  of 
the  agitation  in  Ireland  the  question 
ought  not  to  be  discussed.    It  was  in 
this  inconsistent  way  that  Irish  ques- 
tions had  been  time  after  time  dealt 
with  in  the  House.    But  in  eyerr  case 
the  resiilt  was  the  same — the  wisihes  of 
the  Irish  people  must  not  be  gratified. 
If  the  Eesolution  were  given  effect  to, 
the  voting  power  of  fully  29  boroufl^ 
in  Ireland  would  be  practically  doub&d. 
In  face  of  the  household  suffrage  which 
England  herself  enjoyed,  it  couhl  not  be 
said  that  Ireland  was  fairly  represented, 
so  long  as  29  boroughs  were  compelled 
to  lose  half  their  voting  power.    The 
hon.  Member  for   Londonaerry  feared 
that  a  larger  number  of  MembOTs  would 
be  sent  to  the  House  to  put  forward  the 
reasonable  demand  for  the  restoration 
of  the  Irish  Parliament.    Now,  one  of 
two  things  must  be  faced.     Either  Ire- 
land was  content  with  her  present  posi- 
tion under  the  English  Parliament,  or 
she  was  absolutely  discontented  with  it, 
and  would,  if  the  franchise  were   en- 
larged, make    her    voice  heard  more 
loudly,  and  would  show  that  she  was  in 
earnest  in  her  demand  for  the  restora- 
tion of  her  ancient  Parliament.    If  the 
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House  would  make  the  admission  that 
its  80  years  of  rule  over  Ireland  bad 
been  80  years  of  failure,  be  could  un- 
derstand the  opposition  to  the  present 
Kesolution.  He  denied  that  tbe  de- 
mand now  made  was  a  revolutionary 
one,  because,  although  it  had  been  made 
and  persisted  in  ever  since  the  Union, 
it  had  no  connection  with  any  proposal 
made  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  a 
dissolution  of  the  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  all  who  had 
observed  the  patience  of  the  Irish  people 
under  their  sufferings  must  allow  that 
they  were  worthy  of  the  franchise.  The 
English  would  not  have  behaved  so 
patiently,  for  an  Englishman  would 
fight  for  his  belly.  The  attention  of  the 
Continent  was  now  directed  to  Irish 
affairs,  and  English  views  with  respect  to 
the  Government  of  Ireland  would  no 
longer  be  accepted  on  the  Continent. 

Mb.  K.  T.  DIGBY  said,  if  he  could 
believe  the  dismal  picture  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonaerry  (Mr.  Charles 
Lewis),  he  would  support  the  Motion ; 
but  he  thought  that  if  they  trusted  the 
people  with  the  responsibility  of  a  vote, 
those  people,  guided  very  much  by  the 
influence  of  the  clergy,  would  exercise 
their  rights  in  no   revolutionary  way, 
but  quite  the  contrary.  No  doubt,  their 
spirit  was  thoroughly  and  entirely  na- 
tional ;  but  he  did  not  think  tho  people 
would  be  led  away  by  wild  theories. 
The  most  dangerous  men  in   Ireland 
were  those  with  little  education,  who 
emancipated  themselves  from  religious 
influence,  not  those  who  had  a  religious 
hope  and  faith.     Therefore  it  was  that 
he  supi)orted  the  Motion,  without  any 
feeling  of  distrust  whatever,  hoping  that 
his  country  might  bo  saved  from  revolu- 
tion and  agitation,  and  that  the  hands 
of  the  moderate  Party  might  bo  strength- 
ened.   The  arguments  against  the  Ko- 
Bolution  were  the  same  as  those  which 
were  used  against  the  extension  of  the 
English     franchise,     and    they     were 
thrashed  out  when  they  were  brought 
forward  on  that  occasion.      He  thought 
the  House  ought  to  be  guided  by  the 
Toice  of  the  Irish  Members,  who  almost 
universally  declared  that  the  passing  of 
this  Besolution  would  be  no  blow  to  the 
Empire,  and  that  nobody  who  voted  for 
it  would  afterwards  regret  having  done 


Ma.  GILES  denied  that  there  was  any 
quettion  of  juatioe  to  Ireland  which  re- 


quired the  House  to  agree  to  tho  Motion. 
The  householders  to  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  the  suffrage  were  by  no 
means  equal  in  status  and  education  to 
the  householders  of  this  country.     They 
were,  in  fact,  the  residuum  whom  few 
would  desire  to  intrust  with  votes.     He 
denied  that  Ireland  was  treated  with  any 
unfairness  in  respect  of  her  representa- 
tion.    According  to  the  population  in 
England  and  Wales,  there  was  one  Mem- 
ber to  every  47,000  persons,  in  Ireland 
one  to  every  53,000,  and  in  Scotland  one 
to  every  56,000.     Those  figures  showed 
that  Ireland  was  not  in  this  respect  suf- 
fering from  any  essential  injustice.     But 
they    were  told  that  the  country  was 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment ;    and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  concluded  one  of  his  numerous 
speeches  in  the  Becess  by  saying  that 
**the  first  day  of  tho  new  Parliament 
would  be  the  last  day  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment," which  was  equivalent  to  say- 
ing that  the  present  House  of  Commons 
did  not  represent  the  electors  of  the 
United    Kingdom.      The    election    for 
Liverpool,  and  more  closely  recent  that 
for  Southwark,  was  the  answer  to  that 
allegation.      If,   however,   the  present 
House  of   Commons  did  not  represent 
the  general  body  of  electors,  much  less 
did  the  Homo    Rulers    represent    the 
general  body  of  electors  of  Ireland.     He 
found,  it  was  true,  that  of  103  Irish 
Members  there  were  58  who  were  Homo 
Kulers  ;  but  when  the  votes  wore  scruti- 
nized it  appeared  that  out  of  234,000 
voters,  66,000  voted  for  Homo  Rulers, 
and    6,000    agaiust    Conservative    and 
Liberal  Members,  making  a  total  of  only 
72,000  Home  Rule  voters ;  so  that  less 
than  one-third  of  the  electoral  power  of 
Ireland  represented  Home  Rule.     Were 
tho  other  two-thirds   to   be    silenced  ? 
Were  they  to  be  set  aside  altogether  by 
this  minority  of  one- third?     lie  would 
suggest  to  the  Home  Rulers  in  the  House 
to  moderate  their  language.     The  House 
was  always  ready  to  listen  to  any  propo- 
sition to  do  justice  to  Ireland ;  but  it 
would  not  suomit  to  be  intimidated  or 
threatened. 

Mr.  WADDY  remarked,  that  he  con- 
sidered there  was  an  anxious  desire  iu 
the  House  to  do  justice  to  Ireland ;  but, 
unfortunately,  many  of  its  Members  had 
mixed  up  "  Home  Rule  "  and  other  irre- 
levant  questions   with  tho  debate  on 
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franchise.  The  majority  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  represented  those 
who  had  to  legislate  for  the  Sister 
Country,  which  appeared  to  think  it  was 
unequally  represented  in  Parliament  in 
regard  to  numbers,  and  that  it  was  not 
sufficiently  represented  by  those  who 
enjoyed  the  u'ancbise.  But  the  Irish 
Members  who  had  supported  the  Motion 
did  not  say,  **  Give  us  a  larger  share  in 
the  representation."  They  said,  **Make 
our  share  in  the  representation  the  same 
as  your  own."  He  (Mr.  Waddy)  thought 
it  desirable  that  those  who  did  not  be- 
lieve in  Home  Kule  should  distinctly  un- 
derstand the  position  they  took  up  in 
this  matter.  The  House  had  heard  the 
opinions  and  views  that  night  of  several 
Members  from  the  Sister  Isle,  who  were 
credited  with  faith  in  the  system  of 
Home  Kule.  He  did  not  wish  to  define 
what  that  system  was ;  but  because  he 
believed,  in  common  with  a  large  majo- 
rity of  the  House,  that  Home  Kule  would 
be  a  profound  misfortune  for  the  Sister 
Country,  he  would  earnestly  entreat  the 
House  to  listen  with  consideration  and 
care  to  the  claim  which  was  being  now 
made  for  Ireland.  It  was  because  he 
believed  the  mere  fact  that  the  House 
deemed  Home  Eule  to  Ireland  to  be  un- 
necessary, and  that  it  would  be  illogical 
to  grant  what  was  now  claimed,  that  he 
appealed  to  the  House  that  night  to 
consider  the  position.  He  was  not  a  bit 
in  love  with  Home  Kule.  The  manner 
of  its  birth  had  not  recommended  it  to 
his  judgment.  If  they  were  dealing  with 
the  case  of  a  Colony  the  arguments  which 
had  been  used  would  be  exceedingly  dif- 
ferent ;  but  they  were  dealing  with  Ire- 
land, which  was  called  the  Sister  Country, 
and  as  such  it  was  supposed  to  be  judged, 
and  governed,  and  managed  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  equality.  If  it  was  a  Sister 
Country,  he  could  not  understand  in  what 
respect  there  was  to  be  a  distinction. 
Not  one  single  argument,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  had  been  based  upon  principle, 
but  a  great  many  had  been  based  upon 
passion.  The  whole  of  the  speech  of  the 
ton.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
diatribe  against  Homo  Rule ;  but  in  this 
debate  they  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  Home  Kule.  They  should  discuss 
this  matter  of  the  franchise  on  its  own 
merits.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  was  vigorous,  but  it  was 
not  logical.     It  was  also  remarkable  for 
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want  of  good  taste.    Was  it  true  that  in 
Ireland  the  more  they  multiplied  the 
number  of  their  voters  the  worse  they 
got  in  the  character  of  the  Representa- 
tives they  sent  ?    It  also  appeared  that 
the  people  were  getting  more  Conserva- 
tive, and  from  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  it  would  ap- 
pear that  the  halcyon  days  were  coming 
when  Home  Bule  would  die  out,   and 
nearly  all  the  Representatiyes  sent  to 
Parliament  woiild  be  Conservatives.    It 
had  been  said  there  was  no  fixity  of 
tenure  in  Ireland,  and  that  people  did 
not  live  long  enough  in  one  place.     The 
same  was  said  respecting  this  countzy 
years  ago,  and  he  was  not  surprised  that 
it  was  said  of  Ireland,  for  unless  things 
greatly  improved  in  that  countiTin  regard 
to  the  Land  Question,  he  should  not  con- 
sider it  a  very  desirable  place  to  live  in  for 
any  length  of  time,  especially  in  one  place. 
Hon.   Members  opposite  often  taunted 
the  Irish  Members  below  the  Qangway 
with  being  disloyal  and  traitorous.    Was 
it  not  fair,  then,  to  ask,  "  If  the  present 
constituencies  have  such   evil    results, 
could  their  action  really  be  worse?" 
There  was  no  one,  he  thought,  in  the 
House  who  woiild  deny  that  in  times 
gone  by  our  rule  of  Ireland  had  been  of 
a  character  which  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult for  us  to  justify,  and  they  were  not 
now  likely  to  promote  peace,  and  happi- 
ness, and  harmony,  by  using  the  kind  of 
language  which  had  been  heard  that 
m'ght.     One  hon.  Gentleman  had  charac- 
terized the  policy  which  had  been  pur- 
sued as  that  of  the  serpent,  and  other 
strong    words    had  been  used.      Such 
speeches  were  printed  and  published  in 
Ireland,  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
such  language  was  the  language  which 
should  be  used  in  discussing  a  matter 
which   should  especially  be  robbed  of 
anything  like  passion  and  anger  ?    If  it 
was  true,  as  ne  believed  it  was,  that 
there  had  been  too  much  room  for  agita- 
tion in  days  gone  by,  then  he  would  urge 
those  who  were  now  trying  to  stir  up  the 
people  to  be  cautious,  and  also  to  remem- 
ber that  they  could  not  do  much  mischief, 
unless  there  was  wrong  to  be  redressed, 
for  fire  would  not  bum  without  fuel.    If 
there   were  legislative  grievances,   and 
the  Irish  people  had  a  right  to  claim 
equality  with  the  Englisli,  Scotch,  and 
Welsh  in  this  matter  of  the  franchise,  he 
would   say — did  it  not  occur  to  their 
friends  that  they  would  do  more  good  by 
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calling  hon.  Members  who  were  opposed 
to  them  fewer  hard  names  ?  Let  them 
give  equality  in  this  as  in  other  respects, 
and  if  they  did  so,  the  cause  for  the 
wrath  which  had  been  exhibited  that 
night  would  die  away. 

Mr.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  said,  that 
the  first  ground  on  which  the  Motion 
was  advocated  was  that  of  equality,  and 
when  one  used  that  word  it  was  almost 
unnecessary  to  follow  it  up  with  argu- 
ment. Ireland  was  united  to  England 
by  the  Act  of  Union,  and  was  supposed 
to  enjoy  a  conmion  Constitution.  Why, 
then,  should  not  the  people  of  Ireland 
enjoy  the  same  means  of  expressing  their 
views  under  that  Constitution  that  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  enjoyed  ? 
He  appealed  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  look  back  at  the  past  history  of  Ire- 
land, think  of  all  that  Ireland  had 
undergone  in  past  centuries,  of  rights 
refused  for  generations — even  unto  the 
time  in  which  they  lived,  and  finally 
ooneededy  and  now  admitted  to  have 
been  most  reasonably  conceded.  Was 
it  fair  dealing  with  people  on  whom  the 
refusal  of  these  rights  had  left  such 
painful  memories  to  refuse  them  their 
present  demand  for  perfect  equality  in 
the  franchise  ?  He  endeavoured  never 
to  refer  to  these  past  events  in  that 
House  intones  of  bitterness  and  exasper- 
ation, but  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
English  Members,  moved  by  their  painful 
memories,  to  come  forward  and  try  to 
displace  the  recollection  of  them  by  in- 
troducing perfect  equality.  Its  conces- 
aion,  he  maintained,  would  be  an  earnest 
of  goodwill  on  the  part  of  this  country 
to  Ireland.  It  was  said  that  Ireland 
was  not  loyal.  He  did  not  like  extreme 
confessions  of  loyalty,  and  he  had  an 
equal  dislike  to  expressions  of  disloyalty, 
which  meant  nothing  practical,  and 
which  could  only  create  exasperation ; 
but  the  feeling  of  loyalty  in  Ireland  was 
like  the  mercury  in  a  thermometer,  it 
went  up  and  down  according  as  a  spirit 
of  B3rmpathy  and  kindness  was  displayed 
by  the  people  of  England  towards  the 
people  of  Ireland.  If  the  House  made 
this  concession  of  equality  in  the  matter 
of  franchise,  undoubtedly  loyalty  would 
go  up,  for  it  had  alvrays  gone  up  when 
a  concession  was  made  in  a  fair  spirit. 
If  they  refused  it,  loyalty  would  not  grow 
by  their  refusal,  and  a  tendency  to  dis- 
loyalty would  be  promoted.  Something 
had  been  said  about  cheers  for  the  Zulus 


having  been  g^ven  at  public  meetings  in 
Ireland.  Well,  no  one  could  hear  mem 
without  regret ;  but  what  had  occurred 
on  these  occasions  was  that  some  silly 
boy,  or  thoughtless  man,  who  perhaps 
had  taken  too  much  drink,  raised  tnat  cry. 
He  had  never  heard  a  cheer  in  response 
to  it.  No  one  who  thought  seriously  on 
the  subject  would  think  of  raising  that 
as  an  argument  against  granting  this 
concession  of  equality  of  the  franchise. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  on  the  subject 
of  Home  Rule.  The  question  of  the 
franchise,  as  brought  before  the  House, 
had  no  bearing  whatever  on  the  question 
of  Home  Kule.  If  it  had  any  relation 
to  Home  Rule,  it  was  this — that  it  would 
prepare  the  people  for  the  acceptance  of 
a  wise  and  just  measure  of  self-govern- 
ment, such  as,  on  consideration,  very  few 
practical  men  in  that  House  would  object 
to.  There  was  another  bearing  which  it 
might  be  fairly  said  Home  Eule  had  on 
the  subject.  Irish  Members  came  to  that 
House  in  1874  demanding  Home  Rule. 
They  were  told  that  they  would  not  get 
it ;  but  that  any  fair  demands  that  could 
be  made  for  the  concession  of  equal 
rights  with  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen 
within  the  Constitution  as  it  was  at 
present  framed  would  be  conceded. 
Well,  here  was  one  of  the  demands,  and 
no  man  could  say  that  it  transcended  the 
limits  of  equality.  Surely  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  one  side  of  the  House  or 
the  other  wanted  to  strengthen  their  ar- 
guments against  Home  Rule,  whatever 
the  value  of  those  arguments  might 
ultimately  prove  to  be,  they  must  make 
those  concessions  of  equality  demanded 
within  the  limits  of  the  Constitution  as 
at  present  formed.  Then  it  was  said 
that  if  the  franchise  were  enlarged  the 
people  would  not  return  a  good  class  of 
men.  Ho  confessed  his  experience  of 
the  lower  classes  in  Irish  towns  led  him 
to  the  conclusion  that,  while  thoroughly 
national,  they  were  strongly  Conservative 
in  their  views  as  to  the  selection  of  the 
men  by  whom  they  wished  to  be  repre- 
sented ;  that  their  choice  generally  fell 
upon  men  who  were  well  known  to  them, 
or  who  possessed  local  claims  upon  their 
notice.  Compare  broadly,  and  in  a 
generous  spirit,  the  classes  in  the  two 
countries,  those  who  were  admitted  to 
the  franchise  in  England,  and  those  on 
whom  it  was  sought  to  confer  the  fran- 
chise in  Ireland.  Were  the  Irish  people 
less  educated?    Nothing  of  the  kind. 
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Then  Ireland  was  much  more  free  from 
ordinary  crime  than  England,  and  there 
was  no  doubt  that  property  was  as  much 
respected  in  Irish  towns  as  it  was  in  the 
towns  of  England.     Some  hon.  Member 
said  that  if  the  humble  Irishman  was 
given  the  franchise  he  would  be  a  Com- 
munist ;  while  almost  in  the  next  breath 
it  was  said  he  would  be  the  slave  of 
his  priest  or  Bishop.     The  two  things 
were  not  consistent,  and  those  who  had 
recourse  to  such  arguments  were  really 
at    their   wits'   end  to  find   arguments 
against  the  proposition  before  the  House. 
It  was   said,   however,    that  the   Irish 
people  had  nothing  to  complain  of,  inas- 
much as  some  of  the  Irish  towns  in  pro- 
portion to  their  population  had  the  same 
electoral  advantages  as  towns  similarly 
situated  in  this  country,  and  the  town  of 
Belfast  was   generally   referred   to    in 
support  of  that   argument.     The  fact, 
however,  seemed  to  be  lost  sight  of  that 
Belfast  was  a  large  manufacturing  town, 
in  which  there  were  a  great  number  of 
houses  inhabited  by  the  working  classes 
valued  over  £4.     But  that  surely  was  no 
reason  why  houses  valued  under  £4  in 
other  towns  should  be  excluded  from  the 
right  to  confer  a  vote.     When  house- 
hold suffrage  was  demanded  for  England 
it  was  never  contended  that  because  the 
agricultural  districts  did  not  contain  as 
large  a  number  of  comfortable  houses  as 
the    manufacturing  towns  the    people 
living  in  them  should  be   refused  the 
franchise.      Yet  the    argument   drawn 
from  the  case  of  Belfast  was  urged  as  a 
reason  for  not  acceding  to  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that  now  before  the  House.     It 
was  further  stated  that  if  that  proposal 
were  agreed  to  some  Irish  towns  would 
bo   deprived   of   their  Representatives, 
while    others,    such   as  Waterford  and 
Galwav,  would  each  lose  one  Member. 
Now,  the  population  of  Waterford  was 
26,000,  and  it  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  there  wore  English  towns,  such  as 
Barnstaple  with  a  population  of  11,813, 
and   Grantham   with    a    population  of 
13,000,   which  returned   two  Members. 
Why,  then,  should  Galway  and  Water- 
ford lose  one  Member  ?    Because  it  was 
said,  although  more  thickly  populated, 
they  had  not  half  the  number  of  electors 
which  places  like  Barnstaple  and  Grant- 
ham possessed.     But  how  did  that  come 
to  pass  ?    It  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  law  precluded  the   peoplo    in  the 
towns    in    Ireland    from  having  their 
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names  placed  on  the  electoral  roll.    Bat 
be  that  as  it  might,  if  it  ^were  rejected 
now,  the  day  woiild  come,  for  it  was 
not  far  distant,  when  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  would  be  carried ; 
and  he  called  upon  the  House,  without 
waiting  longer,  generously  to  accord  to 
the  Sister  Island  that  equality  which  was 
claimed  for  her,  and  to  which  she  was 
entitled. 

Mr.  T.  DICKSON  said,  that  according 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Charles  Lewis),   the  only  bright 
spot  in  Ireland  was  Derry,  and  there 
was  nothing  new  in  his  speech  but  an 
increase  of  hatred  and  contempt  for  Ire- 
land.    The  hon.  Member  had  opposed 
every  measure  that  promised  to  be  bene- 
ficial to  Ireland,  and  had  regarded  as  a 
blunder  not  only  the  University  Bill, 
but  all  the  other  attempts  to  redress  Irish 
grievances.     As  for  the  immediate  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  the  Irish  boroughs 
had  a  population  of  900,000  people,  with 
less  than  50,000  electors,  wmle  the  same 
population  in  this  country  had  128,000 
electors.     Manchester  alone  had  10,000 
more  voters  than  all  the  Irish  towns  put 
together.     Such  a  law  could  not  be  per- 
petuated.    It  was  bad  in  principle,  and 
wholly  indefensible  as  a  practical  ar- 
rangement in  places  where  the  Taluation 
was  such  that  very  respectable  holdings 
conferred  no  vote.     Then  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber   sneered  at   the  occupiers  of   the 
thatched  houses  in  Ireland.     But  from 
his  (Mr.  Dickson's)  experience  of  Ireland, 
the  occupiers  of  those  houses  were  far 
better  than  the  inhabitants  of  the  back 
slums  and  alleys  of  Liverpool  and  Man- 
chester, degraded  by  misery  and  vice. 
The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  poor 
miserable  constituents  of  the  South  of 
Ireland ;  but  he  forgot  to  say  anything 
about  Londonderry.      It  was  easy  to 
understand  why  Derir  was  to  be  a  dose 
borough ;  because,  if  that  constituency 
was  extended,  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  very  little  chance  of  being  again 
returned  to  that  House.     Reference  had 
been  made  to  the  necessity  of  denying 
the  suifrage  to  the  dangerous  classes; 
but  if  there  existed  any  elements  of  social 
danger  he  would  rather  bring  them  to 
the  front  than  keep  them  in  the  back- 
ground.     He  was    inclined,    however, 
either  to  dispute  their  existence,  or  to  be- 
lieve that  they  would  disappearunder  the 
influence  of  better  legislation.    The  hon. 


853        Sorough  FraneKm        {February  17,  1880)     (Treland).'^Se8olution.    854 


Member  for  Londonderry  triumphantly 
pointed  to  the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare,  which  was 
defeated  by  69  votes  last  Session ;  but  in 
the  division  the  Irish  Members  voted 
3  to  1  in  favour  of  it.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  Ireland  wanted  content- 
ment and  peace;  but  there  would  be 
no  peace  or  contentment  in  Ireland  so 
long  as  the  laws  continued  as  they  were. 
There  was  plenty  of  capital  in  Ireland ; 
but  it  would  never  be  spent  in  Ireland 
on  the  land  until  they  had  a  reform  of 
the  Land  Laws.  He  TMr.  Dickson),  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  tne  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kildare,  and  believed  that 
before  long  a  Bill  framed  upon  it  would 
pass  through  Parliament. 

Mr.  BLENNERHAS8ETT  said,  that 
the  course  of  this  debate  must  have  re- 
moved the  effect  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis).  On  this  question  the 
Irish  Members  seemed  to  be  met  by  the 
Government  with  what  he  might  call  a 
conspiracy  of  silence.  The  subj  ect,  how- 
ever, was  one  which  must  come  to  the 
front  and  be  settled.  The  borough 
Members  were  as  eager  for  reform  as  the 
country  Bepresentatives ;  and  he  would 
point  to  the  unanimity  with  which  the 
Irish  Members  had  year  by  year  sup- 
ported the  Hesolution .  It  had  been  fully 
discussed  by  the  House  at  one  time  or 
another,  ana  had  at  length  been  stripped 
of  the  fallacies  that  had  originally  at- 
tached to  it,  especially  the  idea  that 
Ireland  had  an  undue  share  of  repre- 
sentation. It  had  been  shown  that  if 
population  were  taken  as  the  basis  of 
representation  Ireland  should  have  110 
or  11 1  Members.  The  same  inequalities 
of  representation  might  be  found  in  the 
boroughs  of  England  and  Scotland,  and 
the  argument  that  they  would  bo  inten- 
sified by  the  granting  of  this  request  of 
Ireland  went  for  nothing.  There  were 
60  English  boroughs  represented  by  a 
Member  in  the  House  with  a  population 
of  less  than  10,000  each,  and  the  entire 
population  of  these  boroughs  was  less 
than  that  of  the  county  of  Cork,  which 
was  represented  in  the  House  by  two 
Members  only.  They  could  not  look  at 
this  question  in  the  light  of  the  isolated 
instances  which  had  been  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry ;  but  they 
must  look  at  it  as  a  whole.  They  had 
the  ffreat  fact  that  while  in  England  and 
Sootumd  14  per  cent  of  the  urban  popu- 


lation had  the  franchise,  in  Ireland  the 
proportion  was  only  6  per  cent.  The 
grievance  in  the  case  of  Ireland  was  all 
the  stronger  because  only  37  out  of  the 
103  Irish  Members  were  returned  by  the 
boroughs,  the  others  being  elected  on 
the  high  franchise  of  the  counties.  When 
the  Irish  people  asked  them  to  remedy 
this  state  of  things  they  did  not  ask  for 
any  sweeping  change ;  it  was,  in  fact,  a 
very  much  less  sweeping  measure  than 
that  which  was  introduced  by  the  Reform 
Bill  of  1 867.  That  measure  had  increased 
the  number  of  borough  electors  in  Eng- 
land from  500,000  to  1,500,000.  The 
present  proposal  would  only  increase  the 
urban  electors  of  Ireland  from  50,000  to 
100,000.  The  principle  of  the  franchise 
was  not  to  give  it  to  a  house,  but  to  a 
man ;  and  there  was  nothing  intelligible 
in  fixing  the  limit  at  a  £2,  £3,  or  £4 
rating,  while  there  was  something  which 
everyone  could  understand  in  giving  it 
to  the  head  of  every  household.  The 
red-herring  of  re-distribution  had  again 
been  trailed  over  the  path  of  this  Motion ; 
but  there  was  no  reason  whatever  why 
the  franchise  question  could  not  be  dealt 
with  without  re -distribution.  It  had 
been  done  before,  and  however  much  he 
should  like  to  see  both  questions  dealt 
with  together,  there  was  no  reason  what- 
ever why  they  should  not  be  dealt  with 
separately.  They  who  demanded  this 
change  contended  for  the  great  principle 
of  household  suffrage,  and  that  there 
should  be  no  difference  in  the  civil  rights 
of  people  in  different  parts  of  the  King- 
dom ;  and  the  question  to  be  considered 
really  was  whether  they  were  willing 
that  in  the  coming  General  Election  the 
Irish  people  should  have  the  same  rights 
and  liberties  as  the  people  of  Eneland. 
It  was  only  a  question  of  time,  and  of  a 
little  time,  and  it  would  be  better  to  deal 
with  it  at  once,  for  the  House  should  not 
trifle  with  the  excited  people  of  Ireland. 
Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUKT :  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  a  very  remarkable  feature 
of  this  debate  that  we  have  now  been 
discussing,  I  think  for  five  hours,  the 
question  before  the  House,  and  that  not 
a  single  Irishman  has  expressed  his 
views  against  the  Hesolution.  We  have 
had,  it  IS  true,  a  speech  from  an  Irish 
Member ;  but  I  do  not  believe  there  will 
be  found,  in  or  out  of  this  House,  any 
Irishman  who  will  use  the  language 
with  respect  to  the  Irish  people  which 
has  been  employed  to-night  by  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Oharles 
Lewis).  I  am  speaking  in  the  presence 
of  Irishmen  belonging  to  a  diflPerent 
political  Party  from  myself.  I  see  oppo- 
site me  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
"Waterford  (Lord  Charles  Beresford),  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Lisbum 
(Sir  Richard  Wallace),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlo w,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Down  (Viscount  Castle- 
reagh),  who,  we  are  happy  to  hear,  is 
not  a  Member  of  the  Home  Rule  Party, 
and  I  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon, who,  we  are  sorry  to  see,  is  a  Home 
Ruler ;  but  not  one  of  these  Conserva- 
tive Irishmen  will  endorse  the  language 
of  denunciation  of  a  whole  nation  which 
we  have  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  ended  his  speech  by 
saying  that  what  Ireland  wanted  was 
tranquillity  and  peace  ;  but  the  men  who 
are  the  enemies  of  the  tranquillity  and 
peace  of  Ireland  are  the  men  who  hold 
such  language  as  has  been  held  to-night 
from  the  Benches  opposite.  What  is  the 
argument  against  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Meldon)  ?  It  is 
this — ^that  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish 
nation  are  unfit  for  the  enjoyment  of  the 
political  privileges  which  the  English 
and  Scotch  people  enjoy ;  but  I  want  to 
see  the  Irishmen  in  this  House  who  will 
get  up  and  say  so.  What  is  the  argu- 
ment in  support  of  the  Resolution  ? 
Against  it  we  have  heard  none.  We 
have  heard  vituperation  enough  to-night, 
but  not  a  single  argument.  The  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  this  Resolution  is  con- 
tained in  the  single  sentence  that  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  should  be 
given  to  Ireland  as  are  possessed  by 
England  and  Scotland.  In  my  opinion, 
that  is  the  principle  of  the  Union  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland ;  and  when 
I  am  convinced  that  that  is  not  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  that  Union  reposes,  I 
myself  shall  be  opposed  to  that  Union. 
How  did  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry meet  that  argument  ?  He  snid, 
*'  Oh,  the  Union  guaranteed  105  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland,  and  if  you  s^ive  Ireland 
105  Members  you  fulfil  fidl  that  the 
Union  requires  you  to  do ;  and  if  you 
pass  a  Bill  saying  that  105  Members 
shall  be  nominated  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant the  conditions  of  the  Union  would 
bo  fulfilled."  Was  there  over  such  a 
paltry  —  if  it  is  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage— I  will  say,  was  there  over  such  a 

Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt 


pettifogging  argument  as  that  used  on 
so  serious  a  subject?    The  principle  of 
the  Union  is  very  different  from  that ;  it 
is  that  the  Enelish  Parliament    shall 
deal  with  Ireland  in  the  same  spirit  as 
that  in  which  the  English  and  Scotch 
people  are  dealt  with.    Anything  else 
but    that   is  nothing   but    the    odious 
tyranny  of  the  majority.    The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  K>r  Kildare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don) says  that  you  have  refused  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Irish  boroughs  the 
same  rights  that  you  give  to  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  English  boroughs.     Is  that 
true,  or  is  it  not  ?    If  you  come  to  exa- 
mine the  figures  you  will  find  there  is 
nothing   more  extraordinary  than  the 
violence  of  the  language  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry,    except    his  ' 
figures.    He  talked,  in  language  which 
I  had  hoped  had  died  out  even  in  Ulster, 
of  the  wretched  people  in  the  Soulh  of 
Ireland.     He    said — ''Oh,    yes,    these 
things  may  happen;  but  come  to  Ihe 
North  of  Irelana  and  you  will  see  that 
the  people  are  on  the  same  footing,  or 
nearly  the  same  footing,  as  in  England." 
I  called  across  the  House  to  him — ''How 
about  Londonderrv  ?  "  and  he  went  off 
to    Belfast.    But  let  us  see    how  the 
figures  stand  as  to  Londonderry.     Lon- 
donderry has  a  population  of  25,000, 
and  the  electors  number  2,500 ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  said — **  We  are  on  the 
same  footing  with  England."    I  shall 
quote  one  or  two  towns  with  a  similar 
population  in  England.    There  is  Car- 
marthen, with  25,000  inhabitants,  and 
the  electors  number  4,386  ;  Canterbury, 
with  a  population  of  20,000,  and  3,000 
electors;   Scarborough,  with  the  same 
population  as  Londonderry,  but  the  re- 
gistered electors  are  4,267 ;  Maidstone, 
with  a  population  of  26,000,  and  4.000 
registered  electors ;  and  Perth,  with  the 
same  population  as  Londondenr,  and 
4,000  registered  electors.    Now,  if  Lon- 
donderry had  the  same  political  advan- 
tages as  Maidstone,  or  any  other  town  I 
have  mentioned,  there  would  be  more 
than  double  the  number  of  voters  in  it. 
And  what  is  the  argument  in  favour  of 
that  condition  of  things  ?    It  is  that  the 
people  even  in  the  North  of  Ireland  are 
unfit  for  the  franchise.     The  position,  in 
fact,  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry occupies  on  this  oooasion  is 
this — that  a  moiety  of  the  householderB 
of  the  city  he  represents  are  not  worthy 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  electoral  iranohise 
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— it  is  a  class,  the  hon.  Member  inti- 
znateSi  of  which  more  than  one-half  may 
be  termed  the  residuum.  That  is  the 
position  taken  up  in  reference  to  this 

?uestion,  not,  I  am  happy  to  say,  by  an 
rishman,  but  by  an  Englishman.  I 
want  to  hear  some  Irishman  get  up  and 
endorse  the  statement  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  Irish  people  are  unfit  for  the 
franchise  and  the  political  privileges 
which  are  given  to  the  English  people. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  said — '*  They 
live  in  such  wretched  houses ;  they  live 
in  £4  houses,  and  there  are  no  such 
houses  as  that  in  England."  Well, 
thank  God,  there  are  not  in  England ; 
but  if  they  are  so  poor,  that  is  all  the 
more  reason  why  they  should  enjoy  the 
privileges  ffiven  to  their  richer  brethren 
m  England  and  Scotland.  A  more  un- 
worthy argimient  than  that  I  do  not 
think  I  have  ever  heard.  But  the 
Btronffest  argument  was  reserved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  last.  *'  Oh,'*  said 
he,  ''there  exists  sedition,"  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  read  a  ballad ;  aiid  I  do  not 
think  I  ever  heard  anything  calcu- 
lated to  do  more  mischief  in  Ireland  ex- 
cept the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  himself,  and  if  I  had  to 
choose  between  them  I  would  say  that 
speech  was  the  more  mischievous  of  the 
two.  Have  we  never  had  sedition  in 
Eneland  ?  Ten  years  before  the  Reform 
Bill  you  had  Peterloo,  and  all  the  melan- 
choly history  of  sedition  in  this  country 
— aye,  and  you  held  the  same  language 
then.  You  said — **  We  will  refuse  the 
extension  of  the  franchise ;  there  is 
sedition  abroad;"  but  that  has  never 
been  the  language  of  the  Party  to 
which  I  belong.  The  way  to  cure 
sedition  is  not  repression,  but  the 
giving  to  the  people  that  which  is 
just  and  due  to  them  ;  and  I  ask  you 
to  compare  the  generation  before  the 
enfrancnisement  of  the  people  by  the 
Heform  Bill  with  the  veneration  which 
followed  the  Beform  Bill,  and  say  if  the 
policy  of  the  Tory  Party  before  the  Re- 
form Bill  was  more  successful  than  that 
pursued  by  the  Liberal  Party  after  1832. 
The  hon.  Member  then  dragged  in  Home 
Bole  by  the  shoulders,  and  was  good 
enough  to  refer  to  a  letter  written  by  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  in  reference  to  the  Liverpool  Elec- 
tion, and,  with  the  extraordinary  sa- 
gacity which  distinguishes  him,  he  dis- 
oorered  that  I  was  me  author.    That  is 


about  as  accurate  as  most  of  his  state- 
ments. It  happens  that  I  never  saw  that 
letter  until  it  reached  its  destination, 
and  when  I  saw  it  I  thought  it  a  very 
sensible  letter.  There  is  no  one  more 
opposed  to  the  doctrine  of  Home  Rule 
than  I  am.  [^Ministerial  cheers.']  I  am 
opposed  to  the  doctrine  of  Home  Rule, 
and  why  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should 
applaud  that  sentiment  I  do  not  know. 
I  was  afraid  I  had  said  something  wrong. 
I  have  always  been  surprised  that  the 
Irish  people — who  are  a  proud  and  sen- 
sitive people — should  strain  their  position 
in  the  Imperial  Legislature  in  order  to 
acquire  the  position  of  a  Colony;  but 
though  I  am  opposed  to  that  principle, 
and  shall  on  all  occasions  resist  it,  I  am 
not  going  into  extravagant  denuncia- 
tions of  everyone  who  holds  this  extra- 
vagant principle,  which  I  cannot  agree 
in,  and  must  condemn.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  ventilated  a  new  theory  with 
respect  to  Home  Rule  ;  a  new  theory  is 
put  forward  almost  every  night  by  Con- 
servative speakers  to  explain  their  former 
and  present  connection  with  it.  The 
reason  why  Home  Rule  was  "harmless 
and  respectable  "  under  the  Leadership 
of  Mr.  Butt  was,  no  doubt,  because  it 
found  its  way  in  large  part  into  the 
Conservative  Lobby ;  but  when  it  got 
into  the  desperate  hands  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  it  became 
*'  a  slimy  and  venomous  viper."  Why, 
I  should  as  soon  think  of  applying  such 
language  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  The  hon.  Member's  language 
here  is  what  I  would  call  the  Home 
Rulers'  vade  mectim,  which  is  full  of  the 
most  splendid  eloquence,  and  couched 
in  language  which  only  Irish  orators 
can  command.  I  am  not  aware  of  a 
more  splendid  or  more  determined  state- 
ment against  the  connection  between 
England  and  Ireland  than  is  to  be  found 
in  tne  book  I  hold  in  my  hand.  It  is 
edited  by  the  Hon.  David  Plunket,  and 
it  contains  the  speeches  of  the  late  Lord 
Plunket,  who  says — 

"  Kemovo  your  rarliamcnt  and  you  abandon 
your  country.  You  want  to  prost^rve  the  peace 
of  Ireland.  WTiero  is  the  place  to  do  it  but  in 
In-land'r" 

Lord  Plunket  lived  to  see  how  mistaken 
ho  was  in  the  views  he  then  expressed. 
Another  argument  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  introduces  is  this — 
*  *  If  you  really  were  to  extend  equal  f  ran- 
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oliise  to  Ireland  as  to  England,  you  would 
extinguish  every  Conservative  Member 
in  Ireland — you  would  extinguish  the 
Protestant  representation  in  Ireland." 
So  really  it  comes  to  this — that  we  are 
to  refuse  equal  political  representation 
to  Ireland  in  order  to  maintain  the  old 
Protestant  ascendancy  and  keep  in  Par- 
liament 20  or  30  Conservatives.  That 
is  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  ought  to  be  pleased  with 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  because 
he  predicts  the  Home  Eulers  will  number 
80  in  the  next  Parliament.  That  is  to 
say,  that  the  death  warrant  of  20  Con- 
servative Members  has  been  signed. 
Whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  happens 
to  be  one  of  them  is  not  mentioned ; 
but  it  does  seem  as  if  the  hon.  Member 
displays  something  of  the  death  flurry 
of  the  whale.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  chooses  to  introduce  this 
subject  of  Home  Kule ;  but  what  is  the 
real  danger  of  the  Home  Rule  cry  ?  Of 
course,  we  all  know  that  there  has  been 
connected  with  the  Home  Rule  cry  de- 
mands of  a  character  which  cannot  be 
too  strongly  condemned;  but  the  real 
danger  of  the  cry  for  Home  Rule  is  that 
fair  and  just  demands  will  be  refused. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  what  is  the  ground 
on  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
going  to  refuse  this  demand  of  an  equal 
franchise  on  the  part  of  Ireland?  I 
have  heard  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and  I  was  sorry  to  see 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  cheering 
the  denunciations  of  the  Irish  people  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry.  I 
think  that,  whatever  his  own  personal 
views  may  bo,  oflieially  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  ought  to  have  abstained 
from  cheering  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  beg  pardon. 
I  only  cheered  the  sentiment,  in  which  I 
perfectly  concurred,  with  regard  to  the 
agitators. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
thought  it  was  a  very  general  appro- 
bation of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry.  I  am  glad,  however, 
that  he  confined  it  to  a  very  small  part 
of  that  speech.  There  was  not  a  single 
part  of  the  speech  of  tlio  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  which,  if  I  were  an 
Irishman,  I  should  not  have  regarded  as 
a  personal  insult.  No  argument  has 
been    advanced    against   this    Motion; 

Sir  William  JSdroouri 


and  those  wKo  refuse  a  just  and  reason- 
able demand  on  the  part  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  and  who 
invoke  a  Tory  majority  to  resist  that 
demand,  are  the  real  promoters  and  the 
true  patrons  of  Home  Kule. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  expressed  sur- 
prise that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  had 
been  able  to  restrain  his  feelings  so  long 
that  evening,  and  wondered  wnat  would 
have  been  the  consequence  to  the  House 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  deliTered  his 
denunciation  immediately  after  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry. 
The  performance  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  seemed  to  operate 
upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Sir 
Williani  Harcourt)  in  a  way  in  which  the 
red  rag  Operated  on  a  certain  animal. 
That  might  possibly  account  for  the 
conspicuous  vehemence  which  the  House 
had  just  witnessed.  For  his  part,  he 
(Mr.  Gibson)  did  not  imderstand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  to  de- 
nounce th^  nation  to  which  it  was  his 
own  pride  to  belong,  but  simply  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  to  mention,  with 
courage  and  boldness,  some  circumstances 
which  he  thoueht  nught  induce  the 
House  to  look  at  the  question  in  a  different 
point  of  view  from  that  presented  by 
those  Members  who  supported  the  Mo- 
tion. He  understood  tne  hon.  Member 
to  wish  to  show  that  a  certain  olass  of 
persons  in  Ireland,  amongst  whom  a  par- 
ticular class  of  literature  circulated,  re- 
quired a  substantial  change  in  their 
education  before  they  could  be  trusted 
with  any  enlarged  political  powers.  The 
proposal  under  consideration  had  become 
a  kind  of  annual  Motion,  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  great  ability 
with  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  introduced 
it  deserved  their  admiration.  He  hoped 
that  admiration  would  go  on  increasme 
from  year  to  year.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  never  presented 
the  case  in  exactly  the  same  form,  for  he 
always  managed  somehow  to  produce, 
by  way  of  change,  three  or  four  slightly 
different  figures.  Instead,  however,  of 
producing  this  annual  Motion  in  what 
might  be  supposed  to  be  almost  the  last 
Session  of  the  present  Parliament,  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  given 
way  in  order  to  allow  progress  to  be 
I  made  with  an  urgent  Bill  for  die 
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the  urgent  necessitiee  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  he  would  have  done  more  good 
for  his  country  than  he  could  do  by 
bringing  forward  this  proposal.  That 
was  a  practical  question,  whereas  this 
concerned  abstract  arguments.  All  the 
speeches  of  Irish  Members  on  the  other 
side  had  been  particularly  tame.  They 
did  not  speak  like  men  who  were  backed 
by  the  force  of  public  opinion.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  puolic  opinion  in  Ireland 
on  this  question  was  in  a  state  of  pro- 
found apathy.  [**  Oh,  oh  !'']  He  lived 
in  Ireland  a  gpreat  deal  more  than  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  cried  ''Oh  !"—['* No, 
no!''] — and  he  maintained  there  was 
g^at  apathy  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to 
the  other  on  this  questioD.  The  arc^- 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kildare  was  to  the  effect  that  be- 
cause 12  years  ago  household  sufiErage 
was  granted  in  England  it  should  have 
been  granted  in  Ireland.  In  all  the 
arguments  adduced  in  favour  of  the 
Besolution,  there  were  more  showing  the 
difference  in  a  verbal  sense  than  a  differ- 
ence in  substance.  If  they  made  a  super- 
ficial examination,  and  said  there  was  a 
household  franchise  in  England,  but  in 
Ireland  the  franchise  was  not  called 
household  franchise,  they  had  not  the  dif- 
ference in  substance.  They  must  look 
deeper  and  with  more  caution ;  and  it  would 
appear  not  so  simple  a  matter  as  it  seemed 
to  DO  at  first  sight.  Before  the  passing 
of  the  Beform  Bill  for  England  inquiries 
were  made,  and  it  was  considered  how 
many  voters  would  be  added  to  the  elec- 
toral roll,  and  how  the  already  existing 
constituency  would  be  affected.  The 
onlv  fair  way  of  comparing  England  and 
Ireland  was  to  consiaer  how  many  occu- 
piers in  England  were  rated-  under  £4. 
As  they  were  only  one-ninth  of  the  whole 
number,  they  were  vastly  outnumbered 
by  those  who  were  rated  above  £4 ;  and, 
therefore,  all  classes  were  enabled  to 
have  a  legitimate  and  reasonable  voice 
in  the  representation.  In  Ireland,  how- 
eyer,  in  29  out  of  31  boroughs,  the  male 
occupiers  rated  over  £4  numbered  30,000, 
while  42,000  were  rated  under  £4 ;  so 
that  the  class  who  in  England  contri- 
buted one-ninth  to  the  electoral  roll  in 
Ireland  outnumbered  all  the  other  house- 
holders. These  figures  showed  the 
necessity  of  looking  at  the  question  with 
caution,  and  considering  it  in  all  its  bear- 
ings. Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tlemaii  (Mr.  Meldon)  referred  to  the  in- 


equalities in  places  he  selected ;  but  these 
figures  must  also  be  looked  at  with  regard 
to  Irish  figures.  Take  such  places  as  Dun- 
gannon,  Drogheda,  Ennis,  and  Gal  way, 
what  would  be  found  ?  The  main  occu- 
pier there  would  be  found  rated,  not 
merely  under  £4,  but  under  £2,  a  class 
of  house  nowhere  to  be  found  among 
English  boroughs ;  but  in  these  four 
towns  they  would  form  the  great  ma- 
jority of  electors.  So,  if  the  Eesolution 
were  carried,  they  would  hand  over  the 
entire  electoral  power  to  the  very  lowest 
householders  in  those  towns.  This  of 
itself  might  not  be  decisive;  but  it 
showed  that  this  was  not  a  simple  ques- 
tion, but  one  which  required  to  be 
looked  at  from  many  points  of  view,  and 
to  be  treated  with  caution.  Then,  look 
at  Limerick  City,  where,  out  of  7,000 
householders,  nearly  2,000  were  rated 
not  only  under  £2,  but  under  £1.  Here 
was  a  question  to  be  considered.  He 
had  spoken  on  this  subject  already  as 
often  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  introduced  the  Besolution  ;  but 
there  was  one  figure  he  had  always  ven- 
tured to  give.  He  referred  to  Galway. 
In  that  Dorough  were  houses  actually 
rated  under  5«.,  and  here  was  a  state  of 
thines  having  no  counterpart  in  an 
English  borough;  and  surely  the  facts 
entitled  him  to  ask — where  would  the  as- 
similation be  ?  In  the  English  boroughs 
the  majority  of  the  electors  occupied 
houses  rated  at  over  £4 ;  and  in  the  Irish 
boroughs— in   29   out  of   31 — the  ma- 

i'ority  occupied  houses  rated  under  £4. 
t  was  impossible  to  conceive  a  wider 
change.  A  good  deal  of  capital  had 
been  made  out  of  the  array  of  figures ; 
but  he  would  refer  to  the  case  of  Belfast, 
because  it  was  the  only  large  borough 
which  in  condition  and  circumstances  re- 
sembled larfi;e  English  boroughs.  There 
he  found  that  the  conditions  and  cir- 
cumstances being  the  same,  the  growth  of 
the  Parliamentary  constituency  had  been 
exactly  on  the  lines  of  the  groat  English 
boroughs,  showing  how  little  was  the  sub- 
stantial difference  between  the  two  fran- 
chises— that  which  was  called  household 
franchise,  and  that  which  was  called  in 
Ireland  the  £4  rated  franchise,  working, 
when  the  conditions  were  equal,  with 
much  the  same  result.  Before  the  last 
Beform  Bill  its  constituency  was  under 
4,000 ;  and  now,  without  any  groat  in- 
crease of  population,  and  under  the 
ordinary  working  of  Uie  franchise,  the 
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constituency  numbered  22,000.  If  these 
results  had  been  attained  in  Belfast,  the 
inference  was  that  the  condition  of  other 
Irish  boroughs  was  radically  and  en- 
tirely different  from  that  of  English 
boroughs,  and  that  to  this  difference 
must  be  traced  the  disparity  which  was 
to  be  found  in  the  electoral  rolls  of  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  boroughs.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles 
Lewis)  had  been  alluded  to  with  severity, 
because  he  referred  to  the  county  with 
which  he  was  connected;  but  it  was  a  fact, 
standing  out  in  strong  relief,  that  many,  if 
not  all,  of  the  boroughs  in  the  North 
were  thriving  boroughs,  while  in  the 
South  they  were  the  reverse.  As  many 
anomalies  would  be  found  to  exist  as 
those  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt). 
Armagh,  with  a  population  of  8,900, 
had  over  600  electors ;  while  Drogheda, 
with  a  population  of  16,000,  had  a  less 
number  of  electors.  That,  perhaps, 
would  go  to  show  that  there  must  be 
some  difference  in  the  growth  of  the  two 
towns,  and  in  the  conditions  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  people.  In  the  South, 
or  rather  about  the  centre  of  Ireland, 
were  eight  boroughs  with  a  smaller 
number  of  electors  than  in  1868.  That 
would  go  to  show  that  those  boroughs 
were  not  advancing.  They  had  no 
manufactures  on  which  they  could  rely, 
and  were  merely  places  where  agricul- 
tural labourers  resided.  Thoy  could  not 
attempt  to  contrast  them  with  any  exist- 
ing boroughs  in  England.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  quoted 
from  a  volume  he  brought  down  of  the 
Zi/e  and  Speeches  of  the  late  Lord  Plujihet, 
edited  by  his  grandson,  liis  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  senior  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (^Ir. 
Plunket) ;  but  he  forgot  to  point  out 
that  the  eloquent  speech  ho  quoted 
was  delivered  in  the  old  Irish  Par- 
liament, and  under  conditions  en- 
tirely different  from  the  present.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
dare  (Mr.  Meldon)  had  not  always  been 
consistent  in  his  attempts  to  reduce 
the  borough  franchise  in  Ireland,  as  on 
one  occasion  he  had  sought  to  reduce  it, 
not  to  the  liousehold,  but  to  the  £  1  rating 
level.  He  had  read  with  attention  the 
terms  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  He  did  not,  from 
beginning  to  end,  refer  to  the  question 
of  distribution.    Was  it  not  almost  ab- 
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surd  to  ask  the  House  to  affirm  any 
Besolution  in  reference  to  the  franchise 
of  Irish  boroughs — dealing  with  such 
a    large    question,   leaving    altogether 
out  of  consideration  the  question  of  re- 
distribution ?    It   must  be  obyious   \o 
every  man  of  sense  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  question  of  the  franchise 
of  Irish  boroughs  to  be  dealt  with  with- 
out considering  the  question  of  re-dis- 
tribution.     It  would  be  impossible  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  re-distribution 
without  disfranchising  many  of  the  small 
boroughs,  or  grouping  them  in  a  way 
in  which  their  identity  would  be  entirely 
destroyed.    That  was  a  matter  that  de- 
served to  be  considered.     Ulster  would 
probably  gain  in  re-distribution^  and  the 
South  probably  lose.    He  did  not  say 
that  that  was    a   consideration  which 
should  be  decisive ;  but  it  should  have 
been  referred  to  by  those  who  proposed 
to  the  House  that  the  question  of  the 
franchise  shoidd  be  dealt  with.     There 
was  not,  ho  thought,  in  Ireland  any  very 
urgent  demand  for  this  Motion.     Yexy 
few  Petitions  had  been  presented  for  it. 
He  thought  he  was  entitled  to  ask  the 
House  whether  there  was    any  great 
urgency  in  this  Session,  and  at  tiie  pre- 
sent moment,  in  the  midst  of  their  dis- 
cussions on  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land, for  the  adoption  of  such  a  mea- 
sure?    Did  anyone  believe    that    any 
single  Irish  grievance  existed  which  was 
not  brought  forward  in  that  House  in 
every  conceivable  variety  of  form?    Ho 
did  not  in   the   slightest  degree  deny 
the  gravity  of  the  question,  or  the  right, 
and  propriety,  and  fairness  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  in  bringing  it  for- 
ward,   and    desiring   that  a  iBxr    and 
ample  discussion  of  it  should  take  place. 
It  might    bo   expedient    some  day  to 
consider  the  advisability  of  having   a 
wider  extension  of  the  franchise  than  at 
present  prevailed  in  Ireland;  but  the 
subject  could  only  be  dealt  with  as  part 
of  a  wide  measure  of  reform,  and  taken 
in  connection  with  the  large  subject  of 
re-distribution  of   seats.     Such  a  mea- 
sure could  only  be  arrived  at  after  tho- 
rough consideration  of  all  the  difficulties 
which  surrounded  it.     In  supporting  the 
Amendment  of   tho  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry,  he  merely  expressed  his 
opinion  that  it  would  not  be  expedient 
now  to  affirm  a  Resolution  which  dealt 
incompletely  and  inopportunely  with  a 
most  important  and  difficult  question. 
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Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  Sir,  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
"who  has  just  addressed  the  House  (Mr. 
Gibson)  has  been  confined  almost  en- 
tirely to  objections  to  the  proposition 
that  is  offered  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon).    With  regard  to  the  sufifrage, 
he  makes  many  comparisons  between 
the  people  of  Ireland  and  the  people  of 
England,  and  he  comes  to  this  one  dis- 
tinction between  the  two — that,  judging 
from  the  quality  of  the  houses,  and  from 
the  rent  of  houses  in  Ireland,  the  people 
of  Ireland  are  very  much  poorer  than 
the  people  of  England.    From  that  he 
jumps,  or  slides,  or  gets  very  rapidly  to 
anotner  conclusion — that    poor   people 
like  these  cannot  be  trusted  with  the 
franchise,  and  that  a  refusal  ought  to  be 
ffiven  to  the  demand  which  they  make 
n>r  an  extension  of  the  sufirage.    Now, 
that  is  the  sort  of  argument  with  which 
we  are  all  familiar.     Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposito  constantly  made  use  of  it  when 
we  proposed — ^not  we,  but  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  proposed — to  re- 
duce the  franchise  in  England  to  a  £7 
rental.    It  was  declared  on  that  side  of 
the  House  by  more  than  200  votes,  and 
by  a  great  many  voices,  that  to  reduce 
the  franchise  to  £7,  and  so  increase  the 
number  of  what  they  called  the  work- 
ing men   votes,  all  the  classes  above 
them  would  lose  their  just  political  in- 
fluence.   But  to  show  how  little  they 
believed  their  own  arguments,  in  the 
very  next  year  they  dropped  the  £7 
altogether,  or  leapt  over  it,  and  agreed  to 
a  suffrage  we  did  not  then  ask  for — that 
a  man  should  pay  £7,  £5,  £4,  £3,  £2,  or 
£  1  rent  before  he  should  have  a  vote, 
but  that  it  was  enough  that  there  were 
four  walls  about  him  and  a  roof  over 
him,  although  his  house  might  bo  no 
better  than  a  wigwam,  and  they  gave 
him  a  vote.    And  what  has  followed  ? 
Hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    very  com- 
monly boast  in  their  speeches  in  the 
country  that  they  gave  the  franchise  to 
the  working  man,  and  they  speak  of  it 
as  one  of  the  great  efforts  of  the  states- 
manship  of  their  Party.    I  think,  if  that 
be  BO,  me  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  last  spoke  ought  to  have 
Tery  little  influence    with    the   House 
when  he  asks  you  to  look  at  the  p^at 
poverty  of  the  Irish  people,  and  to  insist 
upon  it  because  they  are  less  wealthjr> 
leM  well-employed,  and  leas  well-paid 
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than  the  people  of  England,  that  there- 
fore the  franchise  shoidd  be  denied  to 
them.    The  Irish  who  come  over  to  this 
country  are  very  like  the  Irish  who  re- 
main in  Ireland.    I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther they  are  more  enterpriring,  pro- 
bably  they  have  had  more  suffering  who 
come  here ;  they  live  in  our  towns,  they 
have  the  franchise.     I  have  found  no 
considerable — perhaps  no — harm  what- 
soever from  their  having  the  franchise 
like  their  English  neighbours.    There 
was  another  argument  advanced  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, which  I  think  ought  to  have  no  in- 
fluence in  our  consideration  of  this  mat- 
ter, and  that  is  that  you  cannot  deal 
with  this  question  without  dealing  with 
the  question  of  re-distribution,  and  that 
was  also  an  argument  which  was  used 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Cheurles  Lewis).    Everybody  knows 
that  in  Ireland  the  question  of  re-distri- 
bution is  one  that  ought  not  to  be  long 
postponed.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  there  has  been  no  re- 
distribution   there    since    the   time    of 
the  Union.    Some    towns  have   grown 
larger,  others  have  decayed ;  but  idl  that 
would  remain  a  question  to  be  dealt  with 
two  years  hence.    If  a  Bill  founded  on 
this  Eesolution  passed  this  Session  or 
next  Session,  it  would  not  make  it  more 
difficult  to  deal  with  the  question  of  re- 
distribution, because  you  add  a  certain 
percentage  to  the  constituencies  of  Ire- 
land.   That  argument  was  just  one  of 
those    things    which    were    sometimes 
thrown  in  to  make  it  appear  that  there 
is  a  special  difficulty  in  this  matter.  We 
find  the  same  difficulty  in  regard  to  the 
English  representation.     In  1867,  when 
the  last  Eeform  Bill  passed,  a  great  deal 
was  said  about  the  question  of  re-distri- 
bution.   There  was  a  little  alteration  in 
the  boroughs,  and  the  question  of  re- 
distribution in  England  after  the  grant- 
ing of  household  suffrage  remains  now 
a  question  that  before  long  Parliament 
will  bo  obliged  to   deal  with.     But  I 
think  there  is  one  thing  we  must  all  bo 
pleased  with  to-night — at  least,  I  am.    I 
have  novor  heard  an  Irish  question  dis- 
cussed by  Irish  Members  iii  a  manner 
so  calm,  reasonable,   and  judicious  in 
every  wav,   and    argumentative,   in   a 
manner  d^at  nobody  has  been  able  to 
overthrow.     One  thinff  is  admitted  on 
both  aidea.    The  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
dondeny  ertn  odmito  that  there  ii  great 
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discontent — some  call  it  disaffection,  and 
some  call  it  disloyalty— *and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  mat 
there  is  a  great  apathy  with  regard  to 
the  franchise;  but  although  the  Irish 
people  arc  not  rising  in  insurrection  or 
holding  great  meetings  on  the  subject, 
yet  I  wul  undertake  to  say  that  this 
question  forms  a  part  of  what  I  may 
call  the  bundle  or  faggot  of  grievances 
which  the  Irish  people  have  against  this 
House,  and  if  you  would  do  them  jus- 
tice upon  this  matter  you  would  find 
them  more  tractable  to  deal  with  in  re- 
gard to  other  questions.  The  principal 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry was,  so  far  as  I  understand, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  are  dis- 
contented and  so  disloyal  that  if  you 
give  them  a  wider  franchise  you  only 

g've  them  greater  power  in  this 
ouse  to  insist  upon  measures  which 
this  House  is  resolved  it  will  never 
g^ant.  His  argument  is  that  the  Pro- 
testants will  pretty  nearly  vanish  from 
the  scene,  and  Conservative  Members 
from  Ireland  will  henceforth  be  only  a 
tradition.  There  are  people  who  thmk 
that  that  would  not  be  any  great  cala- 
mity ;  but  if  there  be  a  good  many  Pro- 
testants in  Ireland  and  a  good  many 
Conservatives  I  hope  they  will  always 
find  a  sufficient  representation  in  this 
House.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
population  is  Catholic  and  the  constituen- 
cies are  what  you  call  Liberal  or  Badical, 
I  do  not  see  Uiat  anyone  has  a  right  to 
say  in  a  Constitutional  country,  where 
representative  institutions  are  the  rule, 
that  these  shall  not  be  fairly  and 
abundantly  represented  in  this  House. 
If  I  were  to  address  myself  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londondeny  or  to 
any  other  Gentleman  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  I  should  ask  them  to 
look   back   and    see   how   entirely,  in 

East  times,  the  politics  of  their  Party 
ave  been  pre-eminent  and  supreme  in 
the  government  of  Ireland.  The  land 
has  been  almost  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  Protestants,  and,  for  the  most  part, 
of  Conservatives.  The  power  oi  the 
landed  proprietors,  checked  only  a  little 
by  the  power  of  the  priests,  was  supreme 
in  Irehmd  imtil  the  Act  relating  to  the 
ballot  came  into  operation.  They  had 
an  ''alien  Church.''  I  take  the  phrase 
used  by  the  present  Prime  Minister; 
and  the  influence  of  that  Church  every- 
where was  in  favour  of  the  politics  and 
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policy  of  hon.  Genflemea  opposite.  They 
had  a  Lord  lieutenant,  wno  came  gene- 
rally, if  not  alwa3rs9  from,  this  oountiy. 
They  had  a  Chief  Seoretaiy  who  was 
generally  an  Englishman.     They  have 
one  now  who  is  imbaed  to  the  utmost 
extent — ^to  my  mind  he  is  steeped — ^in 
all  the  prejndlces  and  in  all  the  dislike 
to  freedom  which  I  think  is   common 
upon  the  opposite  Benches.     The  Chief 
Secretary  disagrees  with  eYezything  that 
has  been  done  for  Ireland,  as  fiar  as  I 
know,  for  the  last  I  know  not  how  many 
years.   I  say  he  is  so  steeped  in  this  feel- 
ing, that  I  call  a  feeling  hostile  to  the 
real  interests  of  Ireland,  that  I  do  not 
think  it  is  possible  for  him  to  absorb  a 
single  drop  more.    Ton  have  had,  at  the 
same  time,  a  powerful  police  force  all 
over  Ireland  paid  for  oat  of  the  Imperial 
taxes.    You  nave  a  standing  Army  in 
that  country,  sometimes  a  vezy  powerful 
one;   in  fact,  there  has  been  nothing 
that  power  could  do  which  von  have 
not  done  for  the  purpose    ox  fforem- 
ing  Ireland  in  past  times  aooozding  to 
your  own  principles ;  and  I  must  say  it 
seems  to  me  that  every  departure  £om 
the  old  and  the  bad  s^st^  you  have 
systematically  and  persistently  opposed, 
and  what  your  fathers  did  you  do  now 
on  this  very  night,  and  the  result  has 
been    that    generally  throughout    Ire- 
land your  {Holitical  Pcurty  is  hated  by 
the    population.      Therefore,   you  find 
it   dangerous  to  give  the  su&age  to 
this    people — not    dangerous    to    the 
coimtry,   out  injurious  and  enfeebling 
to    your    own  "Party    and    your   own 
policy.     But  then,   representation  be- 
coming more  liberal,  you  judge  that 
it  is  dangerous,  and  that»  if  possible,  it 
ought  to  he  checked,  if  not  suppressed, 
and  that  is  really  the  difficulty  of  the 
hon.    Member  for   Londondeny.     He 
would  not  care  a  farthing  how  Car  you 
extended   the    franchise,    if  it   would 
double  the  number  of  BepresentatiTes 
from  Ireland  who  would  take  their  seats 
upon  those  Benches.    I  should  like  to 
ask  whether    he  thinks  things  can  be 
much  worse  than  they  are  f    There  are 
60  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  do   not    agree  with    hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  it  is  said — ^not  only 
on  this,  out  on  that  side  of  the  House 
— that  in  all  probability  at  the  General 
Election,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
descends to  tell  us  is  coming  W-and-bySi 
poBsiblyi  probably,  80  luniDem  ftOBi 
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Ireland  will  take  their  seats  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  I  think  things  could  not 
be  very  much  worse  in  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry.  I  can- 
not help  hoping  he  may  be  spared  the 
pain  oi  seeing  so  many.  What  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  afraid  of  is  of 
a  real  opinion — an  opinion  which  they 
regret  and  wish  did  not  exist — being  so 
largely  and  fairly  represented  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  That  opinion  to 
them  is  hostile.  Therefore,  they  are 
hostile  to  its  representation  here;  and 
that  is  the  reason  that,  after  having 
given  the  franchise  in  England  to  every 
man  who  has  a  roof  over  liis  head,  ana 
who  is  the  master  of  a  house  and  the 
head  of  a  family,  they  hesitate  to  confer 
the  same  extension  of  the  franchise  upon 
the  people  of  Ireland.  Now,  I  am  of 
opimon  that  it  is  by  your  policy  in 
past  times  that  this  unfortunate  state  of 
leeline  has  arisen  and  exists  in  Ireland ; 
and  if  I  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House — 
unless  sitting  there  I  were  to  lose  what 
little  common  sense  I  have — I  should 
try  whether  a  departure  from  the  old 
policy  would  not  oe  wiser ;  whether,  if 
we  were  to  deal  justly  with  the  people 
there,  we  might  not  change  the  opinion 
which  is  unfavourable  to  the  leeislation 
and  to  the  power  of  this  Parliament. 
I  think  it  quite  x>ossible  that  we  might 
BO  change  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
that  we  should  no  longer  breed  and  en- 
courage that  state  of  opinion  there 
which  you  and  we  on  this  side  also  re- 
gret, but  which  has  come  down  from  the 
miseries  and  injustice  and  the  cruelty 
and  savagery  of  two  centuries.  That 
feeling  cannot  be  remedied  by  argu- 
ments such  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Londonderry  used.  It  can 
only  be  removed  by  creating  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  con- 
viction that  there  is  an  honest  and  gene- 
rous disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  to  treat  them  at  least 
as  well  as  we  have  been  accustomed  to 
treat  the  people  of  England.  For  my- 
self, having  heard  the  arguments  to- 
night, and  having  heard  very  similar 
arguments  for  the  last  four  or  five  Ses- 
sions, I  confess  I  cannot  see  the  case 
which  any  man  has  who  opposes  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kildare.  If  the  Qovern- 
ment  reftise  and  reject  it,  they  will  be 
the  means  of  adding  one  more  sin  to  the 
multitadinoiii  Bins  of  their  Party  in  con- 


nection with  the  government  of  Ireland. 
They  make  discontent  chronic  and  in- 
curable, and  to  them  is  due  the  difficulty 
which  we  have  in  the  government  of 
Ireland.  You  speak  with  disrespect, 
and  with  contempt,  or  with  anger,  of 
what  you  call  agitators  in  Ireland.  I 
was  very  much  condemned  at  one  time 
and  denounced  as  an  agitator ;  and  yet 
from  those  Benches  the  other  night  you 
heard  a  long  and  elaborate  and  power- 
ful defence  of  the  policy  of  which  I  was 
then  one  of  the  advocates.  I  have  al- 
ways been  of  opinion  that  there  are  modes 
by  which  the  Irish  people  may  be  made 
contented,  well-affected,  and  loyal ;  but 
it  is  not  by  going  back  to  or  holding  on 
to  your  ancient  policy,  but  by  a  new 
policy — a  policy  which,  as  far  as  we 
have  been  able,  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  for  many  years  pursued — a 
policy  that  is  liberal  and  generous  and 
just,  which  is  not  looking  to  see  whether 
it  will  return  half-a-dozen  more  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  or  the 
other  —  which  does  not  point  to  the 
poverty  of  Ireland,  and  say,  therefore, 
Ireland  should  not  be  treated  as  Eng- 
land— which  does  not  interpose  a  pre- 
tence about  re-distribution  of  seats  wnen 
the  question  is  not  of  a  re-distribution 
of  seats,  but  of  the  extension  of  the 
elective  franchise.  Your  policy  is  differ- 
ent from  that ;  and  from  this  side  of  the 
House  there  has  come,  for  many  years 
back,  whatever  measures  that  have  been 
passed,  which  have  met  in  any  degree  the 
just  demands  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
And,  whatever  be  the  state  of  opinion 
there,  I  hope  it  will  never  be  said  of  the 
Liberal  Party  that  they  shrank  for  a 
moment  from  the  just  principles  they 
have  held,  or  took  one  single  step  that 
would  justify  the  demand  of  a  separate 
Parliament  in  the  capital  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  had  alluded  to  him  as  being 
stooped  in  prejudices.  [Mr.  John 
BitiouT  :  In  regard  to  Ireland.]  Well, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saici  that  as 
rojrardod  Ireland  he  was  stooped  in  pre- 
judices. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wont  on  to  say  that  he  had  an  evident 
dislike  to  freedom.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  (Mr.  J.  Ix)wther)  was  under  the  im- 
pression he  had  always  been  in  favour 
of  it,  and  that,  from  his  place  in  Parlia- 
ment, he  had  always  defended  the  great 
principles  of  firee^m  of  oontraoti  and 
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aiming  at  as  land  reformers  were  all 
contained  in  that  Bill.  *  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief   Secretary   for  Ireland    thought 
that,   while  man  was  created  several 
thousand  years  ago,  landlords  were  spe- 
cially created  about  one  thousand  years 
ago.     He  thought  that  the  language 
used    on    both    sides    of    the    House 
with  reference  to  Home  Bule  was  not 
creditable.     The    Home    Eulers    were 
spoken  of  as  persons  who  were  doing 
something  that  aimed  at  the  destruction 
of  the  integrity  of  the  Empire.     That 
assertion  was  as  insulting  as  it  was  un- 
true ;  and  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  stood  there  to 
repudiate  it  in  the  strongest  language 
ho  could  use.     The  Home  Bulers  were 
doing  nothing  of  the  kind.      They  were 
aiming  at  reform  in  a  direction  of  self- 
government  that  would,  he   was  con- 
vinced, do  more  to  cement  the  Union  be- 
tween the  two  countries  than  anything 
the  House  could  do.     He  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  measure  before 
the  House  to-night  would  meet  with  the 
same  fate  as  it  had  received  from  their 
hands  on  previous  occasions.     On  them 
was  the  responsibility.     He    believed, 
however,  the  feeling  of  the  English  na- 
tion would  ultimately  come  round  to 
them ;  and  he  did  not,  therefore,  despeur 
of  their  cause. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  after  the  pro- 
tracted debate,  he  would  not  have  trou- 
bled the  House   with  any  remarks  in 
reply  but  for  one  or  two  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  and  the  Attorney 
General  (Mr.  Gibson).     With  respect  to 
the  personal  attack  made  upon  himself 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  did  not  intend 
to  enter  into  that  controversy.   The  posi- 
tion occupied  by  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
Ireland  placed  himself  in  the  enviable 
position  of  not  desiring  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's praise ;  in  fact,  with  those  in  Ire- 
land   whose     good     opinion    he    (Mr. 
Meldon)  cared  for,  praise  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  by  any  means 
be  esteemed  as  commendation ;  he  re- 
garded  rebuke   coming*  from    such  a 
quarter  as  praise    rather  than    other- 
wise.    The  attention  of  the  public  in 
Ireland  was  principally  directed  to  the 
manner  in  which  tne   right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman dischai^ed  his  duties  as  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  by  the  frequent 
announcement  in  the  daily  papers  of 


Mr.  Shaw 


his  departure  from  Ireland ;  and  it 
had  been  the  matter  of  much  oomment 
that  very  often  accounts  of  the  great 
race  meetings  in  England  speedily  ap- 
peared in  the  Irish  newspapers  imme- 
diately after  the  announcements  referred 
to.  The  terms  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  holding  the  position  he  did, 
spoke  in  his  official  capacity  of  former 
legislation  by  Parliament  relating  to 
Ireland,  his  denimciations  of  the  na- 
tional demand  for  a  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question  as  **  undiluted  Com- 
munism, and  his  persistent  neglect  of 
his  duty,  had  so  exasperated  the  Irish 
people  that  rebuke  from  him  would  cer- 
tainly be  appraised  at  its  proper  value. 
The  total  change  which  had  now  come 
over  the  management  of  Irish  aiSairs 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  appointed,  the  way  in 
which  public  questions  were  dealt  with 
by  him,  the  policy  of  exasperation  which 
he  followed,  and  the  way  in  which  de- 
putations on  important  public  questions 
were  received,  rendered  it  quite  unneoes- 
sary  for  any  reply  on  his  part  to  that 
personal  attack.  The  Attomev  C^eneral 
for  Ireland  had  complained  tnat  there 
was  no  agitation  in  Ireland  in  favour 
of  the  borough  franchise.  His  words 
could  have  no  meaning  except  to  sue- 
gest  that  measures  of  this  kind  could 
only  be  carried  to  a  successful  issue  by 
the  violent  exhibition  of  public  opinion 
outside  the  House,  and  not  by  the  consti- 
tutional method  of  Parliamentary  agita- 
tion. That  was  a  most  dangerous  doctrine 
to  come  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. The  present  Chief  Secretary,  on  a 
former  occasion,  made  reference  to  the 
riots  in  Hyde  Pcirk,  and  seemed  to  indi- 
cate an  opinion  on  his  part  that  the  rea- 
sonable grievances  of  the  Irish  people 
ought  never  to  be  redressed  except  under 
the  pressure  of  a  strouff  and  fierce  agi- 
tation. For  his  part,  he  strongly  ob- 
jected to  any  such  views,  and  thought 
they  were  far  more  likely  to  come  to  a 
satisfactory  settlement  if  they  discussed 
points  at  issue  in  the  quiet  and  reason- 
able manner  in  which  this  subject  had 
been  discussed  that  night. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  — 
Noes  242:  Majority  64.- 
No.  10.) 

Words  added. 


Ayes 
(Div. 
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Main  QueBtion,  as  amended,  put. 

Sucked,  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  deal 
with  theqnestion  of  lowering  the  firan- 
ohise  in  Ireland. 

LICENSING  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

LEAVE.      FIB8T  BEADIKO. 

Camtdered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Mb.  STAYELEY  hill  begged  leave 
to  move — 

**  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
fiouAo,  that  leave  be  nven  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  licensing  Laws." 

The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  limit  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Justices  under  the 
Licensing  Act. 

Motion  madci  and  Question  proposed, 

'^lliat  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amand  the  Licensing  Laws.— (if r.  Staveley  Hill.) 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  with  the  proposed  Bill  of 
which  he  approved ;  but  he  wished  to 
know  from  the  Ohairman  if  he  had 
ooneotlv  stated  the  operation  of  the  Bule 
—namely,  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  given  Notice  of 
opposition  not  having  risen  in  his  place 
to  sustain  such  opposition,  the  Motion 
could  be  entertained  by  the  Committee, 
notwithstanding  that  it  was  after  half- 
past  12  o'clock.  He  (Mr.  Meldon)  was 
under  the  impression  that  such  was  not 
the  jnactice,  but  that  Notice  of  opposi- 
tion Laving  appeared  on  the  Paper,  once 
half-past  12  (vclock  had  been  reached, 
it  was  not  competent  for  the  Committoo, 
even  with  the  express  assent  of  the  op- 
posing Member,  to  entertain  the  Mo- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Meldon)  did  not  approve 
of  the  opposition  to  the  Bill;  but  he 
thonffht  it  important  that  no  doubt 
■homd  exist  as  to  the  practice  of  tiie 
Committee  in  connection  with  what  was 
known  as  the  half-past  12  o'clock  Eule. 

Ihx  OHAIRMAN  observed,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Elildare 
had  correctljT  stated  the  Bule  of  the 
House ;  but  in  this  case  the  Order  for 
Committee  was  read  before  half-past  12. 

Ma.  COUBTNET  thought  that  the 
Notice  of  opposition  was  one  which 
applied  to  the  Motion  altogether. 

Thb  OHATBMAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  had  stated  the  fact 
eocreotly ;  but  in  this  case  the  half-past 
U  Bole  did  not  apply,  because  the  Order 


for  Committee  had  been  called  on  and 
read  before  half-past  12. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  208; 
Noes  7:  Majority  201.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  11.) 

Reiolvedy  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Houbo,  thj^t  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Laws. 

Kesolution  reported:  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bv  Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  Mr.  Mun- 
DBLLA,  and  Mr.  Isaac. 

'BiMpresentedy  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  76.] 

ORDER     OF    TEE    DAT. 


SEED  POTATOES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
{Mcjor  Nolan,  Mr,  Oeorge  Browne,  Mr,  P.  J ^ 

Smyth.) 

[bills  48,  68.]      CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  in  moving 
as  an  Amendment,  in  'page  2,  line  39, 
after  the  words  "other  seed,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  together  with  such  an  amount 
of  artificial  manure  as  ma^  be  considered 
necessary :  Provided,"  said,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  was  to  supply  seed 
potatoes  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of 
msiiring  a  crop  next  year.  These  were 
not  potatoes  to  bo  eaten,  but  potatoes  to 
be  grown,  and  it  was  well  known  that 
to  grow  potato  seed  with  certainty  it 
was  necessary  to  use  manure.  From 
the  knowledge  of  Irish  Members,  par- 
ticularly those  from  the  West,  ho  could 
affirm  that  the  people  had  no  manure 
and  no  money  wherewith  to  buy  it. 
For  the  purpose  of  giving  a  discretion 
to  the  Gucuraians  to  supply  manure  pro- 
vided they  did  not  exceed  the  limit  of 
£5,  he  wished  to  move  an  Amendment. 
It  was  no  use  providing  people  with  seed 
unless  they  were  also  provided  with  a 
little  artificial  manure  ;  and  he  thought 
every  care  should  bo  taken  that  the  seed 
to  be  distributed  should  really  grow, 
and  not  perish  in  the  ground.  Ho 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  39,  after  the  words  **  other 
seed,'*  to  insert  the  words  *'  together  with  such 
an  amount  of  artificial  manure  as  may  be  con- 
sidered necessary:  Provided.'* — (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mb.  W.  H.  smith  was  very  sorry 
to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
could  not  accede  to  the  proposal.  The 
question  had  been  considered ;  but  it  did 
not  appear  to  the  Government  that  there 
was  sufficient  information  in  the  hands 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  to  justify  plac- 
ing upon  them  the  responsibility  of  pro- 
viding sufficient  artificial  manure.  To 
estimate  what  amount  of  artificial  manure 
would  bo  sufficient  woidd  involve  the 
necessity  of  knowing  the  dimensions  of 
the  ground  in  which  the  seed  was  to 
be  placed.  The  result  would  be  that  the 
object  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  view 
could  not  be  carried  out.  He  must  re- 
fuse to  accede  to  the  Amendment  on  the 
ground  that  the  Guardians  had  not  suffi- 
cient information  at  their  command  to  en- 
able them  to  exercise  a  wise  discretion. 

Ma  JOE  O'BEIENE  opposed  the 
Amendment,  because  he  thought  that 
most  of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  had  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  manure  about  their 
houses.  He  agreed  most  fully  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 

Majoe  O'GOEMAN  said,  that  he  was 
decidedly  opposed  to  the  Amendment. 
He  had  the  best  possible  authority  from 
some  of  the  best  farmers  in  Ireland  for 
stating  that  artificial  manure  was  de- 
structive to  the  country.  He  was  ac- 
quainted with  farmers  in  Ireland  who, 
when  the  wind  was  in  a  certain  direc- 
tion, went  to  their  neighbours  and  re- 
quested them  not  to  put  artificial  manure 
or  guano  on  their  farms,  lest  the  wind 
should  blow  it  beyond  the  bounds.  If 
he  thought  there  was  anything  useful 
in  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  he  would  be  one  of  the  first  to 
rise  and  ask  the  House  to  adopt  it. 
But  there  was  no  necessity  for  artificial 
manure.  The  ordinary  manure  of  the 
country,  if  placed  upon  the  land  instead 
of  being  turned  into  the  rivers  and  de- 
stroying the  fish,  would  be  amply  suffi- 
cient. Let  them  have  nothing  to  do 
with  artificial  manure — it  was  not  suit- 
able for  the  land  of  Ireland.  Abundant 
opportimities  were  accorded  to  them  by 
nature  of  manurine  their  land  ;  and  he 
thought  they  should  use  what  the  Al- 
mighty gave  them,  instead  of  introduc- 
ing artificial  manures.  Let  them  have 
nothing  to  do  with  foreigpi  destruction. 
Let  them  have  protection — it  was  called 
Free  Trade — but,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
fettered  trade. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  12  ; 
Noes  121:  Majority  109.— (Div.  list, 
No.  12.) 

Olause  6  (Application  of  loans). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  1,  after  the  word  ''land,''  the  in- 
sertion of  the  words  "or  labourers." — 
{Mr,  Shaw.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  or  labourers '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  they 
could  not  deal  with  the  occupiers  of  land, 
and  he  did  not  see  how  the  Amendment 
could  be  accepted. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  trusted  that  the 
Amendment,  which  was  a  very  useful 
one,  would  he  accepted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  There  were,  in  his  own 
district,  men  who  took  their  land  for  a 
year  or  two,  and  who,  although  they  did 
not  pay  rates,  were  aotucd  occupiers.  If 
the  distribution  were  not  extended  to 
this  class  the  land  would  remain  idle. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
knew  of  many  cases  of  employers  who 
let  their  land  to  men  of  the  class  de- 
scribed, and  who  supplied  to  them  ma* 
nure.  He  did  not,  therefore,  see  why 
they  should  not  also  supply  them  wiUi 
seed.  He  felt  himself  obhged  to  oppose 
the  Amendment. 

Sill  JOSEPH  M'KENNAsaid,  thatthe 
practice  described  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Memberfor  Sligo  (Colonel  King-ELarman) 
by  no  means  obtained  in  the  South  of 
Ireland.  He  thought  that  the  addition  of 
the  words  '*  or  labourers  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  land  "  would  more  correctly  ex- 
press the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork. 

Sir  TATEICK  O'BEIEN  trusted  that 
the  Amendment,  which  was  made  in  the 
interest  of  cultivation,  would  be  accepted 
by  the  Government,  who,  he  was  quite 
certain,  were  especially  disposed  to  pro- 
mote an  increased  supply  of  food  in 
Ireland  for  the  coming  year. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment would  make  the  clause  too  wide, 
and  might  possibly  load  to  difficulties. 
Perhaps  some  words  could  be  intro- 
duced which  would  make  the  applica- 
tion of  this  clause  more  clear. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  did  not  see 
what  should  prevent  those  labourers 
who  had  plots  of  land  given  to  them  by 
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iho  flGurmers  as  part  of  wages  from  re- 
cemng  the  quantity  of  seed  named  in 
tbo  Bill.  He  thought  that  the  case 
would  bo  met  bj  adding  the  words  ''  or 
cultivator." 

Mb.  SWANSTON  thought  that  tho 
Ouardians  should  bo  authorized  to 
furnish  sufficient  seed  for  the  labourer 
as  well  as  for  tho  poor  farmer.  His 
oxporience  was  that  every  poor  labourer 
who  made  an  agreement  for  an  acre  or  a 
quarter  of  an  aero  of  land  would  be  very 
much  benefited  by  this ;  and  it  was,  more- 
over, extremely  desirable  to  afford  him 
an  opportunity  of  obtaining  good  seed. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  to  obtain  a  distri- 
bution of  seed  for  thoso  persons  who, 
although  cultivators  of  tho  land,  would 
not  come  within  the  moaning  of  the 
daoso.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  re- 
marked that  surely  those  persons  who 
cropped  the  land  must  be  occupiers  of 
the  land ;  but  technically  that  was  not 
80,  inasmuch  as  they  would  not  be  rated 
as  occupiers.  lie  suggested  that  the 
words  ''persons  who  occupy,  cultivate, 
or  crop  the  land'*  would  probably  ex- 
press the  meaning  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  would  afford  a  full  definition  of  the 
class  of  men  who  would  be  affected 
by  the  Amendment,  and  whom  it  was 
very  necessary  to  supply  with  seed,  for 
although  they  were  very  small  men,  so 
to  speak,  it  would  be  a  very  great  boon 
to  tnem. 

The  attorney  GENEILVL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  not  heard 
one  suggestion  from  hon.  ^Icmbers  as  to 
how  the  cost  of  the  seed  was  to  be  re- 
covered,  or  upon  what  security  the  money 
was  to  be  aavance<l.  It  was  absolutely 
impossible  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
because  it  interfered  with  certain  clauses 
in  the  BiO  which,  if  the  Amendment  were 
introdttced,  would  have  to  be  entirely  re- 
oast,  thereby  greatly  delaying  and  pre- 
judicing the  measure. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  thought 

that  the  House  was  proceeding  with 

more  haste  than  speed.    If  they  had  had 

time  and  opportunity  to  consider  the 

sneasore,  it  would  have  been  made  clear 

to  the  Oovemment  that  the  very  people 

irho  required  seed  to  be  distributed  to 

them  were  the  small  class  of  cultivators 

who  had  been  spoken  of.     He  repeated 

that,  looking  beyond  all  technicalities, 

the  object  of  the  measure  should  bo  that 


those  who  had  to  live  upon  potatoes 
during  the  next  year  should  have  seed  to 
sow.  The  labourers  were  the  very  persons 
who  would  be  worst  off  in  Ireland  during 
the  coming  year.  The  words  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  appeared  to  him 
to  meet  the  case  completely.  They  were 
confronted  with  the  difficulty  that  they 
were  requiring  the  people  to  re-pay  tho 
cost,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
were  unable  to  pay.  He  had  always 
pointed  out  that  this  was  very  bad 
policy.  They  gave  the  people  their  food 
— Indian  meal,  and  other  things — gra- 
tuitously, and  s£ud  that  they  were  not 
pauperized  in  consequence  ;  but  when 
the  Government  supplied  them  with  seed 
potatoes,  they  put  forward  the  objection 
that  not  to  demand  re-payment  of  the 
cost  would  be  to  pauperize  the  people. 
In  his  opinion,  the  seed  ought  to  be 
given  gratuitously.  He  hoped  that  Her 
Maj  esty's  Government  were  not  indulging 
in  the  dream  that  the  cost  of  this  supply 
of  seed  would  all  be  re-paid,  for  he  felt 
certain  that  the  people  would  not  have 
tlie  money  wherewith  to  make  re-pay- 
ment, inasmuch  as  they  would  plant 
their  potatoes  for  the  purpose  of  eating 
them.  He  reminded  the  House  that 
the  Bill  had  never  been  thoroughly 
considered  by  the  House  or  by  lion. 
Members  fully  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject; and  ho  trusted  that  the  words 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  would  be  accepted,  for  un- 
less they  were,  the  very  poorest  class, 
who  were  really  in  want  of  seed  potatoes, 
would  bo  excluded  from  the  operation  of 
the  measure. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  entirely 
diilerod  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  in  the  opinion  which  he  had  so  often 
expres&cd  that  the  people  would  not  re- 
pay the  money  advanced  for  the  supply 
of  seed  potatoes.  He  (Colonel  King- 
Hannan)  was,  on  the  contrary,  perfectly 
sure  that  they  would  do  so,  even  if  they 
had  to  sell  the  last  of  their  property, 
and  as  long  as  they  had  one  farthinff 
left.  They  were  not  asked  to  repay  tifl 
August,  1881. 

^Iajou  NOLAN  wished  to  remove 
the  impression  tliat  the  Government 
would  lose  any  money  by  the  operation 
of  this  Bill.  Although  tho  rates  might 
lose  a  little,  the  Gt)vernment  were  per- 
fectly safe,  inasmuch  as  they  had  the 
security  of  tho  occupying  tenant  plw 
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the  pate  of  the  TInion.  It  was  impos- 
Bible  that  the  Unions  could  allow  the 
Government  to  make  any  loss.  There 
might  be  a  few  debts  which  would  fall 
upon  the  electoral  divisions,  besides 
some  other  small  ones  that  would  very 
properly  have  to  be  borne  by  the  neigh- 
bours ;  but  the  evil  would  be  by  no 
means  so  great  as  had  been  represented 
by  some  hon.  Members.  The  7th  clause 
provided  that — 

"  Where  a  i)er80ii  is  not  rated  under  the  Acts 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  Guardians  shall 
make  a  special  rate  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,  in  which  he  shall  be  rated.'' 

It  woidd,  therefore,  be  possible  to  bring 
in  some  labourers  not  included  in  this 
Act.  He  suggested  that  the  words 
"persons  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Guardians,  are  capable  of  giving  ade- 
quate security"  should  be  added.  In 
the  event  of  the  Government  accepting 
this  Amendment,  they  could  not  pos- 
sibly lose  any  money ;  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, therefore,  it  ought  to  be  agreed  to, 
otherwise  he  should  vote  for  the  propo- 
sal of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan). 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  thought  the 
Amendment  most  admirable,  and  knew 
of  many  cases  in  his  own  district  where 
its  application  woidd  be  very  beneficial. 
There  were  in  his  own  county  a  large 
number  of  shopkeepers  and  others  who 
tilled  the  land,  which  would  otherwise 
remain  untilled  by  many  of  the  small 
farmers  ;  and  if  the  application  for 
seed  came  from  these  persons  there 
would  be  a  double  security  for  the  rates, 
because  there  would  be  the  remainder 
of  the  occupiers  in  the  district  to  fall 
back  upon.  He  could  not  see  any  rea- 
son why  the  Gt)vemment  should  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  SHAW  suggested  that  an  Amend- 
ment might  be  made  by  which  the  case 
of  cultivators  of  the  land  not  being  occu- 
piers might  be  met. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said,  that 
he  shoidd  be  happy  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  insert,  in  page  8,  line  1,  after 
the  word'*  land"— 

**  Cultivator  of  the  land  not  beinp^  the  occu- 
pier on  the  appHcation  of  the  occupier,  and  on 
nis  security.*' 

Amendment  {Mr.  Shaw),  by  leave, 
mthdraum. 

Amendment  {Mr.  AishiUm  Orou) 
agr$ed  to. 

Migor  IMan 


Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  move,  as  to  which  he  had 
not  come  to  any  agreement  with  the  Qo- 
vemment.  They  had,  however,  been 
good  enough  to  hold  out  some  hope 
that  the  wishes  of  Irish  Members  mignt 
be  met. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  ten,"  and  in- 
sert the  word  "twenty," — {Mafor  Nolan,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
<  ten '  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

Mb.  J.  LOW  THEE  said,  that  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  G^tle- 
man  to  increase  the  limit  of  value  from 
£10  to  £20  was  one  to  which  he  felt 
himself  unable  to  accede.  The  GK>vem- 
ment  had  thought  that  the  limit  fixed, 
namely  £10,  would  be  amply  sufficient, 
and  that  opinion  had  been  confirmed  by 
the  information  they  had  received.  Still, 
if  that  did  not  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side,  he  was  will- 
ing to  alter  the  limit  of  value  firom  £10 
to  £15. 

Mb.  SHAW  advised  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  had  great 
pleasure  in  accepting  the  proposal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Then  the  word  "ten"  struck  out,  and 
the  word  "fifteen"  inserted,  instead 
therof. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  read  the  third  time ;  Title  amended. 

'B\S1  passed,  with  an  amended  Title. 

MOTIONS. 

MBTBOPOUS  IMPBOVEMENT   SCHEMES 
MODITICATIOK  PBOVISIONAL   0BDBE8  BIIX. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Matthhw  Ridlbt,  Bill  to 
confirm  the  Provifdonal  Orders  of  one  of  II«r 
Majesty* 8  Principal  Secretaries  of  State  for  the 
modification  of  the  Metropolis  (Whitechapel 
and  lomehonse^  and  the  Metropolis  (High 
Street,  Islington)  ImproTcment  Schemes,  ordertd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Mattubw  Ridley  and 
Mr.  Secretary  Cross. 

'&il!Lpre8mt$d,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7  7. , 

CnABITIES   (iBEIAin))   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mbldon,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Charities  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mxldon  and  Mr. 
Ebrikoton. 

Billi^rMfii^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 
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8ALB  OF  nVTOXIOATIHG  LIQT70B8  ON 
SUITOAY  (no.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pbase,  Bill  for  the  closing 
of  pablic  houflofl  in  England  and  Walos  on  Sun- 
day, making  prorision  for  the  Sale  of  Liquors 
darixM?  certain  hoan  for  consumption  off  tho 
premims,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pbasb, 
Vifloount  Castlebbaoh,  and  Mr.  Tbemayne. 

BiUi>rv«#»i^«(/,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  79.] 

OOlTTAQIOnS  DISEASES  ACTS. 

Select  Committoo  re-appointed^  "to  inquire 
into  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  1866—1869, 
their  AdminiBtration,  Operation,  and  Effect :  " 
— ^Mr.  Cavbndish  Bbntixck,  Mr.  Staxsfeld, 
Colonel  Albxandbb,  Sir  Harcouut  Johxstonb, 
Ttaooant  Cbichton,  Mr.  Shaw  Lepevre,  Gene- 
ral Shutb,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Bulwbr,  Mr. 
0'SHAVOH3nw8T,  and  Five  Members  to  be  nomi- 
luited  bj  the  Committee  of  Selection : — Power 
to  tend  for  persons,  papers,  and  records;  Five 
to  be  the  qaonim. 

All  Reports  and  Returns  relating  thereto  re- 
ferred to  the  said  Committee. 

Inttmeti&H  to  tho  Committee,  That  they  have 
power  to  receive  Evidence  which  may  bo  ten- 
dered concerning  similar  syvtoms  in  British 
Cidoiiiee  or  in  other  Countries,  and  to  report 
whether  the  said  Contagious  Diseases  Acts 
■honld  be  maintained,  extended,  amended,  or 
repealed.— (CbA)iM/  Stanley.) 


oomcoir  law  procedure  and  jttdioature 

ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Grbgobt,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Common  Law  Procedure  Acts  and  the  Judi- 
estnre  Acta,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
OaaooBT,  Mr.  Waddt,  Mr.  Wubelhovsb,  and 

Mr.  RiDLBT. 

Bi]lfr$seHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 

HooBO  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Jr$ine$iay,  18M  February,  1880. 


MIKUTES.]— Public  'RiUA—Seeond Reading— 
Municipal  Corporationa  (Property  Qualifica- 
tion Abolition)  [43];  Commona  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  [61];  Epping  Foreat  Act  (1878) 
(Ccmtiimanee)  *  [73],  discharged, 

JUmKi^    Se/nrod  to  Select  Committee— 
[10]. 


QUEEN'S   SPEECH— HER   MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  COMPTROLLEE  of  the 

HOUSEHOLD  (the  Earl  of  Yarmouth) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address,  as  followeth  : — 

/  thank  you  sincerely  for  your  loyal  and  dutiful 
Address, 

Your  assurance  that  the  measures  which  will  be 
submitted  to  you  will  receive  your  careful  consider^ 
ation  affords  Me  much  gratijicationy  and  I  rely 
with  confidence  on  your  hearty  co-operation  with 
Me  in  My  earnest  endeavours  to  promote  the  wel' 
fare  and  happiness  of  all  My  Subjects, 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 

LEASES  BILL— [Bill  30.] 

(Mr,  Marten,  Sir  Henry  Jackson,  Mr,  Gregory, 

Mr,  Charles  Lewis,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Me.  MARTEN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  its 
object  was  to  empower  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  afford  relief,  where  it 
thought  proper,  against  forfeiture  of 
leases  in  cases  of  non-performance  of 
covenants,  and  of  certain  other  obli- 
gations not  being  pecuniary  obliga- 
tions. The  existing  state  of  the  law 
on  the  subject  occasioned  serious  hard- 
ships to  tenants.  The  ordinarv  form  of 
a  proviso  for  re-entry  in  a  lease  was 
that  in  the  event  of  the  tenant  failing  to 
pay  tho  rent,  or  to  perform  the  covenants 
of  tho  lease,  the  landlord  was  entitled  to 
re-enter  and  avoid  the  lease.  The 
Courts  of  Equity,  from  the  earliest  times, 
had  viewed  a  proviso  for  re-entry  on 
account  of  non-payment  of  rent  rather 
as  in  the  nature  of  a  security  than  as  a 
penalty  to  be  specificallv  enforced,  and 
had,  consequently,  relieved  tenants 
against  any  forfeiture  attempted  to  be 
assorted  on  the  g^und  of  the  failure  to 
pay  the  rent  reserved.  In  the  same 
way  Uiey  had  also  been  in  the  habit  of 
relieving  against  forfeiture  for  non-pay- 
ment of  damages,  or  in  respect  to  any 
pecuniary  obligation  which  the  tenant 
was  under.  But,  unfortunately,  when 
the  question  arose  whether  they  would 
adopt  the  same  principle  in  regard  to 
covenants  of  repair,  and  the  like,  as  in 
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the  case  of  pecuniary  defaults,  the 
Courts  of  Equity  held  that  they  were 
powerless  to  grant  such  relief.  By  an 
Act  passed  in  1859,  however,  relief 
could  be  granted  in  the  case  of  failure  to 
insure  according  to  covenant,  provided 
that  no  damage  had  ensued,  and  that 
the  covenant  of  insurance  was  also  thence- 
forward carried  out.  But  the  Act  re- 
quired that  when  the  relief  was  granted 
a  memorandum  of  it  should  be  made  on 
the  lease,  and  also  provided  that  the 
relief  should  not  be  granted  twice.  Now, 
this  Bill  proposed  that  the  Court  should 
be  invested  with  power,  in  any  action  or 
proceeding  in  which  it  was  asked  to 
give  eflPect  to  any  proviso  for  re-entry, 
or  other  stipulation  by  way  of  forfeiture 
for  any  breach  of  any  covenant,  to  inquire 
into  the  case,  and  to  refuse  to  give  effect 
to  such  proviso  or  stipulation  and  to  re- 
lieve against  the  forfeiture.  Such  refusal 
and  relief  might  be  either  absolute  or 
on  terms  as  to  making  good  any  defect 
of  repeur  or  other  defect,  paying  costs  or 
damages,  or  preventing  a  future  broach, 
or  as  to  any  other  matter,  according  to 
what  shoidd  appear  to  the  Court  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  The  Bill  also  proposed  that 
there  should  be  no  forfeiture  for  the 
breach  of  any  covenant  that  any  assign- 
ment or  under-lease  should  be  prepared 
by  the  lessor's  solicitor,  or  any  parti- 
culax  solicitor  or  person.  It  likewise 
contained  a  clause  securing  the  mutual 
rights  of  several  tenants  holding  under 
the  same  lease.  In  each  of  the  Sessions 
of  1876  and  1877  the  House  had  sanc- 
tioned the  principle  of  his  Bill  by  passing 
the  Forfeiture  Belief  Bill,  which  he  had 
had  the  honour  to  introduce,  and  which 
received  a  general  acceptance  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  but  which  had  failed 
to  pass  the  other  House.  That  Bill,  in 
1876,  failed  in  the  other  House  on  ac- 
count of  the  late  period  of  the  Session 
when  it  stood  for  consideration  there. 
Lord  Cairns  had  expressed  on  that  oc- 
casion the  opinion  that  it  was  a  good 
measure,  and  one  that  would  not  be  pro- 
ductive of  injury  to  lessors.  In  1877 
the  Bill  was  sent  up  to  the  other  House 
early  in  the  Session,  but  was  not  pro- 
ceeded with  then.  For  himself,  he  be- 
lieved the  present  Bill  would  prove 
beneficial  to  lessors  by  increasing  the 
value  of  their  property.  He  would,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  refer  to 
instuiceB  of  great  hardship  under  the 

Mr.MarUn 


existing  law  to  illustrate  the  necessity 
for  the  remedy  which  he  now  suggeeted. 
One  of  them  was  that  of  a  barrister, 
whose  letter  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
who,  in  1871,  purchased  a  lease  of  four 
houses  worth  about  £5,000.  In  1873, 
his  clerk,  who  received  his  monies, 
had  instructions  to  pay  the  premiums 
for  fire  insurance ;  but,  as  he  uninten- 
tionally omitted  to  do  so,  the  lessor 
threatened  to  bring  an  action  of  eject- 
ment, although,  on  receiving  an  expla- 
natory letter,  the  lessor  did  not  perse- 
vere. Subsequently,  however,  the  clerk 
made  a  similar  sUp,  when  the  lessor 
brought  five  actions  of  ejectment  against 
the  lessee  and  his  tenants.  Belief  was 
thereupon  sought  under  the  existing 
Statute,  but  was  strenuously  opposed 
under  the  allegation  that  what  took 
place  in  1873  amounted  to  a  waiver  out 
of  Court.  When  there  was  a  waiver  out 
of  Court,  it  was,  by  the  Act  of  1859, 
equivalent  to  the  g^ant  of  relief  by  the 
Court,  and  under  the  Act  there  coidd  be 
only  one  relief,  so  that  a  second  relief 
was  put  out  of  the  power  of  the  Court. 
The  Justices  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  Division  held  that  the  lessor's 
contention  was  correct,  and  the  result  was 
that  an  accidental  slip  in  the  non-payment 
of  £1 168,  for  fire  insurance  involyed  the 
loss,  probably,  of  £5,000  by  the  forfeiture 
of  the  lease.  In  another  case,  the  par- 
ticulars of  which  were  furnished  by  a 
highly  respectable  London  solicitor, 
there  were  40  houses  hold  under  various 
under-loasos,  but  all  comprised  in  the 
same  superior  lease.  About  five  of  these 
houses  were  allowed  to  get  out  of  repair, 
and  were  not  repaired  by  the  under- 
lessee  of  thom  after  notice  served  upon 
him  to  do  so.  Thereupon  the  landlord 
on  the  superior  lease  brought  ejectmeot 
for  the  whole  40  houses,  on  tne  gpround  that 
they  were  all  forfeited  by  reason  of  the 
neglect  to  repair  the  few.  There  being 
no  defence,  judgment  of  ejectment  was 
obtained,  and  the  unfortunate  tenants 
— themselves  perfectly  innocent — who 
had  kept  their  own  houses  in  repair, 
were  compelled  to  throw  themselves  upon 
the  mercy  of  the  superior  landlords. 
The  landlords  exacted  a  fine  equivalent 
to  about  10  years'  purchase  of  the  ground 
rents,  besides  heavy  costs.  The  third 
case  was  that  of  a  mortgage  of  lease- 
holds. The  particulars  of  this  case  were 
also  fumishea  by  the  solicitor  already 
referred  to.    There  the  mortgagor  com- 
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mitted  a  breach  of  ooyenant,  for  wliich 
the  landlord  brought  ejectment.  The 
writ  was  served  upon  the  mortgagor^ 
who  allowed  judgment  to  go  by  de- 
fault. The  effect  was  that  the  mort- 
gagees found  themselves  completely  in 
the  power  of  the  landlord,  who,  after 
the  payment  of  heavy  expenses,  con- 
sented to  the  granting  of  a  new  lease. 
Another  instance,  mentioned  in  a  letter 
addressed  to  The  Timee,  on  January 
19th,  by  Messrs.  Hunters,  Gwatkin,  and 
Haynes,  well-known  solicitors,  was  thus 
described — 

**  An  action  of  ejectment  is  now  pending  in 
which  one  of  the  London  hospitals  sooks  to  de- 
stroy a  lease  of  property  in  the  City  of  London, 
valaed  at  many  thousand  pounds,  on  the  ground 
of  a  breach  by  the  lessee  of  the  covenant  to  repair. 
The  action  was  commenced  without  any  previous 
notico.  The  lease  is  in  mortgage,  and  the  raort- 
gi^ees  have  offered  at  once  to  do  whatever  re- 
pairs the  lessors  require ;  but  the  hospital  have 
declined  this  offer,  and  state  that  their  right  to 
reoovor  possession  is  perfectly  clear,  and  that 
th«y  intend  to  continue  the  action." 

A  g^phio  account  of  another  grievous 
oaae  was  given  by  Lord  Justice  James  in 
"  Hodgkmson  v,  Crowe"  in  the  10th 
Tolume  of  The  Law  Reports  Chancery 
AfpeaU,    The  Lord  Justice  said — 

"  A  case  in  which  I  was  counsel,  many  years 
ag^,  produced  a  strong  effect  upon  my  mind — a 
eaae  where  a  forfeiture  was  enforced,  in  which 
there  was  no  legal  defence,  and  no  equitable  re- 
lief ooold  bo  obtained.  Extensive  co])per  works 
w«rd  forfeited  by  reason  of  a  breach  of  covenant 
in  not  keeping  up  a  fence  which  had  become 
perfectly  useless,  and  the  not  keeping  it  up  did  not 
do  ono  shilling's  worth  of  damage  to  any  bod  v. 
Ckaea  of  that  kind  showed  how  opiircssively 
■och  a  power  may  be  used." 

The  only  other  case  with  which  he  would 
trouble  the  House  was  one  in  which  a 
leasehold  house  was  mortgaged  to  a 
building  society.  This  house  was  kept 
in  excdlent  repair,  and  no  complaint 
respecting  it  was  suggested  by  the  land- 
lord. Unfortunately,  the  lease  under 
which  it  was  held  comprised  another 
house ;  and  this  being  out  of  repair  the 
landlord  brought  ejectment  for  both 
houses.  Judgment  was  obtained,  and 
the  property  was  given  up,  the  only 
terms  on  wmch  a  new  house  was  offered 
being  prohibitoiT.  These  six  examples 
of  the  mischief  and  injustice  which 
might  be  done  under  the  present  state  of 
the  law  were  enough,  he  submitted,  to 
show  the  necessity  for  the  interference 
oC  the  Legislature.  They  could  bo  multi- 


plied indefinitely  by  cases  drawn  from 
the  experience  of  those  who  were  con- 
cerned, either  professionally  or  otherwise, 
in  transactions  relating  to  leaseholds. 
It  was  in  order  to  remedy  such  cases  of 
hardship  that  the  Bill  was  now  intro- 
duced. He,  however,  disclaimed  any 
intention  to  interfere  unduly  with  free- 
dom of  contract,  and  contended  that  his 
Bill  was  in  conformity  with  the  principle 
recognized  by  the  Court  of  Chancery 
that  covenants  were  to  be  construed  in  a 
reasonable  manner,  and  according  to 
their  proper  interpretation.  An  eminent 
conveyancer  had  written  to  him  that  the 
landlord  generally  reserved  to  himself 
the  power  to  evict,  with  the  view  of 
using  it  only  in  flagrant  instances ;  but 
it  was  sometimes  exercised  oppressively, 
and  the  present  Bill  was  likely  to  g^ve 
fair  relief  against  that  grievance.  If 
those  covenants  of  re-entry  were  in- 
tended when  they  were  entered  into  to  be 
dealt  with  in  an  unreasonable  way,  they 
would  be  in  the  nature  of  gambling  con- 
tracts, which  ought  not  to  be  enforced. 
Was  it  to  be  said  that  a  property  worth, 
it  might  be,  £100,000,  merely  because 
some  fence  or  road  of  no  importance  to 
anybody  was  not  made,  or  some  other 
trumpery  covenant  in  the  lease  had  been 
infringed,  was  on  that  account  to  be 
subject  to  forfeiture?  That  would  be 
perfe(^tly  monstrous.  Koljring  on  the 
precedent  afforded  by  the  Chancery 
Amendment  Act  of  1858,  he  proposed, 
in  this  Bill,  to  vest  in  the  Court  a  dis- 
cretion as  to  enforcing  forfeiture,  just  as 
under  the  Act  of  1858,  in  the  case  of 
breaches  of  covenant,  the  Coiirt  had  now 
an  absolute  discretion  to  substitute  the 
giving  of  damages  for  an  injunction. 
He  did  not  propose  to  deal  with  those 
cases  in  which  the  renewal  of  leases  was 
made  dependent  on  the  performance  of 
certain  covenants,  or  in  which  the  lessee 
had  a  power  to  determine  the  loose  con- 
tingent upon  his  performance  of  tlio 
covenants,  or  with  building  agreements 
which  provided  that  unless  the  ground 
was  covered  with  buildings  before  a  cer- 
tain time  the  landlord  should  not  bo 
bound  to  grant  a  lease.  Nor  did  he 
deal  with  cases  of  an  option  to  purchase, 
where  the  option  was  only  to  arise  on 
the  performance  of  some  condition  pre- 
cedent, such  as  the  payment  of  the  pur- 
chase money  before  a  certain  time.  Tho 
Bill  was,  moreover,  limited  to  covenants 
or  engagements  in  tho  lease;  and  it 
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was,  oonsequentlj,  obvious  tliat  it  did  Bolls.    The  former  liad  written  of  it  as 

not  affect  the  determination  of  the  lease  follows : — 

from  bankruptcy,  or  any  other  cause,  in-  «  The  Bin  ig  an  exceUent  measore,  and  will, 

dependent  of  covenants  in  the  lease.    He  if  it  pasaesy  effect  a  great  impioyeinent  in  the 

had  been  anxious,  in  framing  the  Bill,  to  law." 

confine  it  to  well-known  and  notorious  ^   ^    ^     ^  ^   j^^  ,^  ^^_ 

oases  of  hardship ;  and  he  proposed  to  ^             y^ 

give  a  discretionary  power  to  grant  re-  '*  5  ^^7  agr®®  with  the  pxindple  of  iha  Bin, 

Lf  from  forfeiture  in  cases  of  non-fuim-  ^a'to'T hl^Sfy  ^SS^  wJ^'l^^lo^ 

ment  of  covenants,  so  that  the  Uourt  tenns  on  which  reUefahould  be  granted,  I  think 

might  be  able  to  do  justice  in  the  classes  the  Court  should  have  as  wide  a  dlaoretion  af 

of  cases  to  which  the  Bill  related.  When  possible." 

theCourtwas  asked  to  give  effect  to  a  pro-  ^^  ^^^  discretionary  power  thna  re- 
vision for  re-entry  by  way  of  forfeiture  for  eommended  by  the  MistSr  of  the  EoUs 
breach  of  covenants  and  engagements  formed  the  basis  of  the  present  measure, 
the  Court  might  inquire  into  ^e  case,  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^ous^  would  read  ita 
and  It  nught  grant  rehef  agamst  for-  g^^j^^  ^^ 
feiture  absolutely,  or  upon  terms  which 

it  might  think  fit  to  impose.   The  object  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

of  another  clause  of  the  Bill  was  to  give  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 

tenants  under  the  same  lease  mutual  time." — {Mr.  MarUn,) 
rights,  and  the  effect  of  it  would  be  that 

one  tenant  might  require  other  tenants  Mb.  Alderman  OOTTON,  in  moving 
under  the  same  lease  to  perform,  as  re-  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  seoond  time  that 
garded  their  respective  tenements,  all  the  day  six  months,  said,  that  his  object  in 
covenants  which  ought  to  be  performed,  doing  this  was  that  more  time  might  be 
so  as  to  prevent  fo^eiture.  He  did  not  given  for  the  consideration  of  it,  as  it 
propose  to  interfere  with  the  making  of  had  come  suddenly  before  the  House, 
covenants,  nor  with  damages  for  breach  and  the  Oorporation  of  London  and 
of  covenant,  or  with  injunctions  against  other  bodies  and  persons  had  not  had 
breach  of  covenant ;  but  he  desired  to  sufficient  time  to  look  carefully  into  its 
save  the  leaseholder  in  certain  cases  from  merits  or  demerits.  The  Bill  would,  if 
the  absolute  forfeiture  of  the  lease.  He  passed,  affect  all  existing  leases  as  well 
repudiated  the  least  intention,  in  bring-  as  all  future  leases,  and  it  would  inter- 
ing  forward  this  measure,  to  cast  any  fere  with  very  important  and  serious 
imputation  on  the  great  body  of  land-  interests.  Besides,  Clause  2  contained 
lords  generally.  The  Corporation  of  the  very  objectionable  matter — it  was  a  £hin 
City  of  London  was  one  of  the  best  land-  crust  between  what  was  proposed  and 
lords,  and  if  all  other  landlords  were  tenant  right.  It  refused  a  lessor  the 
like  it  his  Bill  would  not  have  been  right  of  re-entry  and  obliged  him  to  go 
necessary.  London,  too,  was,  for  the  to  a  Court  of  Law.  He  tnought  this  in- 
most part,  parcelled  out  amon^  great  volved  considerable  injustice.  If  any 
proprietors,  most  of  whom  would  never  right  of  re-entry  was  interfered  with  it 
think  of  enforcing  these  forfeitures ;  should  be  with  the  landlord's  consent, 
but  even  under  these  great  pro-  and  not  by  the  Court  of  Chanceiy  abso- 
prietors  there  were  many  intermediate  lutely.  Clause  3,  with  some  slight  im- 
and  smaller  landlords,  who  might  be  provemonts,  would  have  his  heartiest 
needy,  and  who  sometimes  might  not  sympathy.  It  was  only  last  night  that 
scruple  to  act  oppressively.  The  rights  his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  Bill, 
of  any  landlord  acting  fairly  would  not  The  matter  would  be  brought  before  the 
be  in  the  slightest  degree  impaired  by.  Corporation  of  the  Cily  of  London  to- 
that  Bill;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  morrow,  when  it  would  be  carefully 
value  of  leasehold  estates  would  be  considered.  It  was  possible  that  the  Bill 
g^atly  increased  by  the  security  the  might  be  made  a  very  good  one ;  and  if 
measure  would  give  against  the  capri-  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
cious  enforcement  of  covenants  of  re-  allow  it  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
entry.  The  Bill  had  received  the  ap-  mittee  he  would  withdraw  his  oppoei- 
proval  of,  among  many  others,  Mr.  Law-  tion.  He  concluded  by  moving  that  the 
rence,  the  President  of  the  Incorporated  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
Law  Society,  and  the  Master  of  the  months. 

Mr.  Mmrtm 
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Amendment  proposedy  to  leaye  out  the 
word  "now/'  ana  at  the  end  of  the 
Qneetion  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months."  —  {Mr.  Alderman 
Cotton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
*  now/  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  supported 
the  Billy  which  introduced  no  new  prin- 
ciple,  but  merely  extended  one  that  had 
been  adopted  many  years  ago  by  Lord 
St.  Leonards.  He  denied  that  the  Bill 
unduly  interfered  with  the  freedom  of 
oontract,  and  said  that  questions  of  for- 
feiture, so  far  as  the  landlord  was  con- 
cerned, might  safely  be  left  to  the  Courts, 
which  would  not  be  over-indulgent  to 
tenants.  The  Bill  would,  he  belioyed, 
not  only  do  justice  to  the  tenants,  but 
be  an  actual  benefit  to  the  landlords. 
Delay  would  be  fatal  to  the  measure, 
the  principles  of  which  had  already 
been  folly  discussed;  and  he  should, 
therefore,  be  much  surprised  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
charge  of  the  measure  consented  to 
the  proposal  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  BOBEBTS  cordially  supported 
the  Bill,  which  would  give  satisfaction 
to  thousands  of  lessees.  He  was  also 
quite  sure  that  no  landlord  would  object 
to  it 

Mb.  BIDLEY  thought  the  measure 
hardly  corresponded  with  the  observa- 
tiona  which  had  been  made  in  its  favour. 
It  was  evident  that  the  Bill  was  drawn  a 
great  deal  too  widely.  They  had  to  re- 
member that  it  referred  to  every  sort  of 
lease  issued  in  England.  No  doubt  cases 
of  hardship  might  be  quoted,  and  he 
did  not  dispute  their  existence  ;  but 
there  was  an  old  maxim  which  set  forth 
that /'hard  cases  made  bad  law.".  In 
his  opinion,  the  Bill  would  interfere 
unduly  with  the  rights  of  property. 
Clause  2,  which  was  the  most  important 
part  of  the  Bill,  in  the  most  sweeping 
manner  gave  power  to  the  Court  of 
Equity  to  interfere  in  every  case  in 
which  the  landlord  endeavoured  to  en- 
fiffoe  his  rights,  whereas  the  Bill  known 
as  Lord  St.  Leonards'  measure  only  in- 
terCered  in  cases  of  accident  or  mistake. 
The  power  of  interference  with  the 
eoiitraot  was  at  present  limited  to  cases 
m  which  the  landlord  could  be  put 
fa  the  same  position  as  if  no  broach 
eC  oofMiant  had  been  committed.    The 


present  measure  would  extend  this 
power  of  interference  to  cases  in  which 
such  re-instatement  would  be  impos- 
sible. He  admitted  that  there  nught 
be  some  cases  in  which  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  protect  tenants  from  arbitrary 
conduct  on  the  part  of  landlords ;  but  the 
Bill  would  permit  interference  where  no 
such  conduct  could  be  complained  of. 
If  the  Bill  were  sent  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee it  might  come  back  in  a  shape 
more  generally  acceptable  to  the  House ; 
but  at  present  the  scope  of  the  Bill  was 
too  wide. 

Mb.  OREGOEY  thought  there  were 
hardly  sufficient  grounds  for  referring 
so  short  and  simple  a  Bill  to  a  Select 
Conmiittee.  It  had  been  argued  that  it 
would  be  hard  that  a  man  should  be 
compelled  to  have  recourse  to  a  Court  of 
Law  in  order  to  enforce  his  remedy  by 
forfeiture.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
position  of  the  party,  as  regarded  the  ne- 
cessity of  having  recourse  to  law  after  a 
breach  of  covenant,  was  not  altered  by 
the  present  Bill.  He  thought  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Court  of  Equity  might  very 
safely  be  extended  in  the  manner  con- 
templated in  the  Bill,  which  he  charac- 
terized as  a  just  remedial  measure  and 
one  well  fitted  to  meet  cases  in  which  a 
breach  of  covenant  was  taken  advan- 
tage of  for  enforcing  hard  terms  on  the 
lessee. 

Mb.  FEESHFIELD  held  that  the 
Bill,  in  its  present  form,  went  too  far. 
It  should  not  be  forgotten,  he  thought, 
that  lessees  were  bound  to  know  the 
contents  of  their  leases,  and  that  they 
generally  did  so.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  op- 
posite, who  seemed  to  think  that  deeds 
under  hand  and  seal  were  to  be  treated 
as  nullities.  There  were  many  reasons 
why  landlords  should  insert  special  cove- 
nants in  their  leases.  With  regard  to 
the  covenants  against  under-lease  and 
assignment,  and  the  submission  of  mort- 
gages and  assignment  to  the  landlord's 
solicitors,  these  provisions  were  neither 
unreasonable  nor  unnecessary,  in  many 
cases,  from  complications  and  special  cir- 
cumstances affecting  the  land.  The  Bill 
assumed  that  provisions  of  this  nature 
were  of  no  value,  and  accordingly  did 
not  give  effect  to  them.  As  regarded  the 
Bill  generally,  he  tliought  the  House 
should  have  had  a  little  more  Notice. 
He  believed  the  Bill  had  not  been  in 
print  until  the  previous  day.  He  should, 
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therefore,  support  the  proposal  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffakd)  said,  that  no  doubt 
cases  of  great  hardship  existed  with  re- 
spect sometimes  to  oovenants  in  leases. 
At  the  same  time,  it  was  a  wide  propo- 
sition to  say  that  it  should  be  permitted 
to  a  Oourt  to  say,  in  every  case,  in  what 
way  covenants  deliberately  entered  into 
should  be  carried  out.  The  Bill  offered 
no  restriction,  but  simply  the  Court 
was  to  be  at  liberty  at  its  discretion  to 
break  the  bond  between  the  parties. 
He  was  not  surprised  to  learn  that  the 
lawyers,  as  a  body,  were  in  favour  of  the 
Bill;  but  it  was  because  he  thought 
that  it  would  have  a  mischievous  effect 
in  rendering  liable  to  litigation  every 
transfer  of  real  property  that  he  con- 
sidered the  remedial  portions  ought  to 
be  guarded  against.  lie  reminded  the 
House  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
about  to  make  a  proposed  on  the  same 
subject;  and  in  view  of  that,  and  the 
other  circumstances  of  the  case,  if  the 
Bill  were  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, he  should  not  oppose  its  second 
reading. 

Mb.  MABTEN  said,  he  would  assent 
to  the  proposal  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  March  2,  Committee  ftoniinattd  as 
follows: — Mr.  Attoeney  General,  Mr.  Law, 
Mr.  Alderman  Cotton,  Mr.  Leveson  Gower, 
Mr.  Greoory,  Sir  Henry  Jackron,  Mr.  Frehh- 
FiELD,  Sir  James  Lawrence,  Mr.  Charles 
Lewis,  Mr.  Osuornb  Morgan,  Mr.  Ryder,  Mr. 
0*Clery,  Mr.  Allcroit,  Mr.  Roberts,  and  l^Ir. 
Marten  : — Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

MUNICirAL  CORPORATIONS  (PRO- 
PERTY   QUALIFICATION    ABOLITION) 
BILL— [Bill  43.] 
[Mr,  Mundclia,  Mr.  Chamberlain^  Mr.  Burt^ 
Mr.  Sullivan.) 

SECOND    READINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  did  not  intend  to  address  the  House 
at  any  length,  as  it  was  the  fourth  time 
the  Bill  had  been  before  them,  and  on 
two  former  occasions  he  explained  its 

Mr.  FrwhfiM 


proTisions  at  ooxinderaUe  length.    Be- 
sides, he  should  find  himself  in  a  oon* 
siderable  difficulty  if  he  attempted  to 
say  anything  new  on  the  question,  and 
he  thought  discussion  was  so  completely 
exhausted  on  the  3rd  of  April,  last  year, 
that  it  would  be  tresj^assing    on   the 
patience  of  the  House  if  he  attempted 
to  go  into  its  merits  again.    But  during 
the  past  year  there  had  been  many  new 
facts  cropping  up,  which  strongly  bore 
out  his  arfi^mento  in  f  ayour  of  the  pro- 
visions of  his  BiU.     He    was   mudi 
gratified   to  find    that   the    Press    of 
the  country,   whether  OonservatiTe  or 
Liberal,    were  almost  unanimously  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.    Her  Majesty's  Gk)- 
vemment,  he  thought,  made  a  mistake 
in  not  assenting  to  it  when  he  moved  the 
second  reading  last  year,  as  they  did 
when  he  introduced  it  in  the  year  1877 ; 
and  there  was  little  doubt  that  the  Bill 
would  have  become  law  three  years  ago 
but  for  the  action  of  a  private  Member, 
who,  at  the  last  stage,  moved  an  Amend- 
ment against  it.     The  Times  newspaper, 
on  the  3rd  April,  last  year,  said,  in  re- 
ference to  his  Bill,  that  although  he  had 
failed  again  to  persuade  the  House  to 
abolish  property  qualification,  he  could 
console  himself  witib.  the  thought  that  it 
was  rejected  by  a  very  small  majori^. 
If  he  wanted  any  arguments,  he  might 
rely  upon  some  of  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members  made  on  that  occasion.    One 
was  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mor- 
peth (Mr.  Butt),  who  made  the  remark- 
able boast  that  he  had  lived  for  about 
14  years  in  the  borough  he  then  repre- 
sented, and  during  the  whole  of  that 
time  he  never  rosided  in  a  house  which 
gave  him  a  qualification  to  sit  as  a  mem- 
ber of  a  local  board,  and  yet  he  was  able 
to  sit   in   that    House    and    assist    in 
Votes    which  now  amoimted  to  about 
£87,000,000     a-year.      Another    hon. 
Member  also  said  he  could  point  to  a 
village  in  Northumberland  where  there 
wore  2,000  inhabitants,  and  not  more 
than  15  of  them  were  eligible  to  serve 
on  the  local  boards.    The  village  was 
noted  for  its  bad  sanitary  arrangements, 
and  many  of  the  houses  were  in  the  most 
wretched    condition.      During  the  last 
year  some  score  or  two  of  cases  had  been 
submitted  to  him  showing  the  hardship 
of  the  present  system,  which  was  no- 
where harder  than  in  the  Metropolis. 
The  qualification  for  vestrymen  varied 
in  different  districts.    In  Clerkenwell  it 
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was  a  ratine  of  £25  some  years  ago ;  but 
now  it  had  Deen  raised  to  £40,  because 
more  than  one-sixth  of  the  houses  of 
that  district  were  rated  at  over  £40 
a-year.  It  was,  therefore,  a  fluctuating 
quidification.  One  of  the  oldest  and 
most  popular  members,  who  had  sorrod 
on  the  vestiy  from  its  foundation,  was 
excluded  because  of  the  insufficiency  of 
his  property  qualification.  Another, 
who  naa  served  10  years,  was  also  dis- 
qualified, and  a  member  of  the  select 
Testry  was  obliged  to  resign,  and  had 
to  remain  out  for  two  years,  until  he  was 
able  to  obtain  a  qualification  of  £40 
a-year.  Another  case  came  under  his 
notice  the  other  day.  A  very  respect- 
able man  in  the  Metropolis  was  asked  to 
stand  as  a  vestryman,  but  because  he 
was  only  rated  at  £39  a-year,  or  £1 
below  the  legal  qualification,  ho  was 
disqualified  ;  but  although  he  might  not 
stand  as  a  member  of  the  select  vestry, 
he  was  now  standing  for  a  large  borough 
and  for  a  Member  of  Parliament,  with 
ereiy  probability  of  his  being  elected, 
at  the  next  General  Election.  The  pre- 
sent system,  in  his  opinion,  was  abso- 
lutely absurd.  At  Liveri)ool,  the  other 
day,  a  man  who  was  returned  by  many 
tfaoosands  of  votes  was  disqualified,  be- 
cause of  some  defects  in  his  qualifica- 
tion. He  could  scarcely  believe  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  williog 
that  this  state  of  things  should  continue  ; 
and  he  looked  forward  with  pleasure  to 
an  hon.  Member  of  the  Government 
getting  up  in  his  place  and  accepting 
uio  secona  reading.  If  he  might  point 
to  any  particular  part  of  the  Kingdom 
where  municipal  government  was  well 
conducted,  and  infinitely  better  con- 
ducted than  in  any  other,  he  would 
refer  the  House  to  Scotland.  There  was, 
in  his  opinion,  no  part  where  municipal 
government  was  so  ])uro  and  above 
suspicion  as  in  Scotland.  The  whole 
system  was  most  admirable,  and  yet 
local  self-government  was  there  carried 
cmt  without  any  qualification  whatever. 
In  conclusion,  the  hon.  Gentleman  t-aid 
he  must  apologize  to  the  House  for 
having  spoken  even  to  tlie  length  he 
had,  because  he  thought  the  case  was  no 
longer  arguable.  It  was  arg^ucd  out, 
when  it  was  said  men  might  enter  that 
House  without  any  qualification,  or  be- 
come members  of  the  school  board,  and 
vole  away  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  a-year  without  being  electors. 

YOL.   OCL.         l^TEIHD   ssuizs.] 


Even  on  Boards  of  Guardians  men  could 
be  elected  who  were  merely  ratepayers, 
and  property  was  left  to  take  care  of 
itself.  They  had  a  right  to  give  electors 
a  free  choice  of  those  who  would  serve 
them  best ;  and  his  Bill  would  simply 
remove  certain  disqualifications  which 
prevented  the  electors  from  getting  the 
best  men  to  serve  them  upon  their  local 
boards.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Ifr.  Mundella,) 

Mr.  CLARE  READ  said,  he  had  no 
intention  of  opposing  the  Bill ;  in  fact, 
he  wished  it  every  success  in  its  main 
object ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
it  right  to  give  Notice  that  when  the 
Bill  should  go  into  Committee  he  would 
endeavour  to  have  Guardians  excluded 
from  its  provisions,  for  a  Guardian  was 
a  dispenser  of  the  rates  for  the  purpose 
of  relieving  destitution;  and  it  would, 
consequently,  be  a  great  mistake,  even 
if  only  a  small  portion  of  the  members 
on  Boards  of  Guardians  came  horn  a 
semi-pauper  class. 

Mk.  salt  said,  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  who  was 
unavoidably  absent  in  consequence  of 
domestic  affliction,  desiring  him  to  say 
that  he  would  not  raise  any  opposition 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but 
that  he  wished  to  reserve  the  right  of 
criticizing  its  details  in  Committee,  moro 
especially  with  respect  to  the  qualifica- 
tion for  Poor  Law  Guardians.  The  hon. 
^lember  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  re- 
member that,  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
(Mr.  Salt),  on  his  own  responsibility, 
opposed  the  second  reading  of  the  BiU, 
when  it  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of 
eight.  lie  (Mr.  Salt)  retained  his  own 
opinion  and  his  own  private  right  of 
action.  On  this  occasion,  liowever, 
speaking  and  acting  on  behalf  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  he  should 
offer  no  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  congratulated 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mundella)  upon 
the  success  of  his  Bill.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  sorry  that  the  Government 
had  not  seen  that  there  was  no  defence 
to  the  present  law  earlier.      He  trusted 
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tliere  would  be  some  law  on  the  subject 
this  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited 
for  Tuesday  next. 

COMMONS  ACT  (1876)  AMENDMENT 

BELL— [Bill  61.] 

(Mr,  Mundellaf  Sir  Henry  Feek^  Lord  Edtmnd 

Fitzmaurice.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  MUNDELLA,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  hoped  it  would  meet  with 
the  same  good  fortune  as  the  one 
which  had  just  been  read  a  second  time. 
It  was  not  often  that  he  troubled  the 
House  with  Bills ;  but  this  Session  he 
happened  to  have  two,  and  thejr  were 
both  small  and  useful  ones.  Tne  BiU 
he  had  now  to  lay  before  the  House 
was  a  Bill  that  proposed  to  amend  the 
Gommons  Act  of  1876,  in  one  particular 
only,  and  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  Commons  that  sat  last  year.  Shef- 
field nearly  lost  one  of  its  most  beauti- 
ful open  spaces  through  a  defect  in  the 
Commons  Act,  and  the  Committee  made 
a  recommendation  that  the  limit  of  the 
area  should  be  extended.  His  Bill  went 
to  remove  the  defect  in  the  Act,  and 
proposed  that  the  limit  should  be  ex- 
tended in  the  case  of  large  manufactur- 
ing towns ;  and  the  1st  section  of  the 
Bui  provided  that  the  Act  should  apply 
to  any  common  situate  within  10  nules, 
instead  of  six,  of  any  town  with  a  popu- 
lation of  26,000,  or  within  15  miles  of 
any  town  not  having  a  population  of 
less  than  100,000,  and  that  any  such 
common  should  be  considered  a  subur- 
ban common,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act.  London  had  had  the  power  of 
bringing  all  the  commons  within  20 
miles  of  the  Metropolis  into  the  subur- 
ban area ;  and  he  could  not  conceive 
that  any  provision  was  ever  better  con- 
ferred upon  the  Corporation  of  London, 
or  had  Deen  exercised  with  a  greater 
beneficence  than  that  had  by  the 
Corporation  of  London.  By  the  exer- 
cise of  that  provision  the  Corporation 
of  London  had  saved  to  the  people  of 
the  Metropolis  manv  commons,  and  last 
year  they  had  saved  Bumham  Beeches, 

Mr.  W.  E.  For$t0r 


one  of  the  mofit  sylvan  scenes  in  the 
land.  That  was  saved  entirely  to  this 
country  by  the  operation  of  that  single 
clause.  That  dause  had  just  brought 
Bumham  Beeches  within  its  area  Dy 
half-a-mile.  If  it  had  been  half-a^mile 
further  out,  Bumham  Beeches  would 
have  been  destroyed.  When  it  was 
proposed  to  inclose  Maltbj  Common, 
which  was  within  12  miles  of  Sheffield 
and  six  of  Botherham,  the  Mavor, 
Master  Cutler,  and  others,  several  of 
whom  were  Conservatives,  gave  evidence 
against  the  enclosure,  and  nothing  could 
have  been  stronger  than  the  protest 
then  made  against  the  state  of  the  law 
which  would  have  deprived  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district  oi  the  common,  and 
31  naturalists'  societies  of  Yorkshire  peti- 
tioned against  it ;  and  the  common  was 
only  saved  bv  the  exercise  of  the  half- 
past  12  o'clock  Hule,  and  his  playing  the 
part  of  an  Obstructionist  for  three  months. 
He  begffed  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iff.  MundeUa.) 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  looking  at  the  state  of  the  House, 
he  should  not  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  but  reserved  to  himself  the 
right  of  opposing  it  on  going  into 
Committee.  He  asked  that  it  should 
be  remembered  that  there  were  other 
interests  besides  those  of  the  popula- 
tions of  large  towns  to  be  considered. 
The  limits  to  be  conceded  must  be  care- 
fully guarded,  and  he  thought  those  pro- 
posed were  far  too  extensive,  especially 
with  regard  to  towns  of  25,000  inhabi- 
tants. The  matter  would  be  complicated 
in  cases  where  there  were  minerals  and 
such  like  things.  He  would  also  re- 
mark that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred,  he  had  treated  the  evidence 
which  had  been  brought  before  them 
entirely  according  to  ito  worth,  regard- 
less of  whether  it  was  given  by  Conser- 
vative or  Liberal  witnesses,  and  that  it 
was  only  a  small  portion  of  the  common 
more  immediately  in  question,  on  which 
scarcely  a  single  person  went  in  the 
course  of  the  year,  that  it  was  sought  to 
enclose 

Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE-EIDLEY 
said,  he  was  not  prepared,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  to  object  to  the 
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feoond  reading  of  the  Bill,  though  he 
reeenred  to  himaolf  the  right  of  opposing 
it  on  its  subsequent  stages,  inasmuch  as 
the  3rd  clause  seemed  to  him  to  go 
beyond  that  which  was  the  intention  of 
the  Committee  to  recommend. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
tor  Wedn$9day  next. 

Honse  adjoumod  at  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Thursday f  \9th  February^  1880. 

. 

ICINTJTES.]— Public  Bills— JFYr^t  Reading^ 
Seeds  (Ireland)  *  (10) ;  Local  Courts  of  Bank- 
mpUy  (Ireland)  •(11). 

S$cpnd  iemding — ^Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwell- 
ings ImproYcmont  (Scotland)  Act  (187d) 
Amendment  (8). 

RAILWAY  BRAKES.— QUESTION. 

Eabl  DE  la  WABB  asked  when 
the  Betum  which  had  been  promised  in 
regard  to  Bailway  Brakes  would  be  pre- 
Mated? 

LoBD  HENNIKEB,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Betum  mentioned  by  his  noble  Friend — 
under  the  Continuous  Brakes  Act,  1878 
^had  been  prepared  for  some  time ;  it 
waa  in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  be  circulated  in  the 
oonne  of  a  few  days. 

RUSSIA— THE   EXPLOSION   AT   THE 
WINTER  PALACE. 

QXTSSTION.      OBSSBYATIOKS. 

IUbl  GBANYILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  the  Ooremment  a  Question  of  which 
I  have  giren  him  private  Notice.  It  is, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovernmeut 
have  receired  any  information  beyond 
that  whioh  has  appeared  in  the  news- 
papera  with  regard  to  the  deplorable 
oatnge  at  St.  Tetersburg,  and  the  at- 
tempted aasaaeination  of  the  Emperor  uf 
Bnaaaa,  which  has  not  only  fiUod  all 
rlaniri  in  this  country  with  horror,  but 
hat  aent  a  thrill  throughout  the  whole 
etfiliied  world?  My  Lords,  it  is  im- 
poanbleto  ezpreaa  the  indignation  which 
la  fait  with  regard  to  the  repetition  of 
attempts.      If    anything    could 


strengthen  that  indignation  it  would  be 
the  utter  disregard  of  human  Hfe,  even 
without  the  circle  of  the  intended  victim, 
exhibited  by  the  persons  who  perpetrate 
these  outraees.  The  escape  of  me  Im- 
perial Fanmy  must  be  a  cause  of  general 
satisfaction ;  and  certainly,  as  far  as  we 
are  concerned,  it  must  be  an  additional 
satisfeustion  Ihjat  a  member  of  our  own 
Boyal  Family  was  one  of  those  who  were 
providentiaUy  saved  from  this  attempted 
murder,  and  that  the  illustrious  FHncesa 
is  still  spared  to  be  a  comfort  to  her  dis- 
tinguished mother.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  can  add  anything  to  what  is  generally 
reported,  and  to  what  I  readily  believe 
— ^that  Her  Boyal  Highness  the  Duchess 
of  Edinburgh  has  oeen  the  greatest 
comfort  and  solace  to  her  family  in  this 
most  terrible  moment. 

The  Eabl  of  BEACONSFIELD  : 
My  Lords,  we  have  received  intelligence 
to-day  on  this  subject ;  but  it  throws  no 
light  on  the  origin,  or  originators,  of  the 
terrible  crime  to  which  me  noble  Earl 
has  referred.  I  am  sure  your  Lordships 
will  fully  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  in 
what  he  has  said  of  this  outrage.  It  is,  in- 
deed, one  of  those  events  which  make  ub 
doubt  of  the  progress  of  that  civilization 
of  which  we  are  so  constantly  boasting. 
War  in  the  home  is  worse  even  than 
civil  war.  But  it  must  be  some  satisfac- 
tion that,  notwithstanding  there  have 
been,  imfortunately,  many  victims  of 
this  crime,  no  member  of  the  Imperial 
Family  has  sustained  injury.  The  whole 
countiy  shares  in  that  satisfaction,  not 
diminished  when  we  recollect  that  among 
the  members  of  the  Imperial  Family  is 
a  Princess  of  our  own  House,  one  who 
possesses  the  respect  and  affection  of 
this  country,  who  on  this  occasion  has 
shown  those  g^eat  qualities  which  those 
who  have  the  honour  of  her  acquaint- 
ance are  familiar  with,  and  who  has  re- 
fused to  leave  at  this  moment  a  scene  of 
so.  much  danger  and  so  much  domestic 
suffering. 

AKTIZANS    AND    LABOURERS    DWET^ 
LINGS    IMPROVEMENT    (SCOTLAND) 
ACT  (1»75)  AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  8.) 
{The  Earl  Brauchamp.) 

SECOND   KEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
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it  gave  to  Scotland  the  same  augmented 
power  as  was  given  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment last  year  in  connection  with  the 
Artizans'  Dwellings  Bill  for  England, 
with  which  their  Lordships  were  familiar. 
The  principal  provisions  of  this  Bill  were 
contained  in  two  clauses,  one  of  which 
dealt  with  the  difficult  matter  of  the 
assessment  of  compensation,  whilst  the 
other  had  reference  to  the  restrictions  as 
to  the  buildings  to  be  erected  on  the 
sites  acquired  under  the  Act  of  1875. 
By  this  Bill  the  power  of  the  municipal 
authorities  would  be  enlarged,  so  as  to 
allow  them  on  certain  conditions,  and 
subject  to  proper  safeguards,  to  take 
provision  for  the  working  classes,  by 
erecting  buildings  outside  the  limits  of 
areas  cleared  under  the  Act. 

Moved,  * '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Marl  Beauchamp,) 

Motion  agreed  to:  Bill  read  2^  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday 
next. 


PUBLIC    UEALTH— TRICHINOSIS- 
SCHOOL   SHIP  "CORNWALL." 

QUESTION.      0B8EEVATI0NS. 

Lord  THUELOW,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  an  outbreak  of  **  trichinosis" 
occurred  in  January  last  on  board  the  re- 
formatory school  ship  ** Cornwall*'  lying 
off  Purfleet  on  the  Thames ;  and  if  so, 
how  many  cases  occurred,  and  what  num- 
ber have  terminated  fatally :  Further, 
whether  the  outbreak  has  been  traced  to 
the  use  of  American  or  other  foreign 
pork;  and,  in  that  case,  what  precau- 
tions, if  any,  have  been  taken  dj  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  guard  against 
the  very  serious  dangers  to  which  the 
public  are  exposed  by  the  importation 
^m  abroad  of  pork  infected  with  this 
disease  ?  said,  the  question  was  one'  of 
fact,  and  was  one  of  equal  importance 
to  producers  and  consumers  of  meat.  It 
was  also  one  on  which  much  anxiety 
prevailed.  If,  therefore,  this  reported 
outbreak  of  trichinosis  had  occurred,  he 
trusted  it  might  be  in  the  power  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  state  that  they 
had  taken  proper  and  adequate  pre- 
cautions to  protect  the  pubho,  and  es- 
pecially the  poorest  classes  of  the  public, 
who  were  most  exposed,  from  a  serious 
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danger  from  wliich  fliej  were  macticaUy 
unable  to  protect  themselves.  Xast  year, 
when  a  Question  on  this  subject  was 
asked  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Belmore)  the  noble  Duke  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  replied 
that  cooking  afforded  a  sufficient  safe- 
guard ;  but  it  was  to  be  feared  that  was 
not  so,  as  a  higher  temperature,  and  a 
longer  duration  of  him  temperature, 
were  required  to  kill  the  trichins  than 
were  sufficient  for  many  ordinair  culi- 
nary purposes.  This  had,  he  believed, 
been  amply  proved  by  experiments  in 
Germany  and  America. 

Eabl  BEATJCHAMP  said,  he  was  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  had  called 
attention  to  this  subject;  but  all  the  infor- 
mation he  was  able  to  give  in  the  matter 
was  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
had,  at  the  request  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, instituted  an  inquiry.  That  inquiry 
had  not  as  yet  terminated,  or  at  least  the 
Eeport  of  it  had  not  been  delivered.  He 
was  unable,  therefore,  to  si^  more  than 
that  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  been  directed  to  the  sub- 
ject. If  the  noble  Lord  would  repeat 
his  Question  later  on,  he  would  be  happy 
to  afford  any  information  on  this  sub- 
ject that  it  might  be  then  in  his  power 
to  give. 

RELIEF    OF    DISTBESS    (IRELAND). 
question.    obsebyations. 

The  Eael  of  DONOUGHMGEE 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Gevemment,  If 
they  will  state  the  number  of  baronies 
that  havo  applied  for  permission  to  hold 
extraordinary  presentment  sessions  up 
to,  or  as  near  as  possible  to,  the  present 
date  ?  The  noble  Earl  said,  he  should 
not  trouble  their  Lordships  with  any 
lengthened  remarks  on  the  subject  of  his 
Question,  as  the  matter  had  lately  been 
considered  in  that  House,  and  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  measures  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  distressed  districts  in  Ireland. 
Those  measures  had  given  g^at  satis- 
faction ;  and,  indeed,  there  was  only  one 
Particular  question  upon  which  any  aoubt 
ad  been  expressed  oy  any  Member  of 
their  Lordships'  House.  He  thought, 
however,  if  the  information  for  which 
he  asked  their  Lordships  wero  sup- 
plied, they  would  be  in  a  better  posi- 
tion to  deal  with  the  Belief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  Bill  when  it  came  before 
them. 
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Loud  OEANMOEE  and  BROWNE 
wished  to  make  a  few  remarks  before 
the  Question  was  answered.  It  was,  no 
doubty  yery  difficult  to  devise  measures 
for  proper  relief,  especiaUy  in  such  times 
as  tnese  of  great  distress  and  of  great 
disturbance,  and  the  plan  of  extraordi- 
nary presentment  sessions  was  one  which 
threw  great  responsibilities  on  the  cess- 
payers.  At  the  Westport  sessions  the 
other  day  a  number  of  resolutions  were 
discussed  and  adjourned  ;  but  one  great 
resolution  was  forced  on  the  cesspayers 
— ^namely,  that  they  should  fix  the  rate  for 
wages.  The  rate  was  fixed  at  Zs,  higher 
than  the  ordinaiy  price  at  this  season  of 
the  year.  Coming  from  Oonnau^ht,  and 
bein^y  unfortunately,  old  enough  to  re- 
meniber  the  experience  of  the  last 
Famine,  he  thought  it  was  only  right, 
at  any  rate,  to  take  steps,  even  if  they 
amounted  to  a  confiscation  of  property,  to 
prerent  any  person  from  dying  of  star- 
Tation.  But  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  proposed  system  of  relief  works 
was  similar  to  that  adopted  during  the  last 
Irish  Famine,  and  on  that  occasion  many 
persons  did  die  of  actual  starvation. 
Tho  abuse  then  was  incompetence,  and 
a  number  of  Government  officials ;  now  it 
would  be  that  groat  jobs  were  perpe- 
trated in  the  interests  of  contractors. 
Good  roads  were  spoiled,  and  large  sums 
were  expended  in  opening  up  new  roads 
which  were  not  required,  in  respect  of 
such  works,  how  could  tho  Government 
ascertain  what  was  necessary,  what 
works  were  desirable,  and  how  they 
should  be  carried  out  ?  The  Govemmout 
were  liberally  advancing  money  to  land- 
lords at  a  very  low  rate  of  interest ;  but 
the  carrj'iDg  on  of  useless  works  at  the 
public  expense  would  be  raising  a  mis- 
chieTOUs  competition  against  works  of 
ntility  beinc^  carried  on  by  the  landlords 
with  those  loans.  It  would  be  better  to 
pay  the  people  wages  for  draining  and 
lor  sowing  crops  than  for  such  works  as 
many  of  those  undertaken  in  1847.  Ue 
trusted  tho  Government  would  re-con- 
■ider  the  matter,  and,  if  not  too  lato, 
introduce  some  modification  of  the 
tcheme. 

Thx  Duks  of  EICnMOND  and 
OOBDON  said,  that  the  remarks  made 
faj  the  noble  Lord  would  have  been  ap- 
nropriate  on  the  occasion  when  the  noble 
liord  opposite  (Lord  £mly)  called  atten- 
tion to  tne  relief  works,  and  a  discussion 
Msued  on  the  observations  of  that  noble 


Lord  ;  but  he  thought  it  would  bo  for  tho 
convenience  of  their  Lordships  if  he  post- 
poned anything  which  he  might  have  to 
say  on  the  topics  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Oranmoro  and  Browne)  till 
the  Bill  relating  to  those  relief  works 
came  up  from  the  other  Uouse,  which 
he  hoped  would  be  shortly.  In  tho 
meanwhile,  he  must  say  that  lie  did  not 
agree  with  many  of  the  points  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  alluded,  or  the  conclu 
sions  arrived  at.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Donoughmore),  he  regretted  that 
through  inadvertence  he  was  not  able  to 
give  him  an  answer  in  the  exact  terms  of 
the  Question  he  had  put  down  on  the 
Paper ;  but  he  hoped  the  information  he 
should  be  able  to  give  him  would  greatly, 
if  not  altogether,  satisfy  the  object  he 
had  in  view.  His  noble  Friend  had 
talked  about  baronial  or  extraordinary 
presentment  sessions  having  been  ap- 
plied for,  and  these  having  been  ordered; 
but  he  might  remind  him  that  it  did  not 
at  all  follow,  where  even  extraordinary 
presentment  sessions  had  been  convened 
and  assembled,  that  in  all  these  cases 
they  should  agree  that  presentments 
shoidd  be  made.  On  the  contrary,  up 
till  now  very  few  had  been  held ;  and  in 
more  than  one  case  the  sessions  doclinod 
to  present  for  tho  sum  of  mou oy  origin- 
ally proposed.  He  put  in  a  list  of  extra- 
ordinary presentment  sessions  ordered 
to  be  convened.  Tho  number  lie  had 
counted  up  was  84  ;  and  he  believed, 
though  it  was  impossible  to  give  tho 
exact  figure,  that  something  like  20  had 
been  declined  by  the  Irish  Government, 
for  reasons  which  they  thought  sufiicieut 
to  induce  them  not  to  agree  to  the  ap- 
plications, lie  hoped  this  information 
might  meet  the  views  of  his  noble  Friend; 
but  he  would  endeavour,  before  the  Bill 
came  under  discussion,  to  find  out  the 
exact  number  of  those  that  had  de- 
clined. 

LOCAL  COUKTS   OF   BANKRl'lTCY  (iRKIAM)) 

BILL   [lI.L.] 

A  Bill  fur  the  Establishment  of  Lr>c:il  Courts 
of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland — Was  prtttntai  by 
Thu  LoKU  Chancellou;  read  I-\     (No.  11.) 

Ilouflo  adjourned  at  half-^Mist  Fiv«; 

o* clock,  till  To-morn^w,  a  quarU-r 

before  Five  o'clock. 


907   Sus9ia  and  Western  Asiih^    [COMMONS]     Zieui.'OohnsI  MuOr^f^.    908 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  \^th  February,  1880. 


MINTJTES.]— Standing  Committee— Kitchen 
and  Eefreahment  Rooms  (House  of  Commons), 
appointed  and  nominated. 

Public  Bills — Ordered'-' First  Reading — Glebe 
Loan  (Ireland)  Amendment  Act  (1878) 
Amendment*  fsi] ;  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise ♦  [82] ;  General  PoUce  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Proyisional  Order  (Broughty 
Ferry)  ♦  [83]. 

Select  Ootnmittee — Medical  Act  (1868)  Amend- 
ment (No.  3)  *  [67],  nominated. 

deferred  to  Select  Committee — Medical  Act  (1868) 
Amendment*  [10];  Medical  Appointments 
QuaUfications*  [71]. 

Committee — Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)    [1] — 

R.P. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Artizans*  Dwellings  Act 
(1868)  Amendment  Act  (1879)  Amendment* 
[63] ;  Ancient  Monuments  [61]. 


QUESTION'S. 

AFGHANISTAN— THE  WAR— THE  EXE- 
CUTIONS AT  CABUL. 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  documents  which  are  being 
sent  from  India  with  regard  to  the  exe- 
cutions at  Cabul  will  contain  a  com- 
plete list  of  the  names  of  the  Afghans 
executed,  together  with  a  full  statement 
of  the  offences  with  which  they  were 
charged,  and  the  findings  of  the 
Courts  or  Commissions  which  tried 
them? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  Sir,  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  answer  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  beyond  saying  that  the 
Government  of  India  state  that  they 
are  sending  home  a  complete  tabular 
statement. 

ARMY-RETURN  OF  COURTS  MARTIAL. 

Sir  PATEICK  O'BEIEN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  When  the 
Beturn  relating  to  Army  (Courts  Mar- 
tial), for  which  an  Address  was  pre- 
sented on  the  31  st  of  July  1879,  wiU  be 
laid  before  the  House  ? 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY :  Sir,  the 
Beturn  has  been  sent  for  presentation 
to-day. 


POOR  LAW   (IRELAND)— THE  UNION 
OF  BAIUEBOBO. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  asked  fhe  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  For  what  reason  the 
Local  Government  Board  haye  neglected 
to  schedule  the  XTnion  of  Bailieboro,  oo. 
Cavan,  and  why  the^  have  not  replied 
to  the  several  applications  made  to  tbon 
by  the  said  gncroians  ? 

MR.J.LOWTHEB:  Sir,  I  beg  to  point 
out  that  the  Local  Gbvemnient  Board 
has  not  the  power  of  addin^i^  Unions  to 
the  Schedule.  That  power  is  vested  in 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  duty  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  is  to  forward 
applications  from  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  the  Irish  Government,  aocom- 
panyine  them  with  their  own  views  on 
the  subject.  It  appears  that  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  the  fiailiebozo  Union  made 
application,  in  the  month  of  December, 
to  nave  their  Union  added  to  the  Sche- 
dule. The  Local  Government  Board 
conducted  an  inquiry  in  the  usual  man- 
ner, and  forwarded  the  application  to 
the  Irish  Government,  with  the  Repres- 
sion of  their  own  opinion  that  the  rmioa 
should  not  be  added  to  the  Sdiedule. 
The  Local  Government  Board  only  did 
their  duty  respecting  it.  Subsequently 
to  that  decision,  on  the  re]port  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Bailieboro  had 
been  added  to  the  list  of  Scheduled 
Unions  by  the  Irish  Government. 

RUSSIA   AND   WESTERN   ASIA— LIEU- 
TENANT COLONEL  MAOGREGOR. 


Mr.  GBANT  duff  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  a 
few  days  before  the  assembling  of  the 
Constantinople  Conference  in  December 
1876,  a  Boport  was  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  by  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Macgregor,  Assistant  Quartermaster 
General,  in  which,  amongst  other  things, 
a  plan  was  sketched  for  the  despatch  of 
30,000  British  troops  to  Armenia  via 
Trebizond,  and  of  60,000  Indian  troops 
to  the  same  Countiy  via  Ba^ad ;  whe- 
ther it  was  printed  by  pubhc  authority 
and  at  the  public  expense ;  whether 
it  was  sent  to  various  newspapers  by 
the  orders  of  anyone  acting  under  the 
Government  of  India,  or,  if  not,  by 
whose  orders ;  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  lay  the  Beport  itself 
upon  the  Table,  the  said  Beport  havine 
been  already  printed  in  the  "  Statesman'' 
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newspaper,  and  to  add  the  Appendioes, 
whicn  nave  not  yet  been  printed ;  whe- 
ther any  document  as  hostile  to  this 
Country  as  this  Boport  is  to  Eussia  has 
been  found  at  Oabul  or  elsewhere  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether,  there  would  be  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  it  also  before  the  House ; 
and,  whether,  with  a  view  to  make  more 
ffenerally  intelligible  the  policy  of  Her 
Ifapesfy's  Government  in  Western  Asia, 
it  18  now  in  his  power  to  explain  the 
larffo  military  preparations  which  were 
made  in  the  Funjaub  about  the  time 
Colonel Maogregor's  Boport  was  signed? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Sir,  I  never  saw  or  heard  of 
the  document  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers  imtil  his  Question  was  put 
on  the  Paper.  I  believe  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia 
lias  some  information  which  he  can  give 
to  the  House  on  the  subject. 

Mb,  E.  stanhope  :  Colonel  Mac- 
gregor,  on  returning  to  India  in  1876, 
went  through  Western  Beloochistan 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  of  his  Council  in  London. 
The  object  was  the  extension  of  our  geo- 
^:rmT>hical  knowledge  in  that  country  and 
in  Persia,  and  his  instructions  wore  to 
"  proceed  to  India  by  way  of  the  Karun 
Bitot  and  Beloochistan,  in  company 
with  Captain  Lockwood.  The  route 
selected  by  Colonel  Macgregor  was  vid 
Constantinople  and  Armenia ;  and  on  the 
10th  of  November,  1876,  in  a  letter  to 
the  India  Office,  dated  from  Erzeroum, 
he  said — 

"  I  Am  writing  a  note  on  what  I  saw,  which  I 
will  wnd  yoa  in  case  it  might  be  any  uho  to 
ihm  GoTemment  at  homo.*' 

This  note  was  subsequently  received, 
and  was  ordered  to  be  confidentiaUy 
printed  at  the  India  Office.  It  never 
nmd  any  official  character  whatever,  and 
has  not  been  recorded  in  any  depart- 
ment of  the  India  Office.  It  appears  to 
be  the  same  as  that  printed  in  The 
BUU^man  of  January  17,  1880,  but  how 
the  editor  of  that  newspaper  obtained  a 
oopj  of  it  we  do  not  know.  The  note  is 
ox  a  confidential  character,  and  it  is 
dearly  not  one  to  be  presented  to  Par- 
liament. It  is  of  precisely  the  same 
elaaa  as  the  Papers  stored  in  the  Intelli- 
gence Department  of  all  Armies,  which 
aie  obviously  treated  as  confidential. 
(Uo&el  liai»reffor  is  now  Chief  of  the 
Stair  to  Sir  Frederick  Boberts  at  Cabul. 


I  am  not  aware  that  there  were  any 
large  militaiy  preparations  in  the  Pun- 
jaub  in  1876.  Certain  precautions  were 
taken  in  consequence  of  the  attitude  of 
the  Ameer  Sbere  Ali  and  of  some  of 
the  Border  Tribes. 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  not  answered  the 
most  important  part  of  my  Question — 
Whether  any  document  as  hostile  to  this 
Country  as  this  Heport  is  to  Hussia  has 
been  found  at  Cabul  or  elsewhere ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  there  would  be  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  it  before  the  House  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  House  must  see  that  it  is 
obviously  impossible  for  me  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  upon  such  a  subject. 

RE-DISTRIBUTION    OF    SEATS— COR- 
RUPT PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  MILBANK  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  When  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  bring  in  the  Bills  relating  to  Cor- 
rupt Practices  at  Elections  and  the  Be- 
distribution  of  the  Six  Seats  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  :  Sir,  imtil  we  have  got  through 
the  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill  I  do 
not  like  to  give  any  Notice  for  other  mea- 
sures. As  soon  as  we  have  disposed  of  that 
Bill  I  will  give  Notice  on  the  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— CASE  OP  EDWARD 

JONES. 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  Edward  Jones,  who, 
on  the  27th  of  January  last,  was  convic- 
ted by  the  Llangollen  Bench  of  Mag^- 
trates  of  illegal  fishing  in  the  Bivor  Deo, 
and  sentenced  to  the  full  penalty  of  fivo 
pounds,  with  one  pound  for  each  fish, 
and  costs,  in  all  ten  pounds  fiftoon  shil- 
lings, and,  in  default  of  payment,  to 
two  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour,  which  sentence  he  is  now  under- 
going, the  Bench  having  refused  an  ap- 
plication for  leave  to  pay  the  fine  by  in- 
stalments ;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  high  character  which  the  accused 
received,  and  to  the  character  of  the  evi- 
dence in  the  case,  especially  to  the  strong 
evidence  of  an  alibi  adduced  for  the  de- 
fence, he  will  not  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
remit  the  remainder  of  the  sentence  r 


911     Afghanistan— The  TTar--      {COMMONS]        MtlOary  JSgiu^menii.        912 


Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  matter  had  been  gone  into 
thoroughly  by  the  Bench,  who  were  per- 
fectly satisfied  they  had  come  to  a  right 
decision.  The  proper  course  would  have 
been  for  the  man  to  have  appealed,  when 
the  whole  matter  would  have  been  gone 
into  by  a  competent  Court.  It  was  most 
inconvenient  to  make  an  appeal  ad  mis- 
ericordiam  to  the  Home  Secretary.  Since 
he  heard  from  the  Bench  of  Magistrates 
a  Petition  had  been  presented  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  somebody  else  had 
confessed  to  the  deed  ;  it  was  possible, 
therefore,  that  a  mistake  had  been  com- 
mitted, and  in  such  circumstances  it  was 
his  duty  to  make  inquiries.  These  had 
already  been  instituted. 

CUSTOM  HOUSE  RE-ORGANISATION. 

Mr.  pease  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  contemplated 
reorganisation  in  the  Statistical  Depart- 
ment of  the  Custom  House,  which  has 
been  protracted  for  a  very  long  period, 
is  likely  to  bo  much  longer  delayed  ? 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  matter  was  being 
proceeded  with  as  quickly  as  possible, 
and  would  not  be  much  longer  delayed. 

MONETARY  CONFERENCE  (PARIS)— 

SILVER. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, considering  the  constantly  in- 
creasing accumulations  of  silver  in  the 
treasuries  of  the  United  States  and 
France,  and  the  necessity  under  which 
those  Countries  must  soon  be  of  either 
paying  out  silver  as  a  legal  tender  or 
demonetising  it  and  throwing  their 
stocks  on  the  market.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend  to  resume  the  nego- 
tiations proposed  by  the  United  States, 
with  the  view  of  obviating  excessive 
fluctuations,  by  an  agreement  among  the 
principal  silver- using  Countries  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER :  Sir,  I  presume,  by  the  expres- 
sion ''  negotiations  proposed  by  the 
United  States,"  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers  to  the  proposal  made  some  time 
ago  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  under  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of 
Congress,  to  several  European  nations 
for  the  sake  of  adopting  a  common  ratio 
as  between  gold  and  silver  for  the  pur- 


pose of  establishing  the  international  use 
of  that  ratio,  and  securing  a  fixity  of 
relative  value  between  those  metals. 
That  proposal,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware,  was  so  far  entertained  by  various 
Powers  that  a  Commission  was  appointed, 
which  sat  upon  it  in  Paris.  England 
was  represented  on  that  Commission, 
and  a  Report  was  presented  to  Paiiia- 
ment ;  but  there  is  no  intention  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  any  steps  towards  resuming  those 
negotiations. 


AFGHANISTAN— THE  WAR— MHJTABY 
EQUIPMENTS. 

Mb.  GOURLET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  will 
be  good  enough  to  inform  the  Honse  if 
the  whole  of  the  troops  engaged  in  the 
Afghan  campaign  have  been  provided 
with  proper  winter  camp  eqiupments, 
including  fur  coats,  caps,  and  mittens ; 
if  it  be  correct  that  lai^  numbers  of 
transport  animals  when  K>rwarded  from 
the  depots  were  either  too  old,  too 
weedy,  or  too  sore,  as  to  be  totally 
unfitted  for  working  purposes  ;  whether 
it  be  also  true  that  large  numbers  of 
valuable  elephants,  horses,  and  bullocks 
were  lost  for  want  of  food  and  proper 
drivers ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  why 
General  Gk>ugh's  supplies  at  Jug^ullack, 
when  ordered  to  relieve  General  Roberts, 
had  been  reduced  to  six  days'  food  and 
forage  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  as  regards 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  the  best  answer  I  can  ^ive  is 
to  road  a  telegram  from  the  Viceroy, 
dated  January  10,  1880,  in  reply  to  an 
inquiry  by  the  Secretary  of  State — 

"aothing.— Stewart's,  Brighfe,  and  Wat- 
son's forces  fully  suppUedv  except  few  water- 
proof shoots ;  clothing  ready  for  Rosses  Division. 
At  Cabul  there  was  deficiency,  which  was  partly 
completed  by  local  supplies,  and  remainder  was 
despatched  some  time  ago.  Waterproof  sheets 
and  Balaclava  caps  were  deficient;  all  else 
complete.'* 

I  suppose  that  in  all  campaigns  some 
transport  animals  are  unfit  for  \xse  from 
some  of  the  causes  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  I  have  no  reason  to 
think  that  the  number  was  in  this  case 
largo.     Nor  have  I  any  reason  for  sup- 

Eosing  that  largo  numbers  of  elephants, 
orsos,  and  bullocks  have  died.     As  re- 
gards the  supplies  of  General  Qough 
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whon  ordered  to  adrance,  we  have  no  reooiving,  the  most  serious  consideration, 

knowlodge  whatever ;but  the faotremains  Certain    other    recommendations    have 

that  he  did  advance,  and  had  a  bufficiency  been  made  as  to  the  general  organisation 

of  supplies.  of  the  Force,  some  of  which  have  been 

adopted,  and  others,  no  doubt,  will  even- 

TURKEY— AXGLO-TURKlsn     CONVEX-  tually  be  introduced.     But  I  see  nothing 

TIOX  (APPOINTMENT  OF  OFFICERS)  in  that  Eeport  to  lead  me  to  think  that, 

— IIAFIZ  PASHA.  in  general,  a  groat  change  in  the  organi- 

Mr.  RYLANDS  asked  the  Under  Se-  «^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^ce  is  wanted.     I  think  it 

cretary  of    State    for    Foreign  Affairs,  ^^^^  ^®*^®^  *^^*  changes  of  this  kind 

If  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Con-  should  be  introduced  gradually,  as  op- 

Btantinople  has  been  instructed  to  make  portumty  offers.     That  is  the  course  I 

any  representations  to  the  Porte  in  the  ^^^^^  pursued,  and   am  still  pursuing. 

nature  of  a  protest  with  reference  to  the  ^  ^^?  Question  has  been  put,  I  wish  to 

recent  honours  and  employments  con-  f*^*®*  ?^  behalf  of  the  officers  and  men— 

ferred  by  the  Sultan  upon  Hafiz  Pasha,  ^o*^  ^^^se  in  uniform  and  detectives— 

who  was  mentioned  in  Lord   Derby's  ^^^^  *W  are  deserving  of  the  greatest 

Despatch,  of  the  2Ist  September  1876,  praise  for  the  efficient  manner  m  which 

as  being  responsible  for  the  perpetration  *^®y  ^^v®  performed  their  duties  m  the 

of  great    atrocities    in    Bulgaria,    and  Metropohs. 

whose  dismissal  from  office  had  been  .^«,„^^.      ^^^^^r^^r,  ^^^c^^r^-r^r^^^^^ 

demanded  by  Sir  Henry  Layard  imme-  AUSTRIA  -  RELIGIOU^^^ 

diately  before    the    conferring  of    the  ^^  BOHEMIA. 

honours   and  employments    above   re-  Mr.  Alderman  W.M'ARTHUK asked 

ferred  to  ?  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :    No,   Sir.     No  such  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  commu- 

instruction   as  that  suggested    by    the  nication  has  been  received  from  the  Aus- 

Question  has  been  sent  to   Sir  Henry  trian  Government  to  the  effect  that  the 

Layard,  and  mainly  for  this  reason —  Emperor  intends  to  give  full  effect  to  the 

that  he,  as  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador,  promise  which  he  made  lately  to  a  deputa- 

nerer  loses  an  opportunity  of  letting  the  tion  from  this  Country,  that  freedom  of 

Porte  know  what  the  opinion  of   Her  worshipshouldbe  granted  to  the  religious 

Majesty's  Gt)verument  is  upon  appoint-  bodies  which  have  suffered  persecution 

ments  and  rewards  of  this  character.  at  the  hands  of  the  provincial  authorities; 

whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 

THE   METROPOLITAN   TOLICE— PAY  aletter  in  the ''Daily  News"  of  Monday 

AND  ORG-fVNISATIOV  *^®  16th  instant,  from  a  British  member 

Mb.  W.  M.  TOERENS  askod    the  ^^atfoAl-'""'  *'*"'^^^°«  ^^^  *"^°'" 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart-  «»„    ,                    t-     i,     i  t  i    v    i         * 

^    "wru   i.    ir    J.  x.                         X    *    •  **  liarbaronsporsccutioTi  has  latclv  orokonout 

ment,  What  effect  he  proposes  to   give  j^painst  tlio  *  Freo  Hoformod  '  in  Bohemia ;  that 

to  the  recommendations  of  the  Depart-  heary  linrs  have  bcm  iiiilicttrd,  our  pastor  con- 
mental  Committee,  appointed  during  the  cliiimed  to  pay  1,100  llorins  for  simply  holding 
SeHdon  of  1878,  to  inquire  into  the  pay  '^  riHjfious  sorvico;  that  the  utmost  co'ncossions 

wd   organisation  of  the  MetropoUtan  l-JX^TlTSLf  ofTiZf  Sn£ 

*^OuCe  •^                                                      ^        ^  between  Kcvon  and  fourteen,  from  tho  relif^ous 

Mb.    ASSHETON   CROSS  :    Sir,     in  mt'otings  in  which  tho  latter  take  part,  and  from  * 

oonsequence    of    the    recommendations  Sunday  schools ; " 

made  bj  the  Departmental  Committee  and,  whether,  considering  such  porsecu- 

appointed  during  the  Session  of  1878  to  tions  are  in  direct    opposition    to  the 

inquire  into  the  pay  and  organisation  of  pledges  given  by  Austria  at  the  Berlin 

the  Metropolitan  Police,  the  condition  of  Conference,  Her  Majesty's  Government 

oertain  grades,  both  as  regards  pay  and  will  see  fit  to  make  any  representations 

pffomotion,   has  already  been  consider-  upon  tho  subject  ? 

ably  improved.    But  with  respect  to  tho  Mb.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  no  representa- 

pay  of  the  Force  generally,  I  see  nothing  tion  on  this  subject  has  been  made  to  us 

m  that  Beport  to  lead  me  to  believe  that  by  tho  Austrian  Government ;  and,  as  at 

aaj  general  rise  of  wages  is  at  all  noces-  present  advised,  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 

niy.  The  question  of  lodging,  especially  mont  have  no  intention  of  making  any 

ta  married  men,  requires,  and  is  now  representation  upon  the  subject. 
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sided  over  by  the  riffht  hon.  Member 

NAVY-THE  ROYAL  MARINES.  ^^^  Pontefradt  (Mr.  Ohilders),  wiU  le- 

Captain  PEICE  asked  the  Pirst  Lord  lieve  us  of  a  considerable  number  of 

of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  statistics,  in  which  case  the  Edacational 

that  the  non-commissioned  officers  and  Heport  will  be  published  earlier  in  the 

privates,   Eoyal   Marines,  have    been,  year.    Last  year  it  was  in  the  hands  of 

since  1876,  in  respect  of  pay,  consider-  the  printers  on  August  12  ;   but  it  was 

ably  in  arrear  of  those  of  equal  rank  in  not  distributed  till  November  by  the 

the  Army  ;   whether  there  are  any  and  Vote  Office.    The  Statistical  Betnm  for 

what  counterbalancing  advantages;  and,  the  year  is  now  rea^,  and  the  Annnal 

whether    Her    Majesty's    Government  Heport  we  will    endeavour  to  publish 

propose  to  abolish  the  difference  in  pay  earlier  in  the  Session  than  last  year. 
between  the  two  branches  of  the  Ser- 

%l  W.  H.  SMITH  :    Sir,  there  is  ^^'^^^  (IRELAND)-NEWOASTLB 

no  intention  to  assimilate  the  rates  of  WEST  AND  LONDONDERRY, 

pay  and  allowances  of  the  Marines  and  j^^^  O'DONNELL  asked  the   Chief 

the  Army.    It  is  true,  as  I  have  often  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware 

®t?i*®l^  *^®  House,  there  are  consider-  that  at  the  first  extraordinary  Present- 

able  differences  existing  between  them  ;  ^qj^^  Sessions  at  Newcastle  West,  in 

but  the  conditions  of  the  two  Services  ^he  county  of  Limerick,  on   Saturday 

differ  so  much  that  no  true  comparison  i^st,  a  large  number  of  Catholic  dergy- 

can  be  made  between  them.     An  impor-  jj^^^   attended  to  complain  that,    not- 

tant  advantage  enjoyed  by  the  Marines,  withstanding  the  extreme  destitution  of 

as  compared  with  the  Army,  is,  of  course,  the  people,  not  a  single  landlord  had  as 

the  permanent  establishment  of  the  se-  ^^^  made  use  of  the  facilities  offered  by 

veral  divisions  at  Portsmouth,  Chatham,  the  Government  for  obtaining  loans  to 

Devonport,  and  Walmer.  1,^  gpe^t  in  the  employment  of  the  des- 
titute poor?    ,,^^^,^,^,^^ 

EDUCATIONAL  RETURNS.  Me.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  only  got 

WORTH  askod  the  Vice  President  of  ^^  ^j^^  ^^^  ^f  the  Question-whether 

the  Oommittee  of  Council  on  Educa-  the  statement  of  the  gentlemen  to  irhom 

tion,  Whether  he  can  gi^e  any  explana-  reference  was  made  referred  to  appUca- 

tion  of  the  fact  that  the  Blue  Book  of  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  j^,^  ^^^  th^  ^iSon  or 

the    Department,  heretofore  published  ^jerely  within  the  barony.    Within  the 

dunng  the  Session,  was  last  year  not  Union,  as  stated  in  Th»  Dublin  OnM* 

debvored  to  Menibere  until  the  6th  of  ^^  p^day  last,  appUcations  were  made 

November;    whether,   seeing  that  the  for  upwwds  of  £2:800,  and  subsequent 

School  Inspectors'   Reports  are  dated  ^ppUiations  will  raise  the  sum  to  £8,800. 

November,  December,  and  January,  he  r^^  applications  might  or  might  not 

will    take    measures    to    insure    tiieir  ^^^^  ^^^^  j^^  particular  baroSy ;  but 

reachmg  the  hands  of  Members  at  an  j  ^^  ^^y^^  ^^  ^ 

oaxlypenod  of  the  Session,  before  the  j^^^   O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 

information  thev  contain  «  out  of  date ;  g^^etaiy  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 

and,  by  what  date  he  will  be  able  to  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  ^^  statement 

present  &is  Session  the  Annual  Report,  ^^  ^i^^  „  p        standard  "  that  an  owner 

^^  ?on?®^r  ?°"*T"^«  ^  ^»P«'  of  land  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Derry, 

L.— 2,302  ot^  yew  r  ^     j^^,^^  ^  Government  Grant  has  been 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :   The  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^                 „f  improvements 

Return  m  question  contams,  in  addi-  i^  connection  wittthe  reUef  of  distress, 

tion   to  the    Inspectors    Reports,    the  ^^  ^^^  ^^  following  circular  to  his 

acooimts  of  2,000  school  boards,  which    tenantry  • 

have  to  be  audited  before  presentation.  ^^ ' 

Many  of  these  aocoimts  are  not  sent  to  "  Kotico.    Thoao  tenants  who  wish  to  haro 

Tis  before  July,  and  the  publication  of  improTements  carried  out  on  their  holdings, 

iv*  _v»i.  T>.».-4.  :-  ;_  .-jr.^-«.>_...  A^  either  in  drainage,  or  fencing,  or  in  roads,  are 

the  whole  Report  18  in  oongequenoe  de-  j^^^^  ^j^^^  8^^  p^p^  IppUcationTmSnay 

layea.     1  nope  that  tne  recommenaa-  ^v^u  be  advanced  for  the  purpoae;  but  the 

tions  of  the  Statistioal  Committee^  pre-  tenant  mast  agree  to  one  ahilling  for  every  one 
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pound  spent  being  added  to  hid  rent — auoh  in* 
creased  rent  to  commenoe  from  1st  of  November 
1881  •/' 

and,  whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to 
prevent  other  owners  of  land  from  acting 
in  a  ^iimUar  manner*? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  Sir,  I  have  not 
seen  the  statement  to  which  the  hon. 
G^tleman  refers,  and  I  am  not  inclined 
to  verify  it  in  any  way.  There  is  no 
power  I  am  aware  of,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  under  the  notice  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  or  in  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Improvement  Act,  and  there 
certainly  is  no  inclination  to  interfere 
in  any  way  between  landlord  and 
tenant. 

TURKEY— AXGLO-TURKISH  CONVEN- 
TION (APPOINTMENT  OF  OFFICERS) 
— KEAMIL  PASHA. 

Mb.  pease  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
it  ia  the  case  that  Keamil  Pasha,  the  late 
Ckyvemor  General  of  Aleppo,  whose  dis- 
miMal  from  his  post  was  demanded  by 
Sir  Henry  A.  Layard  in  March  last,  has 
been  anpointed  by  the  Porte  Musteshar 
or  Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and 
Preaident  of  the  Commission  for  the 
appointment  of  Public  Functionaries; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  able  to  make  any  statement  or  lay 
further  Papers  upon  the  Table  relative  to 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  respect  to  this  appointment  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Sir  Henry  Layard 
announced  this  appointment  in  a  des- 
patch dated  November  9,  which  will  bo 
nmnd  at  page  127,  No.  121,  of  the 
Papers  recently  laid  before  Parliament 
(Turkey,  No.  1,  1880)— 

*'  I  loam  upon  good  aathority  that  this  ap- 
pointment  has  beon  forced  upon  Mahmoud 
Nedim  Paaha,  notwithstanding  his  strong  ob- 
jectioii  to  it.  It  is  scarcely  credible  that  a  man 
who  hmt  been  recently  proved  guilty  of  treating 
the  Christians  of  Zeitoun  with  great  cruelty, 
uid  who  is  under  the  accusation  of  having  re- 
osivsd  bribes,  and  of  having  forged  or  connivcnl 
•ttlie  forgery  of  lettei%  in  order  to  misreproscnt 
thoooodi^  of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Consuld, 
siMmld  be  named  to  a  place  of  so  much  import- 
whieh  ought  to  be  filled  by  a  man  of 
integrity  and  of  Uberal  views." 


The  Porte  is,  doubtlees,  perfectly  well 
aware  of  the  impression  that  such  an 
appointment  would  make  in  Europe; 
■DOy  under  those  circumstances,  it  is 
perfectly  nnnecessary  to  make  any  re- 
preeeiitation  to  them  on  the  subject. 


BOARD  OF  WORKS  (IRELANDl—CLARE 
CASTLE  HARBOUR  AND  PIER. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  Why  the  sum  of  two 
thousand  pounds,  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury  in  November  last  as  a  loan  for 
the  repair  of  the  Clare  Castle  Harbour 
and  Pier,  has  not  in  any  part  been  ex- 
pended thereupon;  and,  whether  he 
will  communicate  with  the  Irish  Board 
of  Works  with  a  view  to  their  pro- 
ceeding^ with  the  work  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury  ? 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON  : 
Sir,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me, 
I  will  answer  the  Question.  The  reason 
why  no  part  of  the  £2,000  was  expended 
on  Clare  Castle  Harbour  and  Pier  is, 
that  before  beginning  the  works  it  was 
necessary  to  make  a  careful  survey. 
This  has  now  been  done ;  but  some  little 
delay  is  still  unavoidable,  as  the  engi- 
neer to  the  Board  of  Works  must  per- 
sonaUy  visit  the  place  in  order  to  com- 
plete the  plans.  He  has  been  directed 
to  proceed  to  Clare  Castle  as  soon  as  he 
can. 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELA]SrD)— EMYVALE. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Postmas- 
ter General,  If  ho  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  all  Corre- 
spondence relating  to  the  appointment 
to  a  recent  vacancy  in  the  Postmistress- 
ship  of  Emyvale,  county  Monaghan,  and 
of  all  applications,  memorials,  and  re- 
commendations relating  thereto;  and, 
whether  the  Government  propose  hence- 
forth to  make  appointments  to  this 
branch  of  the  public  service  solely 
on  the  grounds  of  superior  qualifica- 
tions ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  Sir,  the  sub- 

Eost- office  at  Emyvale  is  not  in  my  gift, 
ut  in  that  of  the  Treasury.  The  Trea- 
sury having  failed  to  make  any  appoint- 
ment, it  was  necessary  the  Post  Office 
should  do  so ;  and,  after  making  the 
proper  inquiries,  the  Surveyor  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Geddes.  There  is  nothing, 
so  far  as  I  know,  in  the  Correspondence 
connected  with  the  appointment  to  jus- 
tify it  being  made  public.  With  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  there 
is  no  intention  of  making  any  alteration 
in  the  mode  of  appointment. 
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CRIMINAL  LAW— ADMISSION  OF  EE- 
POUTEES  AT  EXECUTIONS. 
Mh.  HIBBERT  aek&d  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  •  Department, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the  exe- 
cution of  William  Cassidy  within  the 
Strangewajs  Prison  at  Manchester  on 
Tuesday  laat  reporters  were  refused  ad- 
mission to  the  prison,  and  denied  the 
slightest  information  with  respect  to  the 
execution ;  also  that,  in  consequence  of 
reporters  not  being  admitted  within  the 
prison  during;  the  inquest  on  the  body, 
the  coroner  held  the  inquest  at  an  ad- 
joining hotel,  and  that  at  sueh  inquost 
the  jury  made  a  presentment  in  favour 
of  reporters  being  admitted  to  execu- 
tione;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  take  any  steps,  by  legislation  or 
otherwise,  better  to  carry  out  the  spirit 
of  the  Act  providing  for  executions  with- 
in prisons  r 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CR083 :  Sir,  I  do 
not  doubt  that  we  shall  all  agree  that 
reports,  setting  forth  in  minute  detail 
the  conduct  and  actions  of  oondomned 
prisoners,  followed  by  full  descriptions  of 
their  executions  tliemselvea,  are  moat  ob- 
jectionable. At  the  same  time,  it  may 
be  wise  t«  have  other  persons  present 
than  the  mere  officials ;  but  it  is  not 
a  very  pleasant  duty  for  anyone  to 
perform.  So  far  as  the  law  goes,  the 
only  persons  who  had  the  power  of  ad- 
mission to  executions  were  the  High 
Sheriff  and  the  Visiting  Justices.  The 
duties  of  the  Visiting  Justices  were  trans- 
ferred to  the  Home  Secretary ;  but  I  wish 
it  to  be  understood  that  I  have  made  no 
order  of  any  description  either  jireveut- 
ing  persons  from  going  or  allowing  them 
to  goto  executions.  The  Sheriff  was  the 
representative  of  the  locality)  and  I  think 
it  might  be  safely  left  to  him  to  say 
whether  he  would  allow  persons  to  be 
present  or  not.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
will  be  glad  to  communicate  with  the 
Shorifls  and  Visiting  Committees  to  see 
whether  any  arrangements  can  bo  made 
for  ensuring  the  attendance  of  any  inde- 
pendent persons,  without  risk  of  the  pub- 
Uoationsof  details  most  objectionable  and 
most  demoralizing.  With  regard  to  the 
Coroner's  im^uiry,  if  the  reporters  were 
not  present  it  was  the  Coroner's  own 
fault.  The  Coroner  has  the  right  of 
admitting  personB  to  his  own  Court,  and 
there  is  not  the  smallest  attempt  in  any 
Tay  to  interfere  with  his  discretion. 


SAU:  OP  POOD  AND  DHUG8  ACT,  18K 
—CONDEMNED  TEA. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Seoretaiy 
to  the  Treasury,  If  it  be  the  fact  that  soma 
7,000  boxes  of  tea  &om  Shanghai  have 
recently  been  condemned  as  unfit  for 
consumption  in  this  Ooustry ;  if  it  be 
the  fact  that  the  wholesale  tea  dealers 
have  memorialised  the  CommisaioaerB  of 
Customs,  asking  for  more  rigid  enforce- 
ment of  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
on  account  of  the  extent  of  adulteration 
prevailing';  if  any  steps  ore  being 
taken  to  bave  not  only  the  teas  that  may 
arrive,  but  those  now  in  bond,  examined 
for  adulteration ;  and,  if  tea  that  is  oon- 
denmed  as  unfit  for  use  in  this  Country 
is  invariably  destroyed,  or  if  it  is  ever 

Sarmitted  to   be  re-exported  to  other 
ountries  ? 

SiK  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBBTSON : 
Sir,  tfao  number  of  packages  of  tea  con- 
demned since  the  let  of  January  is  3,337. 
A  Memorial  from  the  wholesale  tea 
dealers  was  received  by  the  Board  of 
Customs  on  the  18th  instant,  audit  prayed 
the  Board  to  strictly  enforce — not  more 
strictly  enforce — the  provisions  of  the 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  All  the 
teas  imported  and  warehoused  in  this 
country  are  examined  by  the  Inspector 
of  teas,  and  are  only  destroyed  when, 
being  imported  for  consumption  in  this 
country,  they  are  pronounced  to  be  unfit 
for  human  food,  and  then  they  ore  always 
destroyed. 


RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)- 

KILKENNY  UNION. 
Mb.  p.  martin  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  statements 
made  by  aldermen  and  justices  of  the 

Seace,  members  of  the  boud  of  guar- 
ians  of  the  Kilkenny  Union,  at  their 
meeting  on  the  Stb  instant,  from  which 
it  appears  that  not  less  than  4,U00 
people  have  been  obliged  in  that  city  to 
seek  rehef  out  of  the  special  relief  fund 
raised;  that  in  the  town  of  Freshford, 
out  of  a  total  popidatlon  of  847,  there 
were  no  less  than  45  heads  of  families 
who,  though  anxious  to  work,  had  been 
left  unemployed  for  the  past  three 
months ;  that  in  the  adjacent  towulands 
very  many  labourers  had  of  late  in  vain 
sought  work,  and  that  the  small  farmers 
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their  seed  potetoes;  that  the   severity  POST  OFFICE-MAILS  FOE  GIBRALTAR. 

and  proportions  of  the  distress  in  the  Colonel  NAGHTEN  asked  the  Post- 
Union  had  increased  and  were  now  in-  master  General,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
creasing to  an  alarming  extent;  that  tention  of  the  Government  to  continue 
several  landowners  were  willing  to  give  to  send  the  mails  for  Gibraltar  through 
employment  if  afforded  the  special  facili-  Spain,  not  withstanding  the  remonstrances 
ties  for  borrowing  ;  and,  is  it  not  the  made  by  merchants  against  that  route, 
fact  that  a  third  application  has  now  instead  of  by  weekly  packet  as  formerly  ? 
been  made  to  the  Irish  Local  Govern-  Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  :  Sir,  mails 
ment  Board  to  place  the  Union  on  the  have  been  sent  daily  to  Gibraltar  through 
list  of  Scheduled  Unions,  and  has  that  Franco  and  Spain  for  several  years,  and 
application  been  granted;  and,  if  re-  are  still  sent.  The  weekly  line  of  steam 
fused,  whether  there  is  any  objection  to  vessels  from  Southampton  to  Egypt 
produce  the  Beport  or  Beports  which  which  call  at  Gibraltar  have  ceased  to 
affirmed  there  was  no  exceptional  dis-  bo  used  as  mail  packets  since  the  1st  of 
trees  in  the  Union  ?  this  month  ;  but  ship  letter  bags  for 
Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  It  appears,  Sir,  Gibraltar  are  despatched  by  these  ves- 
that  representations  have  been  made  to  sels  containing  all  letters  superscribed 
the  Local  Government  Board  with  re-  by  the  writers  **  By  private  ship  from 
gard  to  Kilkenny,  but  I  cannot  find  any  Southampton  "  or  **  By  P.  and  0.  steamer 
similar  application  made  with  regard  to  from  Southampton." 
Freshford.  Inquiries  have  been  insti- 
tuted by  the  Local  Government  Board,  CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND— SALE  OF 
and  a  Beport  has  been  made  to  the  Irish  LIVINGS  —  THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 
OoTernment  that  the  Board  considered  ^^  LEATHAM  asked  the  Secretary 
It  would  be  impossible  to  mclude  Kil-  ^^  g^^,^  ^^  ^^^  U^^3  Department, 
iMiiny  in  the  Schedule  unless  aU  the  whether  he  is  prepared  to  lay  upon  the 
other  Umons  in  Ireland  were  taken  m  I  ^able  of  the  House  the  Minutes  of  Evi- 
have  also    received    a   communication  ^^^^^  ^akon  before  the  Boyal  Commis- 

^^  f  ^°i    '  w  ^1  ^^^"'^"f  ®  fP'  sion  on  the  Sale  of  Livings  ? 

pointed  to  admmister  the  special  relief  ^^^   ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 

fund.     He  informed  me  that  the  4,000  ^^j  ^hat  the  Minutes  reformed  to  had 

'^!!!2*  Tf^l  ?^'   '""i^^  T''''''}'  ^''''  arrived  at  the  Homo  Office  that  after- 

cxoeods  the  total  number  relieved    m-  ^^j  j^^j    ,^^  beHeved,  been  laid 

eluding  the  whole  of  the  number  of  in-  ^^^  Table  of  the  House. 

mates  m  the  workhouse.     He  adds  that  ^ 

the  ftind  which  was  instituted  this  winter       ^.^^^.^^ .     ^„„  ^^.^.^  ^«,^^^   .  r^ 

during  the  frost  is  not  so  large  as  that  RUSSIA-THE  EXPLOSION  AT  THE 

raised  for  the  purpose  last  year ;  and,  in  ^^  INTER  PALACE. 

his  opinion,  and  that  of  tho  committee,  The  Mahquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 

there  would  be  ample  funds   not  only  I  hope  tho  Chancollor  of  the  Exchequer 

to    meet  all   the    requirements  of   all  will  allow  me  to  ask  him.  Whether  tho 

cases  of  distress  in  the  present  season,  Government  Lave  received  any  informa- 

but  leave  a  surplus  for  next  year.      I  tion,  in  addition  to  that  which  has  reached 

must  state  that  the  Beports  of  the  In-  us  through  the  ordinary  channels,  with 

spector  of  the  Local  Government  Board  regard  to  the  recent  atrocious  attempt 

are  confidential,  and  cannot  be  laid  on  on  the  life  of  His  Majosty  tho  Emperor 

the  Table.  of  Russia,  which,  I  need  hardly  say, 

Mr.  p.  martin  asked  the  right  hon.  has  excited  universal  horror  and  indig- 

Qentleman,  If  it  is  correct  that  in  Fresh-  nation  ? 

fafd,  out  of  a  population  of  847,  there  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 

are  at  present  45  heads  of  families  totally  QUEli :  Sir,  I  do  not  know  that  I  am 

nnemployed  ? in  a  position  to  add  anything  material 

Mb.  J.  I/)WTHER  :  Does  tho  hon.  to  the  information  which  has  already 

Gentleman  gather  iiihat  I  said  ?    It  was  been  communicated  to  the  public.     Her 

that  no  representation  with  regard  to  Majesty's  Government  received  yoHter- 

Frashford  nas  been  made  to  the  Local  day  from  Lord  Duirerin,  with  the  utmost 

Qoremment  Board.  horror,  tho  account  of  what  had  taken 

place.    It  appears  that  the  Emperor  and 
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the  Imperial  Family  were  on  the  point 
of  going  to  dinner  in  the  dining-room 
of  me  Winter  Palace ;  but  by  an  acci- 
dental, or  rather,  I  may  say,  a  Provi- 
dential, circumstance,  they  were  de- 
layed, and  in  the  few  minutes  of  delay 
which  arose  the  explosion  of  which  we 
have  all  heard  occurred.  It  appears  to 
have  been  an  explosion  of  dynamite, 
which  must  have  oeen  stored  in  a  cellar 
two  floors  below  the  room  in  which  they 
were  about  to  dine.  The  effect  of  the 
explosion  was  to  cause  the  deaths  of 
nine  persons,  and  some  40  or  more  have 
been  wounded.  There  is  no  trace  of 
gunpowder;  and  the  circumstances  rather 
point  to  the  suspicion  that  the  explosion 
must  have  been  produced  by  some  ma- 
chinery, possibly  clockwork.  Evidently 
it  was  a  carefully  prepared  and  most 
diabolically  wicked  plot.  I  am  thank- 
ful to  be  able  to  say  that,  according  to 
the  reports,  neither  His  Majesty  the 
Emperor  nor  the  Duchess  of  Edinburgh 
has  suffered  in  health ;  and  I  am  also 
especially  thankful  to  say  that  the  health 
of  the  Empress  of  Bussia,  who  was  lying 
ill  at  the  time,  has  not  siiffered,  though, 
of  course,  the  news  of  what  had  taken 
place,  although  she  was  not  aware  of  it 
for  the  moment,  must  have  been  a  very 
great  shock  to  her.  We  have  no  more 
information  that  I  could  communicate. 
Indeed,  we  have  received  no  information 
beyond  that  which  has  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  and  I  iinderstand  that  the 
Bussian  Ambassador  has  no  further 
news  to  communicate. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAT. 

llELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
{Mr.    ChanctUor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Jamet 

Zoicther,    Sir     llenry     Sdwm-Jbbetsony   Mr, 

Attorney/  General  for  Ireland.) 

[BELL   1.]      COMMITTEE. 

[^Progre99  16M   February,'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  3  (Extension  of  power  to  grant 
out-door  relief  in  food  and  fuel). 

Mb.  G'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he  had 
an  Amendment  to  propose  to  this  clause, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  extend  the 
period  named  therein  of  two  calendar 
months  for  administering  out-door  re- 
lief.   The  olause  provided  that  no  order 

I%4  Ckancelhr  of  the  Exehsjuer 


of  the  Local  Govamment  Board  ahonld 
be  binding  on  the  Ghxardians  for  a  peoriod 
exceeding  two  calendar  months  from  the 
date  of  such  order.  He  did  not  think  it 
right  to  limit  the  power  to  be  exercised 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  to  ibis 
period  of  two  calendar  montha,  as  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  to  their  discretion;  and,  ftirther, 
that  there  was  no  reason  whatever  for 
selecting  this  term.  They  were  in  the 
middle  of  February ;  and  those  who  knew 
anything  of  the  oondition  of  Irdand 
would  be  aware  that  the  two  calendar 
months  named  in  this  section  would  not 
include  the  worst  period,  for  that  when 
it  had  expired  the  distress  would  most 
probably  oe  at  its  height,  and  would  be 
felt  for  a  much  longer  period  than  two 
calendar  months.  Of  course,  there  would 
be  places  where  the  distress  was  not 
likely  to  last  as  long,  or,  indeed,  any- 
thing like  two  calendar  months ;  but 
whetiier  it  did  so  or  not,  and  whatever 
might  be  the  action  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  it  was  almost  certain  that 
the  distress,  on  the  whole,  would  last  for 
a  much  longer  period  than  two  months. 
They  were  bound  to  suppose  that  the 
distress  in  many  places  would  render  it 
necessary  that  me  period  of  two  calendar 
months  would  begin  very  soon,  and  there 
were  many  places  in  Ireland  where  this 
drd  section  ought  to  be  in  operation 
already,  and  they  were,  indeed,  bound 
to  consider  that  the  two  ccdendar  months 
had  begun,  or  ought  to  begin,  at  that 
very  moment.  Why  should  the  action 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  be  con- 
fined to  two  calendar  months?  The 
effect  of  this  limitation  would  be,  that 
the  Board  of  Guardians  would  infallibly 
make  their  provision  in  accordance  with 
the  order.  They  would  elect  their  offi- 
cers and  arrange  their  depots  for  the  two 
months ;  and  it  was  certain,  at  the  end 
of  that  time,  any  order  given  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  with  respect  to 
any  really  distressed  district  would  have 
to  be  renewed,  and  in  all  probability  the 
Board  of  Guardians  would  find  itself  at 
the  end  of  its  organization,  and  would  be 
obliged  to  re-organize.  Ho  could  not 
see  any  danger  in  allowing  the  Local 
Government  Board  a  larger  discretion 
than  the  clause  gave  it;  and  he  thought 
that  the  Government  were  not  treating 
the  Board  with  sufficient  confidence. 
They  seemed  to  have  forgotten  that  they 
had  in  that  Board  a  very  powerful  organ- 
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intion — or,  perliapB,  tliey  did  not  wish 
to  oast  too  janoli  work  upon  it.  At  an; 
rate,  tliej  were  certaiiuj  not  availia^ 
themMlveB  sofflcieiitQy  of  its  powers,  hk 
tliera  was  no  reason  whatever  whj  the 
Local  OovemDient  Board  should  not 
hare  power  of  exteudinr  the  period  of 
two  calendar  months,  he  beg^a  to  move, 
from  line  24,  page  1,  the  omission  of  the 
vords,    "not  exceeding    two    calendar 


Amendment  wtot»d,  in  page  1,  line  24, 
to  leave  oat  "  not  excee<£ng  two  calen- 
M,"~ (Jfr.  0' Shai^hnetty.) 


Th«  ATTOBNET  GENERAX  foe 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibbo.v)  said,  that  the 
prorisiona  of  the  clause  hod  been  &amed 
with  great  core  in  order  to  allow  ample 
diacretion  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  were  themselves  thorough^ 
■atiafied  with  the  clause  as  it  stood.  It 
would,  of  course,  be  their  duty,  when 
thi«  period  of  two  months  had  expired, 
to  look  into  the  machinei?  in  operation 
under  the  Poor  Law  Guardians,  and 
Uies  eonaider  and  decide  whether  it  was 
nffht  tltat  the  term  should  be  renewed. 
There  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Local 
Goremment  Board  from  doing  this, 
inasmuch  as  the  words  of  the  section 


*'lliB  J/oe»l  Gorernmeiit  Bo&rd  may,  from 
UnM  to  iimn,  if  mni  so  far  u  they  think  fit. 
anthoriaa  by  order,"  &a. 

And,  further,  thev  might,  hy  the  terms 
of  the  section,  before  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber, 1880,  make  an  order  which  would 
he  available  for  two  months  of  the  fol- 
lowing year.  That  was  as  wide  a  power 
aa  the  Local  Government  Board  were 
deairous  to  have,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  well  to  extend  it. 

Mm.  O'SKAUGHNESSY  said,  that  if 
dw  Amendment  were  accepted,  the  Local 
Qorenmient  Board  would  be  able  to 
stake  their  own  terms;  and  the  effect 
would  be  that  thev  might  order  tho  dis- 
tribution of  relief  for,  sa;,  four  months, 
if  iMoenBiT.  ^^^^ 

ICb.  SHAW  LEFETBE  eoid,  the 
daiiaa  appeared  to  him  to  be  badly 
iiawn;  and  pointed  out  that  if  tho 
wending  nmomed  the  same,  instead  of 
tita  penod  being  fixed  for  the  1st  of 
Maiw,  1B61,  the  period  of  giving  out- 
doov  relief  would  be  limited  to  tho  31st 
of  Oeoember.  He  did  not  think  the 
ima  (rf  two  moatba  waa  a  wiso  one. 


Hb.  STNAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had 
fallen  into  a  great  mistake  with  regard 
to  tho  two  months  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred— namely,  the  period  between  the 
SIstof  December,  1660,  and  the  Ist  of 
March,  1681.  This  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  present  Amendment, 
but  had  been  introduced  into  the  clause 
for  the  puipoBB  of  enabling  Parliament 
to  deal  with  tho  question  in  March.  The 
object  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  was 
to  give  a  certain  amount  of  discretion 
to  tne  Guardians,  and  he  said  nothing 
whatever  about  the  discretion  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  The  right 
hon.    and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 

glr.  Gibson)  bad  asked  the  hon. 
ember,  and  those  who  supported  him, 
what  reason  there  was  for  me  proposed 
alteration.  He  (Mr.  Synau)  would  ask 
him  the  reason  irhy  he  had  fixed  upon 
this  period  of  two  months?  The  rea- 
sons of  his  hon.  Priends  were  perfectly 
clear.  It  was  well  known  that  the  des- 
titution must  continue  until  the  next 
harvest  was  got  in.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  understand  the 
reason  for  inserting  six,  but  not  two, 
months  in  the  Bill.  Again,  what  was 
the  object  of  putting  in  two  months  and 
allowing  tho  Local  Government  Board 
to  renew  its  order  over  and  over  again? 
The  machinery  of  the  Quardiaas  would 
go  on  for  this  period  of  two  months,  and 
would  then  have  to  be  disturbed  until 
the  Local  Government  Board  gave  its 
new  order.  Was  it  proper  that  the 
local  machinoiy  of  the  Guardians  should 
be  interfered  with  or  disturbed  by  intro- 
ducing too  narrow  a  period  ?  If  his  hon. 
Friond  succeeded  in  striking  out  the 
words  "not  exceeding  two  calendar 
months,"  he  should  himself  move  that  a 
period  of  six  months  be  substituted  in 
their  place,  in  order  to  enable  tho  har- 
vest of  the  present  year  to  be  got  in. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
given  no  reason  against  tho  Amendment, 
which  he  hoped  would  bo  accepted  by 
the  Government. 

Mr.  J.  IX)^VTHEK  said,  that  the  rea- 
son why  the  period  of  two  months  had 
boon  fixed  upon  was  that  in  the  course 
of  that  time  it  was  hoped  that  the  dis- 
tress would  have  very  much  abated.  Ho 
would  remind  tho  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Synaii)  that  largo  sums  of  money  had 
been  applied  for  oy  way  of  loans  to  the 
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Board  of  Works  —  something  like 
£400,000  or  £500,000— but  that  only 
a  limited  portion  of  this  money  had  up 
to  the  present  been  used.  The  period 
of  two  months  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  ample  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  renew  their  order  if  they 
found  that  no  improvement  took  place. 

The  O'DONOQHUE  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  given  any 
reason  why  the  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  should  not 
adhere  to  his  Amendment ;  neither  had 
he  given  the  Committee  any  reason 
which  would  enable  them  to  understand 
why  he  was  so  very  sanguine  as  to  the 
abatement  of  the  distress  in  Lreland. 
The  clause  was  drawn  evidently  on  the 
assumption  that  the  depression  would 
not  last;  but  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  drawn  upon  the  assumption 
that  the  distress  would  last — a  view 
which  he  was  sorry  to  say  was  enter- 
tained by  all  the  Irish  Members.  He 
believed  that  the  necessity  for  applying 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  for  a 
fresh  order  would  cause  delay,  which 
would  lead  to  great  suffering  and  loss  of 
life  among  thepcople. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  if  power 
existed  in  the  Bill  under  wliich  the 
Local  Government  Board  could  renew 
their  order  ?  He  thought  that  the  period 
named  should  be  extended  to  six  months. 

Me.  law  presumed  that  the  part  of 
the  section  now  under  discussion  had 
been  copied  from  the  2nd  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1 847 .  He  thought  that  an  absolute  dis- 
cretionary power  might  well  be  entrusted 
to  the  LoceJ  Government  Board,  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  President. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  there  was  anything  to  be  gained  by 
inserting  the  words  of  the  Amendment, 
and  that  the  point  was  hardly  worth  dis- 
cussing. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  thought  that  the 
proper  way  to  deal  with  the  matter 
would  be  to  extend  the  time  to  six 
months,  and  to  leave  it  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Guardians. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
the  view  which  he  took  with  respect  to 
this  Amendment  was,  that  his  lion. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy)  did  not  like  to  see  so 
many  restrictions  upon  the  action  of 
those  who  were  charged  with  the  adiui- 

J/r.  /.  Lowther 


nistration  of  relief.  If  they  knew  any- 
thing of  the  Irish  Boards,  it  was  that 
they  were  too  slow  in  action  in  matters 
of  this  kind;  indeed,  the  Board  of 
Works  was  in  Ireland  the  subiect  of  a 
standing  joke,  and  had  been  described 
as  a  Board  for  promotin^idleness.  The 
tendency  in  all  those  iBoards  was  to 
delay  and  obstruct  matters  as  mach  as 
possible.  This  period  of  two  months 
was  in  itself  obstructive;  and  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  this  obstruction  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  moved. 
What  could  be  said  in  favour  of  this 
limit  of  two  months,  beyond  that  it 
looked  well  on  the  grounds  of  symmetiy 
and  antiquity?  He  was  disposed  to 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  that  the  matter  was  not 
very  important ;  nevertheless  he  was  op- 
posed to  this  restriction  of  two  months,  1>e- 
cause  it  seemed  to  be  an  encouragement 
to  delay — the  very  thing  which  ouffht  to 
be  opposed  in  legislation  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  feared  he 
should  be  obliged  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment. The  only  reason  advanced  by 
the  President  of  the  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  was  simply  that  from  his 
point  of  view,  and  from  information 
which  he  had  received,  the  distress  was 
likely  to  vary  during  the  next  two 
months.  That,  however,  was  altogether 
contrary  to  their  experience  of  former 
famines  in  Ireland.  It  was  contrary 
to  their  experience  of  the  Famine  of 
1847,  and  to  their  experience  of  the 
minor  distresses  which  had  been  felt 
since  that  time.  He  pointed  out  that 
within  two  months  from  the  present  date 
the  distress  would  probably  be  greater 
than  at  present,  and  that  it  would  uience- 
forward  increase.  The  object  of  tlie 
Amendment  was  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  President,  might  be 
enabled,  at  their  discretion,  at  once  to 
make  an  order  under  which  relief  might 
be  given  for  a  period  exceeding  two 
months.  The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
County  (Mr.  Synan)  wished  to  give 
greater  power  to  the  Guardians  uian 
would  be  vested  in  them  under  this 
clause.  Under  the  construction  of  the 
clause,  however,  ho  feared  it  would  be 
impossible  to  enlarge  their  powers  ;  but 
he  desired  to  effect  the  next  best  thing  to 
this — namely,  to  extend  the  power  of  tho 
Local  Government  Board,  and  not  to  im- 
pose limitations  which  they  knew  by 
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experience  would  only  have  the  effect  of 
narrowing  their  action  during  the  course 
of  this  distress.  Ho  feared  that  the 
money  available  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  would  not  be  forthcoming  in 
time  to  meet  the  distress.  He  would 
lay  before  the  Committee  some  evidence 
upon  this  point  to  show  that  at  present 
it  had  not  come  in  time,  and  that  it  was 
upon  this  3rd  section  of  the  Bill  that 
they  would  have  to  rely  for  the  preven- 
tion of  deaths  from  starvation.  A  letter 
bad  been  read  from  Dr.  Kyan  before  the 
Board  of  Guardians  for  Tipperary,  which 
stated  that  whole  families  were  actually 
in  a  state  of  starvation ;  that  fever  had 
crept  into  his  district,  and  that  he  was 
then  attending  two  cases;  one  young 
man,  21  years  of  age,  had  fallen  sick  of 
fever,  that  he  was  suffering  from  ex- 
treme exhaustion,  and  that  all  hope  of 
recovery  was  g^ne;  and,  further,  that 
lie  had  no  clothes  upon  him.  Again,  it 
was  stated  that  months  had  passed 
since  this  Board  had  applied  for  money 
to  cany  out  sewage  worlcs  in  the  town. 
To  this  one  of  the  Guardians  replied 
—and  he  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  it  to 


L 


*'If  the  GoTemxnent  do  not  give  us  this 
money  before  aDother  week  wo  should  not  have 
it  at  aU." 

Could  anyone  suppose  that  two  calendar 

monthfl  would  be  sufficient  for  the  Local 

Gkyremment  Board  to  give  its  order? 

The  effect  of  giving  an  order  for  com- 

pnlflory  relief  would  be  that  the  Local 

Goremment  Board   muBt  confine  their 

operations  to  that  period,  and  that  when 

it  had  expired  they  would  be  obliged,  at 

the   greatest  expense  and  trouble,  to 

rerise    their    organization    during    tlie 

period    in  which  it  might   bo  furtlior 

neoestaiy.    He  was  perfectly  willing  to 

adopt  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend 

the  Member  for  Limerick  Cc»unty  (Mr. 

Sjoan),  and  to  substitute  the  term  of 

tiz  months  for  the  term  fixed  by  tlie 

clanae.     The  proposed    change  would 

have  a  veiy  limited  effect ;  it  was  cl(>nr 

that  a  longer  period  would  be  necessary ; 

and  if  the  suggestion  were  adopted  it 

would  be  in  the  power  of  the  Ixical  Go- 

verament  Board  to  extend  their  order, 

■nd  eo  prevent  the  necessity  of  re-organ - 

fanffy  and  the  danger  of  disorganization 

of  toe  arrangementa  of  the  Boards  of 

Owttdiana,  which  would  necessarily  re- 

YOL  OCL.       [tbibd  series.] 


suit  in  great  trouble  and  expense  as  a 
consequence  of  their  being  limited  to  a 
period  of  two  months. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  suggested  that  it 
would  be  well  that  the  l^cal  Govern- 
ment Board  should  be  empowered  to 
continue,  as  well  as  to  revoke,  their 
orders,  as  provided  in  page  2,  line  1,  of 
the  Bill ;  and  he  thought  the  case  would 
be  met,  to  a  certain  extent,  by  inserting 
the  word  **  continue"  after  the  word 
**  purpose  "  in  that  line. 

Mr.  BIGGAH  pointed  out  that  in  the 
event  of  the  first  order  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  not  being  complied 
with  from  negligence  or  any  ouer  cause, 
even  supposing  they  had  power  of  grant- 
ing a  n*esh  order,  the  Board  of  GKiar- 
dians  would  have  no  power  to  grant  out- 
door relief,  and  that  a  bad  state  of  things 
would  in  consequence  follow.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  the  limit  of  two  months 
was  removed,  the  order  would  continue 
in  force  until  it  was  revoked  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  or  until  the  Guardians 
thought  it  desirable  that  they  should  cease 
to  give  out- door  relief.  If  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  were  not 
accepted,  fresh  machinery  would  be  re- 
quired at  the  expiration  of  each  succeed- 
ing two  months  for  a  renewal  of  powers 
which  would  involve  a  loss  of  time.  He 
remembered,  many  years  ago,  when 
pressure  had  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
a  public  Department  in  Ireland  under 
similar  circumstances,  that  a  great  loss 
of  time  resulted.  He  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  real  pressure  would 
not  be  felt  in  the  two  months,  but  in  all 
probability  during  the  months  of  June 
and  July,  when  the  present  supply  of 
the  small  farmers  had  been  entirely 
consumed.  If  an  arrangement  were 
made,  limite<l  as  to  time,  a  renewal 
would  clearly  be  required.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  said  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  could  easily  get  instructions 
for  renewal  of  powers  to  the  Guardians  ; 
but,  in  the  present  distress,  he  (Mr. 
BifCgar)  considered  such  a  mode  most 
unudvisable,  and  likely  to  lead  to  the 
distress  becoming  more  general.  In 
short,  the  time  ought  to  bo  extended. 
The  best  plan  would  bo  to  strike  out 
the  time  given  to  the  Guardians,  and  to 
leave  a  discretionary  power  with  the 
Local  Government  Boud  when  to  stop 
the  order  for  relief. 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  al- 
though  the  time  mentioned  in  the  clause 
was  a  period  of  two  months,  yet,  at  the 
expiration  of  that  time,  thoro  would  be  no 
difficulty  about  a  fresh  order.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Li- 
merick's (Mr.  O'Shaughncssy's)  Amend- 
ment was  not  supported  by  a  good  argu- 
ment, when  he  said  *'  that  there  might 
bo  a  delay  between  the  expiration  of  one 
order  and  the  issuing  of  the  next." 
Everyone  who  knew  anything  of  these 
matters  knew  that  the  new  order  would 
be  made  before  the  time  when  the  old 
one  had  run  out.  Arrangements  could 
easily  be  made  for  the  orders  to  run 
consecutively ;  and  he,  therefore,  saw  no 
reason  why  the  clause  should  be  amended 
as  proposed. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  how  many  In- 
spectors were  employed  under  the  Local 
Government  Board  ?  He  thought  it  was 
quite  obvious  that  there  would  be  con- 
siderable delay  with  reference  to  the 
orders  unless  a  discretionary  power  were 
given  to  the  Guardians. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  six  In- 
spectors had  been  appointed  temporarily. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  he  dis- 
agreed with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  failed 
to  see  how  the  Board  could  continue  the 
orders  under  the  terms  of  the  clause. 
He  thought  the  Committee  would  see  that 
there  was  no  such  power  given.  He  was 
afraid  that  red  tapeism  would  be  carried 
out  to  the  letter.  He  should  ask  that 
the  words  '*  continued  on"  be  added  after 
the  word  *'  months"  in  page  1,  line  20. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  he 
thought  the  terms  were  correct  as  they 
stood. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  the  power  to 
be  granted  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  issuing  fresh  orders  might 
give  rise  to  a  good  deal  of  correspond- 
once.  They  were  all  aware  that  that 
Board  had  a  taste  for  letter-writing  and 
roundabout  performance.  Ho  hoped 
that  nothing  of  that  kind  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  relief  woidd  occur, 
lie  did  not  think  it  would  be  necessary 
for  the  Committee  to  divide  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that  as 
it  was  promised  that  arrangements  should 


be  provided  for  makiiig  the  orders  oon- 
secutive  he  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. The  limit  eiven  by  the  clause 
was  too  narrow ;  but  he  thought  the 
case  would  be  met  if  time  were  taken  on 
each  occasion  before  two  months  elapsed 
to  make  arrangements  for  the  renewal 
of  the  order. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  did  not  feel 
disposed  to  act  in  opposition  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion that  should  not  be  abandoned. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  simply  said 
that  no  harm  could  aecme  from  the 
clause  being  left  as  it  stood ;  but  they 
had  produced  no  sufficient  argument 
against  the  Amendment.  In  the  next 
place,  the  most  that  could  be  said  was 
that  this  order  might  be  renewed  if  it 
was  considered  desirable  to  do  so.  He 
could  not  see  why  the  order  could  not  be 
made  to  continue  in  force  until  reyoked. 
He  concurred  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Cork  in  thinking  that  a  good 
deal  of  mischief  would  arise  if  were 
was  much  correspondence  between  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland  and 
the  Boards  of  Guardians.  He  thought 
that  the  clause  should  be  amended  as 

E reposed,  or  the  effect  would,  he  felt  sure, 
e  disastrous. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
Government  had  taken  upon  themselves 
the  responsibility  of  authorizing  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  give  out-door 
relief ;  but  there  was  no  compulsion  on 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  grant  it.  It 
was  at  their  discretion,  and  they  might 
decline  to  do  so  until  this  Bill  became 
law.  He  confessed  that  he  objected  to 
the  Amendment.  The  omission  of  the 
words  was  not  desired  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  The  question  now 
under  discussion  was  one  of  an  important 
character,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  acceded  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee. He  begeed  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  no  order  could  be  issued  until 
the  Bill  passed.  For  the  sake  of  those 
persons,  therefore,  who  were  likely  to 
suffer  from  the  passing  of  the  Bill  being 
delayed,  he  appealed  to  hon.  Members  to 
consider  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  with  as 
little  delay  as  possible. 

Mr.  SHAW  quite  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  in  desiring  that  the  Bill 
should  be  speedily  passed.  There  were 
two  or  throo  questions  which  would  re- 
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quire  a  oonsidorable  amount  of  discus- 
Bion ;  and,  therefore,  he  did  not  think  it 
advisable  that  the  Committee  should 
dwell  at  any  considerable  length  upon 
the  Amendment  before  them.  The  Go- 
▼emment  might  rest  assured  that  every- 
thing that  could  be  done  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  facilitate  the  passing  of  the  mea- 
sure would  be  done. 

Mb.  p.  MAHTIN  said,  the  imputation 
oonTeyed  in  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers as  a  body  was  most  unfair  and  ill- 
timed.  There  had  not  been  any  delay 
by  frivolous  or  unfair  criticism  on  their 
part.  In  fact,  the  Gbvemment  knew 
that  fault  was  their  own,  and  sought  to 
throw  the  blame  on  the  Irish  Members. 
There  ought  to  have  been  a  special  Ses- 
■ioDy  or  Parliament  should  nave  been 
oonvened  at  an  earlier  date.  It  could  not 
be  denied  that  the  Government  had  been 
warned,  so  far  back  as  last  June,  as  to  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland.  They  had 
been  warned,  both  by  Memorials  and  by 
statements  in  the  public  Press.  A  Me- 
morial was  sent  by  Irish  Members, 
*-«ig^ed  by  the  majority  of  them — to 
the  authorities.  The  answer  to  that  was 
a  bare  acknowledgment,  couched  in  the 
curtest  possible  terms.  After  all  the 
notices  that  the  Government  h(id  ro- 
oeived  on  the  subject,  it  was  for  them 
to  justify  their  conduct  in  seeking  tlius 
hurriedly  to  2)aBS  tlirough  tlio  liouso  a 
Bill  which  it  was  plain  had  been  drafted 
without  much  caro  or  conf?ideration  for 
the  interc^sts  of  Ireland.  The  measure 
was  one  of  such  importance  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  that  it  both  invited  and  de- 
manded criticism  on  the  part  of  their 
Bepresentatives. 

Mn.  O'SUAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
he  was  willing  to  show  his  desire  that 
the  measure  should  be  rapidly  proceeded 
with  by  withdrawing  his  Amendment. 
Ho  contended  that  it  was  not  accurate 
to  say  that  the  Local  Government  Doard 
had  been  authorized  to  give  orders  for 
the  distribution  of  out-door  relief  with 
all  possible  Bi»eod.  lie  thought  tliat  the 
woras  proposed  to  be  left  out  might  bo 
omittea  very  well,  as  the  powers  granted 
to  the  Boards  of  Guardians  could  be 
s— pended  with  ease. 

Mm.  FINIGAN  said,  that  ho  wished 
to  imniad  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
lint  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  the 
BOl  before  the  Committee  was  in  the 
of  an  Indemnity  Bill ;  and  he 


would  remind  the  Committee  that  in  the 
present  state  of  things  they  should  do 
everything  in  their  power  to  put  down 
in  Ireland  that  system  of  red-tapeism 
which  was  its  curse.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  greatest  possible  number  of 
ofEcials  were  kept  in  Ireland.  Those 
Irish  officials  appeared  to  think  that  the 
Irish  people  were  there  for  their  especial 
benefit.  He  trusted  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  woidd  not 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  but  that  he 
would  take  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
on  that  important  matter.  He  felt  con- 
vinced that  the  order  given  to  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  should  be  a  continuing  one. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  that  the  grounds  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  wished  to  proceed  speedily 
with  the  Bill  should  pass  unnoticed. 
The  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
had  already  received  instructions,  and 
this  measure  merely  ratified  them. 

^[b.  BIGGAE  said,  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty had  taunted  Irish  Members  with 
delaying  the  Bill,  and  so  increasing  the 
chance  of  death  taking  place  among 
the  people.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  listen  to  what  he  would  say,  he 
would  see  tliat  this  delay  would  appear 
to  have  arisen  entirely  from  the  course 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Amendment  proposed  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Limerick  was  certainly  a  most  reason- 
able one,  and  the  Government  had 
never  raised  the  slightest  argument 
against  it.  He  could  not  agree  with 
tlie  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
tlie  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  in 
thinking  that  the  clause  was  correct  as 
it  stood,  and  that  the  arrangement  with 
the  Local  Government  Board  would 
prove  satisfactory.  He  thought  that  tho 
Amendment  should  be  agreed  to  with- 
out a  discussion.  He  thought  a  great 
deal  of  time  would  be  saved  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  a  fair  hearing  to 
the  Amendments,  which  wore  of  a  rea- 
sonable nature. 

Amendment,  by  leove,  icitMratcn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  lino 
20,  after  the  word  ** months,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  continued  on." — (i/ir.  G* Sul- 
livan,) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  he  had 
already  pointed  out  that  there  would  be 

2  n  2 


k. 


935 


Belief  of  Dutress 


(COMMONS] 


ilrOtmi)  JBiU. 


986 


no  dii&ciilty  about  fresh  orders  being 
issued  at  the  expiration  of  the  two 
months ;  and  he  thought  that  that  would 
bo  quite  sufficient  without  the  words  pro- 
posed being  inserted. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  after 
the  explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
he  would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn, 

Mr.  law  moved,  in  line  8,  to  insert 
the  words  '*  proviso  at  the  latter  end," 
in  place  of  the  words  "  provisions  in  the 
latter  part."  He  begged  to  point  out 
that  the  portion  of  the  Act  intended  to 
be  dealt  with  was  not  the  whole  of  the 
enactments  forming  the  latter  part  of  the 
section  referred  to,  but  merely  the  con- 
cluding Proviso. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  remarked, 
that  on  the  last  night  of  Committee  on 
the  Bill  they  had  discussed  the  question 
whether  in  Clause  3  they  should  not  add 
the  word  **  money  "  to  the  words  *'  food 
and  fuel,"  in  which  forms  relief  was  to 
be  given.  There  had  been  a  good  deal 
of  discussion,  and  they  had  failed  to 
obtain  the  insertion  of  the  word 
'*  money."  During  the  Famine  of  1847 
a  system  of  giving  relief  in  the  form  of 
food  and  fuel  had  been  carried  on  with 
success;  but  there  had  been  a  very  careful 
organization  in  the  distribution  of  those 
kinds  of  relief.  The  object  of  his  Amend- 
ment was  that  there  should  be  an  or- 
ganization provided  for  the  distribution. 
Such  organization  he  felt  to  be  absolutely 
necessary ;  and  he  therefore  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  12,  after  "Act,"  insert  "the 
Local  (iovemment  Board  shall  appoint  in 
eycry  Buch  order,  or  in  a  snbsoqucnt  order  or 
orders  to  he  issued  as  soon  as  possible  after  such 
order,  the  place  or  places  where  depdts  for  food 
or  fuel  are  to  be  established  for  the  distribution 
of  the  same,  and  the  number  of  additional  re- 
lieving officers  and  other  officials,  if  any,  whom 
it  shiiil  be  imperative  on  the  guardians  to  ap- 
point to  aid  in  the  distribution  of  such  food  or 
fuel."— (J/r.  0' Shanghnetty.) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  they  had 
heard  a  good  deal  that  evening  about 
centralization  and  the  arbitrary  action 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 

Mr,  J,  Zowther 


local  auihoritieB ;  but  lie  would  Tentnre 
to  point  oat  that  the  duties  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  GFentleman  now  pro- 
posed directly  to  impose  upon  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  require  inti- 
mate acquaintance  with  locai  circum- 
stances under  practical  knowledge,  which 
it  was  impossible  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bofiud  to  exhibit  as  well  as  the 
Board  of  Guardians.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  not  been  remiss  in 
urging  on  the  Boards  of  Guardians  the 
duties  which  they  wouldhaTe  to  perform ; 
and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  refer  to  the  Oorrespondence  latdy 
published,  he  would  see,  under  the  data 
of  November  14th,  that  in  a  Gircnlar 
issued  by  the  Local  (Government  Board 
they  had  insisted  on  the  importance  of 
making  every  provision  for  the  proper 
relief  of  the  people  in  the  yarious  dis- 
tricts. Since  that  time  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  taken  further  st^ 
with  a  view  to  urge  this  point  on  the 
Boards  of  Guardians ;  and  he  thought, 
in  that  respect,  they  had  done  all  that  it 
was  possible  for  them  to  do,  and  that  it 
would  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for 
them  to  undertake  to  perform  local  de- 
tails which  could  be  much  better  left  to 
the  local  bodies. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  whe- 
ther any  imwillingness  had  been  shown 
by  Boards  of  Guajrdians  in  carrying  out 
their  duties,  to  make  the  Circular  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded 
necessary?  

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  explained,  that  the 
Circular  was  issued  before  the  Board  had 
any  power  in  the  matter.  The  present 
Bill  now  in  Committee  gave  that  power. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  observed,  that  the 
Guardians  had  power  to  appoint  any 
number  of  relieving  officers  that  they 
might  require.  In  order,  however,  that 
they  should  carry  out  successfully  the 
difficult  task  imposed  upon  them,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  depots  both 
for  food  and  fuel.  People  could  not  be 
expected  to  come  distances  of  10  or  20 
miles  to  obtain  relief,  and  therefore  de- 
pots must  be  established  in  each  district 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  a 
very  difficult  task,  and  an  almost  impos- 
sible one,  was  imposed  on  the  Board  of 
Guardians  when  they  were  required  to 
maintain  these  districts  in  the  West  of 
Ireland.  There  were  no  places  where 
these  depots  could  be  constructed,  and 
as  the  Uovemmont  had  insisted  that 
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relief  could  only  be  given  in  food  and 
fuel  a  g^eat  many  appliances  would  be 
required  where  the  destitution  was 
thickest.  Even  then  the  people  would 
haye  to  travel  miles  and  miles  over 
the  mountains  to  got  relief  in  kind. 
That  seemed  to  him  an  additional  reason 
why  the  determination  of  tlio  Govern- 
ment to  insist  on  that  point  should  be 
reviewed 

Mr.    O'SHAUGHNESSY    said,    he 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  BIGGAH  moved  an  Amendment 
in  page  2,  line  14,  after  the  word 
"charged"  to  insert  the  words  "upon 
the  Union  at  large,  but  otherwise."  His 
object  in  this  Amendment  was  to  make 
it  certain  that  the  expenses  of  this  relief 
were  charged  not  upon  what  was  called 
the  divisional  area,  out  upon  the  Union 
at  large.  He  desired  that  the  wealthy 
parts  of  the  Union  should  not  get  off  in 
comparative  freedom,  from  the  cost  of 
these  rates,  while  the  heaviest  tax  was 
cast  upon  the  comparatively  poor  parts 
of  the  Union.  His  Amendment  was  not 
at  all  of  the  sweeping  character  which  it 
appeared  to  be  at  first  sight.  According 
to  the  present  system  of  Poor  Law  in  force 
in  Ireland,  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  charges  in  connection  with  the  work- 
ing of  the  system  were  charged  on  what 
was  called  the  Union  at  large.  All  the 
house  charges — the  expenses  for  staff 
and  officers,  and  other  things  of  that 
kind — wore  charged  to  the  Union  at  largo, 
and  if  a  pauper  went  into  the  house  with 
no  particular  settlement  in  a  particular 
district  the  expenses  connected  with  his 
maintenance  were  also  so  charged  ;  and 
in  practice  a  great  many  cases  of  tliat 
kind  did  occur.  All  the  in-door  relief 
WBB  also  charged  in  a  similar  manner ; 
but  out-door  relief  was  char^i^ed  \x\}on  the 
electoral  division.  The  result  was  that 
where  landlords  had  got  rid  of  their  poor 
tenants  by  turning  them  out  the  district 
WBB  comparatively  free  from  expense  for 
pauperism ;  while  other  parts  to  which 
ue  poor  people  were  driven  were  sub- 
jeoted  to  a  very  heavy  tax.  As  a 
oonaequence,  populations  verging  on 
panperiam  from  one  year's  end  to  the 
other  were  made  to  bear  a  veiy  heavy 
tax,  while  rich  landlords  would  be  put 
to  no  particular  trouble  and  expense  in 
Qonnection  with  relief.  The  Bill  at  pre- 
MBk  ptopoeed  to  charge  the  expenses  of 


the  relief,  like  the  present  out-door  relief, 
on  the  electoral  division.  His  Amend- 
ment proposed  to  give  the  rates  a  wider 
extent,  and  to  charge  them  on  the  Union 
at  large. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
14,  after  **  charged"  to  insert  the  words 
"  upon  the  union  at  large,but  otherwise." 
—{^Mr  Biggar,) 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  trusted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  withdraw  this 
Amendment,  as  so  many  other  Amend- 
ments had  been.  In  a  national  calamity 
like  the  present,  the  rate  ought  to  be 
national  also  ;  but  if  they  could  not  get 
it  made  national,  it  ought,  at  any  rate,  to 
be  chargeable  on  the  Unions.  It  was 
very  unfair  to  make  such  a  rate  as  this  a 
divisional  charge.  In  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  which  he  was  Vice  Chair- 
man, he  inquired  as  to  the  district  of 
which  he  was  Guardian,  and  he  found 
that  there  were  42  inmates  ohorged  to 
that  division.  On  investigating  the  facts, 
he  found  that  of  those,  six  persons  never 
belonged  to  that  division  at  all,  but  had 
come  to  live  there  quite  recently,  and 
after  living  there  two  years,  becoming 
paupers,  were  consequently  chargeable. 
Three  or  four  of  them  had  come  from 
England,  where  they  hnd  spent  the  best 
days  of  their  life,  and  after  exhausting 
the  few  pounds  they  brought  with  them, 
had  become  chargeable  to  a  division  to 
which  they  had  never  contributed  one 
penny  of  rates.  Seventeen  more  of  th  eso 
people  belonged  to  country  districts, 
where  the  houses  had  been  levelled  by 
the  landlords,  and  the  tenants  had  con- 
sequently been  driven  into  the  littlo 
towns  to  take  lodgings;  so  that,  in  reality, 
out  of  42  persons  charged  to  his  division 
there  were  only  1 0  who  actually  belongod 
to  it.  There  was  a  great  deal  more  in 
this  question  of  Union  rating  than  tho 
Government  seemed  to  think.  He  wished 
they  would  bear  in  mind  the  amount  of 
crime  which  was  caused  by  parties  being 
huddled  together  in  low  lodging-houses 
— a  practice  which  the  enforcement  of 
Uni<*n  rating  would  do  more  than  any- 
thing else  to  discourage.  Nothing,  in- 
deed, had  done  so  much  harm  as  these 
divisional  charges.  If  th«»y  had  Union 
rating  they  would  not  have  houses  thrown 
down  by  the  landlonls,  and  the  occupants 
turned  into  poorer  divisions.  In  fact,  if 
the  present  clause  were  allowed  to  pass 
unamended,  the  poorer  the  division  the 
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worse  the  distress  in  it  would  be.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Majob  O'BEIENE  also  hoped  the 
Government  would  see  their  way  to  ac- 
cept the  Amendment,  because  he  could 
say  from  personal  knowledge  of  his  own 
county  that  if  this  rate  was  charged  on 
the  divisional  area  there  would  be  several 
districts  which  would  almost  entirely 
escape  from  the  rate,  while  some  others 
would  have  to  pay  a  very  heavy  one  in- 
deed. In  some  electoral  divisions,  for 
instance,  the  rate  would  be  about  1«.  lOi., 
while  in  others  it  would  be  3«.  \0d,,  or 
6*.,  or  more.  The  only  proper  way  was 
to  divide  the  cost  in  the  Unions. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  obser\'ed,  that  the 
Government  were  not  now  proposing  to 
assimilate  the  Poor  Law,  or  to  alter  it  in 
any  way,  but  simply  to  pass  a  temporary 
Act  in  order  to  meet  an  extraordinary 
emergency.  Everyone  who  had  studied 
this  question  at  all  knew  that  the  subject 
of  Union  rating  was  one  which  cave  rise 
to  very  considerable  difference  ofopinion, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  one  which 
they  ought  to  enter  on  in  regard  to  this 
Bill.  He  hoped  the  Committee  would 
avoid  being  led  into  a  discussion  on  ex- 
traneous topics.  All  the  Government 
proposed  to  do  was  simply  to  maintain 
the  existing  state  of  things  with  regard 
to  out-door  relief  as  it  stood.  Out-door 
relief,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  was 
now  charged  in  a  certain  manner ;  and 
whatever  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  be  as  to  the  propriety  of  an  al- 
teration in  the  law  at  a  future  time,  he 
hoped  they  would  not  introduce  that 
vexed  topic  then. 

Mr.  law  observed,  that  he  was  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  as  to  the  un- 
desirability  of  entering,  on  this  occasion, 
upon  the  vexed  question  of  Union  rating  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  wished  the  Com- 
mittee to  know  what  was  the  exact  effect 
of  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  and  of  the  Amend- 
ment now  proposed.  In  preparing  the 
Bill,  the  Government  might  have  taken 
as  their  method  of  charging  the  ex- 
penses to  be  incurred,  either  the  system 
of  charging  in-door  relief,  or  the  system 
of  charging  out-door  relief.  Well,  they 
had  —  for  reasons  which  ho  was  sure 
they  thought  right  —  taken  the  sys- 
tem of  out-door  relief.  Now,  out-door 
relief,  as  he  understood  it,  was  charged 
only  on  the  divisional  areas ;  whilst,  as 

Mr.  0' Sullivan 


the  result  of  a  oompromise  arrived  at 
after  the  Beport  of  the  Union  Rating 
Committee  of  1876,  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Colonial  Secretary  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  was  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  in-door  relief  was,  in 
the  first  instance,  charged,  as  before,  on 
the  electoral  division,  until  it  reached  a 
certain  sum ;  but  when  that  limit  was 
passed,  then  it  was  charged  upon  the 
Union  at  large.  If  he  might  anticipate 
the  discussion  of  a  subsequent  Amend- 
ment, it  did  appear  to  him  that  there 
was  another  proposal  which  met  the  re- 
quirements of  the  case,  and  that  was 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw),  which  sought  to  strike  ont  the 
word  ''out-door,"  and  substitute  the 
word  "  in-door ; "  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  give  heavily-taxed  electoral 
divisions  the  benefit  of  a  general  Union 
rate  whenever  their  charge  exceeded  a 
certain  amount.  It  must  be  expected 
that  in  some  electoral  divisions  where 
the  distress  was  severe  the  charge  im- 
posed on  those  who  paid  the  rate  would 
be  so  heavy  that  they  would,  in  fact, 
not  be  much  better  off  than  those  who 
received  relief.  It  would  be,  therefore, 
in  his  opinion,  desirable  to  take  as  the 
standard  of  charge  not  the  out-door  re- 
lief, but  the  in-door  relief  system. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  remarked,  that 
they  had  just  been  told  that  this  was  a 
temporary  measure  in  which  they  ought 
not  to  introduce  the  question  of  Umon 
rating  ;  but  he  would  venture  to  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  baronial 
sessions  were  also  a  new  and  temporary 
expedient,  and  yet  he  had  not  intro- 
duced the  divisional  rating  there.  There 
ho  had  introduced  a  system  by  which 
half  was  paid  by  the  occupier  and  half 
by  the  landlord.  That  was  a  new  pro- 
posal. Why  did  not  he  put  the  whole 
charge  upon  the  landlords  as  before? 
If  tliey  charged  tliose  rates  on  the  elec- 
toral divisions  they  would  have  to  be 
paid  by  the  poorest  classes  and  the 
poorest  divisions,  while  those  who  ex- 
terminated their  tenantry  would  have 
no  charge  at  all. 

Mr.  SHAW  observed,  that  he  did  not 
mind  how  the  question  was  raised — whe- 
ther on  his  Amendment,  or  on  the  pro- 
Eosal  now  before  the  Committee.  It  must 
o  discussed  in  some  way  or  another, 
for  it  was  a  very  imi>ortant  question, 
and  one  on  which  he  hoped  tlio  Govern- 
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mont  would  bo  ablo  to  give  way.  If 
thoy  did  not,  tho  result  would  be  abso- 
lutely ruinous  to  some  of  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts. He  believed  every  practical  man 
who  had  considered  this  question  agreed 
that  the  charge  should  be  thrown  upon 
the  Unions;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  every- 
one  acquainted  with  the  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland  must  be  aware  that 
the  electoral  system  would  certainly 
break  down.  If  those  districts  wore 
compelled  to  provide  relief  out  of  their 
own  rates,  they  would,  practically,  be  re- 
duced to  a  state  of  perpetual  starvation. 
Tho  question  then  was  how  that  diffi- 
culty could  be  met,  and  Union  rating 
was  suggested  by  one  Amendment  as  a 
Bolution.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  system  of  Union  rating  had  never  been 
applied  to  out-door  relief.  There  wore 
cextain  disadvantages  in  so  applying  it. 
For  instance,  they  might  have  a  Union 
in  which  there  was  a  largo  town  in  which 
a. great  deal  of  out- door  relief  would  bo 
required  and  a  great  deal  of  money  ex- 
pended. During  the  next  few  months 
that  charge  would  be  very  largely  in- 
creased. The  people  who  flowed  into 
the  town  would  not  come  merely  from  the 
districts  immediately  around  it,  but  also 
from  the  neighbouring  Unions.  Now, 
why  should  the  rural  districts  imme- 
diately around  the  town  be  made  to  bear 
all  the  extra  burden  of  that  relief,  while 
the  districts  in  other  Unions  that  had 
contributed  a  large  number  of  tho  per- 
sons applying  for  relief  should  get  oiT 
soot  free?  That  would  be  most  unfair, 
for  it  would  throw  the  heaviest  burden 
on  the  districts  immediately  surround- 
ing the  town.  The  real  remedy,  in  his 
Opinion,  was  something  in  the  nature 
of  a  national  rate.  lie  had  conse- 
quently suggested  an  Amendment  ])y 
which  out-door  relief  given  under  this 
clause  should  be  raised  by  a  national 
rate  falling  equally  on  all  parts  of  Ire- 
land, and  on  all  property  in  Ireland. 
The  effect  would  be,  the  districts  which 
had  not  suffered,  and  would  not  suffer  j 
from  distress,  would  have  to  contribute 
towards  the  assistance  of  districts  who . 
would  have  to  expend  a  great  deal  of 
money  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  under  j 
this  section.  There  was  no  reason  in  the  : 
woild  why  persons  remote  from  a  town  , 
or  district  which  was  suffering  from  dis-  | 
should  not  bear  a  proportion  of  tho  i 


cost  just  as  much  as  people  near  it.  The 
Amendments  of  which  his  hon.  Friends 
had  given  Notice  all  endeavoured  to  shift 
tho  burden  under  this  section  from  the 
electoral  divisicm,  and  he  supposed  would 
all  meet  tho  fate  of  otlior  Amendments, 
and  be  rejected.  He  was  perfectly  pre- 
pared for  that ;  but  when  the  accounts 
of  this  distress  came  to  be  made  up  it 
would  be  found  absolutely  necessary  to 
abandon  the  principle  of  electoral  rating, 
and  to  spread  some  portion  of  the  money 
expended  in  the  relief  of  distress  else- 
where. When  that  time  came  the  pre- 
sent principle  would  have  to  be  aban- 
doned, and  they  would  have  to  make 
choice  of  some  other  modes  of  distri- 
buting the  fund.  Then  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  that  the  principle  of  a 
national  rate  was  the  only  one  by  which 
they  could  fairly  meet  tliis  extraordinary 
burden. 

Mr.  SYNAN  hoped  the  Oovommont 
would  consider  tho  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw) ;  but  he  hardly 
thought  that  was  the  time  in  which  to 
raise  a  question  of  such  magnitude  as 
that  of  national  rates.  If  the  Govern- 
ment, however,  would  charge  these  rates 
on  the  in-door  relief  system  instead  of 
the  out-door  relief  system,  they  would 
do  much  to  facilitate  the  carrying  out  of 
this  clause. 

Mr.  j.  LOWTTIER  said,  tho  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion, and  would  take  that  course. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  as  the  Govern- 
ment practically  agreed  to  what  he  said, 
he  would  beg  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

^[r.  SIIAW,  remarking  that  he  had 
not  the  least  wish  to  make  a  speech, 
formally  moved,  at  page  2,  line  15, 
to  leave  out  tho  word  **  out-door,"  in 
ortler  to  insert  the  word  **  in-door." 

Mr.  O'SUAUGllNHS^SY  observed, 
that  he  should  not  divide  the  Committee 
on  his  Amendment ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  only  fair 
way  to  meet  this  exceptional  necessity 
was  by  a  rate  charged  upon  all  property 
rati'able  to  tho  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ire- 
land. If  that  principle  were  not  recog- 
ni/od  now,  he  was  certain  it  would  have 
to  be  recognized  by  the  time  the  famino 
and  the  distress  were  over.  The  only 
effect  of  the  course  now  pursued  by  the 
Government  would  be  that  it  would  pre- 
bcutly  1>ccome  absolutely  necessary  to 
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meet  the  distress  in  the  impoverished 
rural  districts  by  a  grant  from  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer.  The  Government  had 
now  made  it  impossible  for  them  to  re- 
cede from  the  position  they  had  taken 
up,  and  the  result  would  bo  to  force  them 
hereafter  to  make  those  grants. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  SHAW,  who  had  given  Notice  to 
move  the  following  Amendment: — In 
page  2,  lino  15,  at  end,  add — 

**  Any  hoard  of  pfiiardians,  with  tho  consent 
of  the  Local  Govommont  Board,  shall  have 
power  t^  execute  hy  means  of  any  loan  under 
this  Act  any  of  the  followinp:  works : — 

"  To  acquire,  drain,  lav  out,  or  otherwise  im- 
prove, any  waste  land  in  their  district ; 

"To  widen,  deepen,  embank,  or  straighten, 
anv  river  or  stream,  and  also  to  enter  into 
any  apnreement  respecting  the  execution 
of  any  such  work,  or  the  apportionment 
of  the  cost  thereof  with  any  person  or 
authority  interestod  in  such  land,  river, 
or  stream,  or  any  property  adjoining 
thereto,  or  likely  to  ho  benefited  thereby: 

**  To  agree  with  tho  owner  or  occupier  of  any 
land  in  their  district,  or  other  parties  in- 
terested, to  make  or  re]»air  any  road, 
earthwork,  or  bridge  for  railway  or  tram- 
way, or  to  executo  any  work  of  drainage 
or  private  improvement  in  or  on  such 
lands  at  the  expense  of  the  owner,  occu- 
pier, or  x>arties  interested,  and  may  allow 
time  for  tho  repajnnent  of  tho  amount 
expended,  and  to  receive  the  same  by 
annual  instalments  extending  over  a 
period  not  exceeding  thirty-five  years,  at 
such  rate  of  interest  as  may  be  agreed  on, 
all  such  works  to  bo  executed  under  an 
engineer  appointed  by  tho  Board  of 
Works;" 

said,  he  looked  upon  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  to  propose  as  one  of  very 
great  importance,  moaning,  as  it  did  in 
effect,  that  the  Guardians,  when  spend- 
ing money  in  the  administration  of  re- 
lief, should  get  something  like  value  for 
the  money  which  they  expended,  and 
should  lay  the  foundations  of  future 
prosperity  for  the  country  instead  of  dis- 
tress. A  proposition  was  made  in  the 
year  1863,  with  a  view  to  the  relief  of 
the  distress  then  existing  in  Lancashire, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  a  somewhat 
similar  course  should  not  be  followed  in 
the  present  instance.  At  that  time  a 
Commission  was  sent  down  to  Lancashire 
to  make  inquiries  as  the  requirements  of 
the  district,  and  to  ascertain  whether  any 
reproductive  works  could  be  undertaken 
by  means  of  which  tho  nnomploycd 
artizans  could  be  engaged  in  work  tliat 
would  enable  them  to  maintain  them- 
selves, and,  at  the  same  time,  do  good  to 
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the  community  at  larg^.  It  was  found 
that  works  of  that  kind  were  possible  in 
several  of  the  Lancashire  towns,  and  in 
this  way  much  of  the  distress  was  re- 
lieved. The  words  of  his  Amendment 
were  copied  almost  verbatim  from  the 
Lancashire  Act  passed  in  the  year  of 
which  he  had  spoken.  It  was  well  known 
that,  as  matters  of  fact,  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  undertook  very  large  works 
at  the  present  time.  In  the  county  which 
he  represented,  one  or  two  presentment 
sessions  had  been  held,  ana  the  works 
which  those  sessions  had  sugmsted  should 
be  at  once  undertaken,  for  ^though  they 
would  be  of  no  ultimate  utility,  they 
would  give  present  emplo3mient  to  the 
people.  The  object  of  his  Amendment 
was  to  give  powers  to  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  employ  destitute  poor  in  doing 
work  which  would  prove  really  useful. 
The  existing  Boards  of  Ghiardians  were 
composed  of  gentlemen  of  experience, 
ono  half  of  them  being  landlords,  and 
the  other  half  elected  members,  princi- 
pally tenant  farmers ;  and  he  might  say 
that,  in  his  opinion,  no  Boards  could 
possibly  attend  better  to  their  duties,  or 
look  more  carefully  after  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  money,  which  it  was  their 
duty  to  collect  from  the  ratepayers  and 
disburse  in  the  relief  of  tho  poor.  It 
would  follow,  of  course,  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  have  a  veto,  in 
the  event  of  his  Amendment  forming 
part  of  the  Act,  upon  anything  the 
Boards  proposed  to  do.  In  many  dis- 
tricts tno  rivers  might  be  usefully 
deepened ;  and  if  this  were  done,  not 
only  would  the  rivers  be  cleansed  and 
improved,  but  the  drainage  of  the  ad- 
joining lands  would  bo  facilitated. 
Earthworks  for  railways  and  tramways 
might  ali«o  bo  very  usefully  undertaken. 
In  tho  South  and  West  of  Ireland  fish 
was  of  nominal  valuo,  because  there 
existed  no  means  of  conveying  it  into 
the  interior  of  tho  country  where  it  would 
find  a  profitable  market,  and  railways 
that  would  serve  to  establish  the  much- 
needed  means  of  communication  could 
be  made  at  a  cost  of  about  £4,000  per 
mile.  Why,  therefore,  ho  asked,  should 
not  Boards  of  Guardians  be  empowered  to 
agree  with  Railway  Companies  to  make 
earthworks  for  the  necessary  extensions, 
leaving  tho  Companies  to  lay  down  the 
rails  and  c(»mpletu  tho  linos,  tho  Guar- 
dians accepting,  as  a  means  of  rc-imburs- 
ing  them  for  thoir  outlay,  a  first  charge  on 
tho  completed  lines?  In  this  way  tho  first 
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elementfl  of  prosperity  and  civilization 
could  be  introduoed  into  many  parts  of 
Ireland.  All  that  he  asked  was  simply 
that  they  should  he  enabled  to  use  their 
own  money.  At  all  events,  let  the  matter 
be  looked  into  and  tested  as  a  matter  of 
business,  and  if  the  Government  did  not 
find  that  on  these  lines  the  proposal  was 
safe  and  sound  let  them  refuse  to  sanc- 
tion it ;  but  if  it  was  found  to  bo  sound 
and  safe  let  the  application  of  the  money 
be  sanctioned.  lie  also  thought  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  ought  to  have  con- 
ferred upon  them  powers  to  contract 
with  private  persons  to  drain  lands, 
where  those  persons  wore  owners  or 
occupiers.  This  would  be  one  of  tlie 
best  possible  ways  of  occupying  tho  des- 
titute poor,  because  the  owners  and 
occupiers  would  find  that  the  money 
spent  on  their  own  land  would  bring  a 
tenfold  return.  Any  proprietor  would, 
of  course,  have  tho  option  of  deciding 
that  he  would  not  have  his  land  improved 
in  the  way  he  suggested,  and  if  he  as- 
sented the  money  could  be  laid  out  on 
the  security  of  the  land  itself.  As  matters 
now  stood,  he  was  afraid  that  tlie  execu- 
tion of  useless  works  would  help  to  pro- 
duce future  famines  by  decreasing  instead 
of  increasing  the  cultivation  of  land ; 
whereas,  if  such  works  as  he  proposed 
could  be  undertaken,  tlie  cmplo^'mont  of 
the  people  on  their  own  land  would 
largely  contribute  to  their  future  pros- 
perity. He  wished  to  make  some  altera- 
tions in  the  Amendment  as  it  stood  on 
the  Paper;  and  he  would,  therefore,  at 
present  only  move  the  first  part  of  it, 
which  was  in  the  following  words : — In 
page  2,  line  15,  at  tho  end  of  the  Clause, 
to  add  the  words — 

"Any  board  of  giiardianR,  with  the  conju-nt 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  flhuU  have 
power  to  execute,  by  moans  of  any  loan  under 
'lis  Act,  any  of  tho  following  workd." 


If  the  principle  of  the  Amendment  was 
adoptea,  he  should  then  propose  other 
Amendment  or  Amendments  specifying 
in  detail  the  works  which  he  propoijcd 
ihoald  be  undertaken. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  15,  at  tho  end  of  tho  CIiiu8o,  to 
■di  the  words  *'  Any  IxMird  of  guardianfl,  with 
the  consent  of  tho  Local  GoTcmmont  Hoanl, 
rivJl  hare  power  to  execute,  by  means  of  any 
ku  under  ttiis  Act,  any  of  the  following  works.'* 
— (Jfr.  Skmw.) 

Question  propoeed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 


Mr.  law  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  substantially  accept  the 
Amendment,  oven  though  they  might 
not  be  able  to  adopt,  in  its  present  form, 
tho  proposition  which  tho  hon.  ^fembor 
for  Cork  had  placed  upon  the  Paper. 
Parliament  had,  by  its  legislation  within 
the  last  two  years,  given  power  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  to  un- 
dertake very  extensive  works.  They 
had  been  empowered,  for  example,  to 
supply  a  district  with  water ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  expenditure  they  might 
thus  incur  was  practically  unlimited. 
The  Lancashire  Act,  too,  to  which  refer- 
ence had  been  made,  enabled  the  local 
authorities  there  to  employ  labour  on  a 
variety  of  substantial  works ;  and  he 
would  add  that  in  Ireland  no  works 
could,  in  his  opinion,  be  more  desirable 
than  those  which  were  contemplated  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  O'SULLPVAN  hoped  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  refuse 
to  accept  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  proposed.  Although  workhouses 
in  Ireland  were  styled  **  work  "  houses, 
it  would  be  much  more  correct  to  call 
them  "idle"  houses.  If  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  were 
adopted  it  would  put  into  tho  hands  of 
the  Guardians  a  power,  by  means  of 
which  Irish  paupers  in  workhouses 
might  bo  made  self-supporting.  The 
consent  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  be  a  sufHcient  safeguard  against 
abuse  of  the  powers  which  would  be 
given  in  the  Act  under  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  proposed. 

^[r.  :MAC.VRTNB:Y  thought  it  would 
bo  extremely  dangerous  to  give  to 
Boards  of  Cfuardians  powers  such  as 
would  be  included  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  !Member.  He  would  like,  for 
instance,  to  ask  whether,  in  regard  to 
the  proposal  referring  to  tho  acquisition 
of  waste  lands,  such  acquisition  was  to 
be  with  or  witliout  the  consent  of  the 
owners  ? 

Mr.  SlIAW  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
ask  the  assent  of  the  Committee  to  that 
part  of  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY,  resuming,  said, 
that  Railway  and  Tramway  Companies 
were  themselves  compelled  to  repair 
roads  and  bridges  situate  on,  or  forming 
part  of,  their  respective  undertakings; 
and  he  therefore  failed  to  see  what  good 
could  arise  from  such  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  proposal  as  liad  referred  to 
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that  question.  If  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians were  to  be  empowered  to  do  any 
works  at  all  in  which  the  labour  of 
the  paupers  was  to  be  employed,  such 
works  ought  to  bo  of  a  kind  which  could 
be  quickly  finished,  so  that  no  per- 
manent charge  would  be  thrown  on 
the  ratepayers. 

Mr.  HIBBERT,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  urged  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  should  not  be  allowed  to  un- 
dertake works  until  full  and  proper  in- 
quiries had  been  made.  In  the  time  of 
the  Lancashire  distress,  plans  of  the 
works  proposed  to  be  done  had  to  be 
made  ;  in  addition  to  which  an  estimate 
of  the  cost  had  to  be  prepared,  and  an 
inquiry  conducted  by  Mr.  Eawlinson, 
who  was  appointed  for  that  purpose. 
In  1863,  which  was  the  second  year  of 
the  distress,  an  Act  was  passed  enabling 
local  boards,  municipal  authorities,  and 
Guardians  of  the  poor,  to  carry  out 
many  kinds  of  works,  and  there  was  no 
more  satisfactory  feature  in  connection 
with  the  relief  in  Lancashire  than  the 
way  in  which  those  works  wore  executed 
— a  fact  to  which  not  only  Mr.  Rawlin- 
Bon,  but  other  inquirers  testified.  He 
therefore  asked  tlie  Committee  and  the 
House,  why  they  would  not  put  the 
same  confidence  in  the  l^oards  of  Guar- 
dians in  Ireland  that  in  1863  was  re- 
posed in  the  JJoards  of  Guardians  and 
other  local  authorities  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster  ?  There  were  on  the  Boards 
both  eX'Officio  and  elected  Guardians,  and 
the  eX'Officio  members  of  the  lioards 
would  be  able  to  give  their  opinions  in 
respect  to  any  proposals  which  might  be 
brought  before  them.  He  did  not  see 
that  the  landowners  need  have  any  fears 
as  to  the  works,  and,  after  all,  the  pro- 
posal was  a  permissive  one.  As  time 
went  on  it  would  be  found  better  to  have 
more  than  one  mode  of  affording  relief. 
By  allowing  occupiers  to  carry  on  works 
only  with  consent  of  the  owners  every 
reasonable  objection  was  removed. 

Mr.  KAVANAGH  said,  it  might  be 
useful  to  give  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
the  power  proposed ;  but  he  feared  that 
the  object  was  one  of  so  much  import- 
ance it  could  not  be  properly  discussed 
in  less  than  a  fortnight.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  that  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  full  text  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
should  be  embodied  in  another  Bill.  As 
far  as  the  spirit  of  the  Amendment  was 

Mr,  Macartnet/ 


conoerned,  he  ag^reed  with  it,  for  the 
reason  that  it  woald  confer  useful  powers 
on  Boards  of  Guardians. 

Major  NOLAN  remarked,  that  the 
arguments  against  the  Amendment  had 
been  urged  as  though  it  was  now  for  the 
first  time  proposed  to  make  g^nts  to 
public  bodies,  whereas  the  Amendment 
only  proposed  an  alternative  way  of 
lending  money,  whioh  he,  for  one,  de- 
cidedly preferred.  The  Poor  Liaw  Unions 
were  in  every  way  the  bodies  most  com- 
petent to  administer  the  money.  Thej 
were  much  more  likely  to  be  inspired 
with  the  wish  to  devote  the  money  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor  than  the  baronial  ses- 
sions, which  consisted  solely  of  landed 
proprietors  acting  in  their  capacity  of 
landed  proprietors.  The  money  which 
was  to  be  advanced  at  1  per  cent  for  the 
relief  of  the  distress  ought  to  be  dis- 
posed of  in  the  best  possible  way.  The 
money  which  would  be  c^ranted  to  land- 
lords for  improving  their  properties 
would  do  a  greal  deal  of  good,  and  no 
doubt  a  large  amount  of  works  would 
be  executed.  But  the  proprietors  who 
would  undertake  the  works  would,  in  all 
probability,  be  those  who  made  the  best 
landlords,  and  on  whose  estates  the  dis- 
tress was  least.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, it  was  clear  that  the  maximum 
amount  of  good  would  not  be  done  with 
the  money,  and,  in  all  probability,  the 
works  would  not  be  established  in  the 
])laces  where  they  were  most  required. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians  were  permitted  to  undertake 
drainage  or  relief  works,  they  would  be 
much  more  likely  to  pick  out  parts  of 
the  country  where  the  maximum  benefit 
might  be  derived  from  the  employment 
of  labour.  If  money  were  to  be  lent  at 
1  per  cent  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  it 
would  be  much  the  better  course  to  allow 
it  to  be  used  by  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
in  the  employment  of  labour.  He  did 
not  wish  to  be  understood  as  in  any  way 
objecting  to  money  being  lent  to  the 
landlords  at  1  per  cent ;  but  he  thought 
that  they  wore  r)  fortiori  bound  also  to 
lend  to  the  Poor  Law  Unions.  It  was 
proposed  by  the  Bill  to  lend  money  to 
another  body — the  baronial  sessions. 
In  common  with  many  people,  he  con- 
sidered Poor  Law  Unions  much  better 
bodies  to  administer  these  funds  than 
the  baronial  sessions.  If  the  composi- 
tion of  the  baronial  sessions  were  looked 
aty  it  would  bo  seen   that  they  could 
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liardly  have  a  worse  systom  than  the 
present  of  appointing  to  the  associated 
sessions.     Ilalf  of  the  sessions  was  com- 
posed of  the  magistrates,  and  tlie  other 
naif  was  appointed  by  the  Grand  Jury  ; 
but  the  members  so  appointed  really  in- 
terfered with  the   action  ai  the  magis- 
trates.    On  the  other  hand,  the  Guar- 
dians were  elected  by  the    ratepayers 
under  a  tolerably   fair  systom.      Half 
were  elected,  and  half  were  representa- 
tives of  property,  and  the  magistrates 
and  the  Guardians  were  accustomed  to 
work  well  together.     A  worse  body  to 
administer  this  matter  than  the  sessions 
he  did  not  know  ;  though  if  it  were  pro- 
posed to  leave  the  whole  power  to  the 
magistrates — which,  he  thought,  would 
be  an  unfair  thing — tlien,  probably,  the 
best  way  would  be  to  lonvo  it  to  the  ses- 
sions.     Moreover,  the  Guardians  were 
acciLstomed  to  sit  once  a-wcek,  while  the 
sessions  only  came  together  once  in  three 
months.     Then,  with  respect  to  the  class 
of  work  which  could  be  undertaken,  he 
believed  that  the  baronial  sessions  had 
no  power  to  execute  any  road   which 
woaid  cost  more  than   £200.     It  was 
almost  impossible  to  make  a  road  with 
£200,  if  the  roads  made  were  to  be  of 
any  use.      The  roads  which  would  bo 
made  would  not  be  an   investment   of 
capital ;  they  would  simply  be  made  as 
a  moans  of  employing  labour.     The  only 
thing  that  could  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  roads  that  might  be  executed  under 
the  powers  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  would 
be  that  they  would  do  no  hann,  and 
might  possibly  do  some  good.     On  the 
contrary,  if  they  lent  money  to  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians,  they  might  make  roads 
which  would  be  of  use,  and  also  cou- 
stmet  other  useful   works.      The  Poor 
Law  Boards  could  do  many  things  which 
the  baronial  sessions  could  not.     Drain- 
age works  coidd  be  executed,  and  earth- 
works for  railways  might  also  be  con- 
structed by  them.     Not  only  were  the 
Poor    Law  Unions    better    constituted 
bodies,  but,  as  ho  had  shown,  they  would 
be  able  to  undertake  a  class  of  work  of 
a  much  superior  and  more  useful  cha- 
laoter  than  the  magistrates  sitting  in 
baronial  sessions  could  do.    lie  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  Government  the 
adTantage  which  would  accrue  by  means 
of  the  construction  of   earthworks  for 
railways  by  the  Poor  Law  Unions,     llo- 
eentij  a  railway  had  been  devised,  partly 
im  his  own  county  and  partly  in  Mayo. 


With  hardly  an    exception,   the  land- 
owners consented  to  the  scheme,  and  the 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  Law   Union  of 
Tuam  and  Claremorris  passed  resolutions 
expressing  their  willingness  to  guarantee 
the  Government  any  money  that  might 
be  advanced  for  the  construction  of  the 
lino  at  1  per  cent  interest.     Thus  they 
had  two  Poor  Law  Boards  in  Ireland  in 
a<lvance   of  the    deliberations    of  that 
House,  proposing  to   guarantee  out  of 
their  own  funds  the  money  lent  for  works 
such  as  those  sketched  out  in  the  Amend- 
ment.    If  the  Amendment  were  carried 
the  Guardians  would  not  be  able  to  make 
whole  railways;   but  they  could  make 
earthworks  for  them,  and  thus  lead  to 
the  construction  of  the  line.      A  most 
practical  way  would  be  opened  by  tho 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  to  develop 
railways  in  Ireland.     Taking  all  these 
circumstances     into    consideration,     he 
thought  that  the  Committee  should  pass 
the  Amendment,  and  permit  the  Guar- 
dians to  undertake  the  works  in  question. 
Mil.  J.  LOWTHER  wished  to  point 
out,  ^vith  respect  to  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert),  that  the  cases  of  Lancashire  and 
Ireland  were  not  precisely  similar.     In 
Lancashire,  during  the  distress,  the  only 
means  of  obtaining  money  for  improve- 
ments had  been  by  application  to  the 
Boards   of  Guardians  or  to   the  Local 
Government  Board.     But  in  Ireland  the 
Land   Improvement  Act    afforded    the 
means  for  landowners  to  obtain  money 
at   1  per  cent  for  the  improvement  of 
their  property.     In  tlie  case  of  Lanca- 
shiro,  no   such  power  existed,   and  the 
owners  of  property  "could  only  borrow 
money  in  the   manner   he   had  stated. 
The  great  bulk  of  the  works  which  were 
provided  for  by  the  Lancashire  Act  could 
be  done  by  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land under  the  Land  Improvement  Act, 
and  without   any  Amendment  such  as 
was  now  proposed.    Boards  of  Guardians 
in  Ireland  in  the  capacity  of  the  local 
sanitary  authority  could  construct  reser- 
voirs and  do  many  other  works  which 
in  Lancashire  had  to  be  executed  under 
a  special  Act  of  Parliament.     Some  hon. 
Members  had  suggested  that  Boards  of 
Guardians  should  bo  authorized  to  exe- 
cute such  works  as  making  railways  in- 
volving the  expenditure  of  a  considerable 
amount  of  capital.     Having  fully  con- 
wrongly, 
come  to 
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the  conclusion  that  the  baronial  present- 
ment sessions  were  the  proper  local 
authority  to  be  charged  with  works  upon 
roads.  The  baronial  sessions  being-,  at 
the  present  moment,  bj  Act  of  Parlia- 
liament  the  road  authority,  the  Govern- 
ment  had  thought  that  they  were  the 
proper  persons  to  undertake  all  works 
upon  roads.  The  hon.  Member  had 
proposed  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
sliould,  in  certain  circumstances,  make  or 
repair  ''any  road,  earthwork,  or  bridge 
for  railway  or  tramway."  He  was  thus 
introducing  a  rival  road  authority — 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  he  would 
not  express  an  opinion.  But  he  must 
point  out  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
the  Government — subject,  of  course,  to 
the  approval  of  Parliament — stood  com- 
mitted to  advance  money  to  the  baronial 
sessions.  As  this  Bill  had  not  been  taken 
up  by  the  House  as  a  matter  of  extreme 
urgency,  as  the  Government  had  hoped 
it  would  have  been,  the  Government  had 
been  obliged  to  go  outside  the  law,  and, 
in  the  anticipation  of  the  extreme  dis- 
tress, had  taken  the  initiatory  stops  to 
commit  themselves  to  the  possible  ex- 
penditure of  considerable  sums  of  money 
through  the  medium  of  the  baronial 
sessions.  Of  course,  the  specific  amount 
had  not  been  determined  upon,  nor  was 
the  Government  commit  ted  to  the  schemes 
of  the  sessions  until  the  same  were  ap- 
proved ;  but  they  had  constituted  the 
baronial  sessions  as  the  proper  authority 
to  carry  out  works  in  cases  where  the 
landowners,  after  application  by  the 
sanitary  authority,  had  failed  to  supply 
an  adecjuate  amount  of  labour.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said'witli  regard  to  relief 
works,  and  some  hon.  Members  liad  ex- 
pressed opinions  as  to  out-door  relief 
quite  opposed  to  those  of  other  lion. 
Members  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
tliat  the  Government  had  committed 
itself  to  an  expenditure  of  £750,000,  or 
something  like  £600,000,  for  advances 
to  landowners  and  sanitary  authorities  ; 
and,  failing  them,  in  exceptional  cases 
to  baronial  sessions  ;  and  they  were  now 
asked  to  sanction  anotlier  scliemo  for 
relief  works  under  the  authority  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians.  The  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  Ireland  had  already  their 
hands  perfectly  full.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  never  ceased  to  urge 
upon  them  the  duty  of  carrying  out  the 
Poor  Law.  To  ask  them  to  embark  in 
what  might  bo  a  rocklcss  compotition 
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with  the  baronial  sessions  in  carrying 
out  public  works,  and  with  private  land- 
owners in  the  improvement  of  land, 
would  not  conduce  to  the  efficient  dis- 
charge of  their  duties,  and  would  be 
productive  of  positive  harm. 

Mr.   SYNAN,  while   admitting  that 
the  Amendment  itself   required    some 
slight  amendment,  did  not  think  the  ar- 
gument of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief   Secretary    for  Ireland    was   an 
answer  to  the  proposition  before  the  Com- 
mittee, or  to  the  arguments  which  had 
been  advanced  in  its  support.     What 
were  the  reasons  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  for  not  adopting 
the  Amendment  ?    He  had  neither  made 
easy  the  complicated  character  of  the 
Amendment,  or  the  complicated  character 
of  the  works.   He  had  stated  that  Lanca- 
shire was  not  an  analogous  case,  because 
in  Lancashire  the  proprietors  could  only 
make  drainage  works  through  the  me- 
dium of  the  Boards  of  Guardians.     He 
did  not  know  that  that  statement  was 
quite  correct,  for  he  believed  that  even 
in  England  the  proprietors  had  power  to 
execute  arterial  drainage  works  with  the 
aid  of  public  money.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  committed  themselves  to 
the  baronial  presentment  sessions,  and 
that  they  could  not,  therefore,  at  that 
stage  of  the  Bill,  change  the  system  they 
had  adopted,  and  sanction  the  schomo 
proposed  in  the  Amendment,  and  which 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  believed  to 
be   a   proper,    good,    and  reproductive 
scheme.     The  Government  had  adopted 
a  system  which,  up  to  the  present  time, 
had  been  admitted  to  be  the  most  mis- 
chievous and  most  demoralizing  that  had 
ever  been   known.     And  because  they 
iiad  adopted  that  system,  they  refused  to 
allow  the  allow  tho  alternative  proposi- 
tion   by  which    Boards    of   Guanlians 
would  be  enabled  to  undertake  repro- 
ductive public  works.     He  should  also 
liko  to  know  what  authority  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  for  stating  to  the 
Committee  that  the  baronial  presentment 
sessions  could  execute  roads  or  earth- 
works for  railways  or  tramways  ?     For 
his  part,  he  knew  of  no  such  authority, 
lie  was  aware  that  tho  baronial  sessions 
could  make  useless  roads,  and  could  ro- 
fuso  to  do  works  which  wore  required. 
In  some  parts  of  tho  country  tho  baronial 
sessions  had  douo  some  of  the  most  uso- 
losa  and  mischievous  works.    Ho  should 
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like  to  know  to  what  portion  of  the 
Amendment  the  Government  principally 
objected?  If  the  Government  would 
consent  to  the  money  of  the  ratepayers 
being  expended  in  useful  works  by  the 
Guardians,  and  not  the  wasteful  outlay 
by  the  presentment  sessions,  the  Amend- 
ment could  be  modified  to  meet  their 
Tiews.  He  did  not  wish  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  at  any  great 
length ;  but  he  must  remind  them  of  the 
works  that  might  be  undertaken  by  the 
sanitary  authorities  in  Ireland  under  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  With 
the  consent  of  the  proprietors — and  no- 
thing could  be  done  without  that — the 
Amendment  would  permit  useful  systems 
of  arterial  drainage  to  undertaken  by  the 
rural  sanitary  authorities.  No  better 
body  than  the  Board  of  Guardians  could 
be  selected  to  carry  out  such  works.  If 
the  Amendment  was  not  nassed,  the 
works  to  be  executed  would  be  confined 
to  such  as  the  baronial  sessions  had 
power  to  make,  and  thus  a  permanent 
charge  would  be  laid  upon  the  people 
for  utterly  useless  works.  He  felt  sure 
that  the  principle  of  the  Amendment  was 
Bound ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
■pedfy  his  objection  to  its  form  it  could 
be  altered,  and  they  would  be  certain 
that  works  could  be  executed  under  the 
Bill  which  would  be  of  permanent  bone- 
fit  to  the  country. 

Major  O'BEIHNE  protested  against 
this  intention  of  the  Government  to  en- 
courage baronial  presentment  sessions. 
The  effect  of  them  was  only  to  de- 
moralize the  people,  because  tliey  know 
perfectly  well  how  to  sham  labour.  This 
Amendment  was  a  very  good  one,  be- 
cause it  put  it  in  the  power  of  Guardians 
to  carry  out  works  of  no  groat  expense 
and  of  considerable  variety — works,  in 
fact,  which  might  include  almost  any- 
thing. He  should  heartily  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  BKUEN  fully  concurred  in  the 
Amendment,  for  its  object  was  rather  to 
encourage  the  relief  of  the  people  by  re- 
productive works  than  by  giving  thorn 
relief  in  the  form  either  of  monoy  or 
food.  If  that  were  the  spirit  of  the 
Amendment  he  heartily  concurred  in  it ; 
but  when  he  came  to  look  into  the  prac- 
tical details  of  the  working  he  must  say 
he  was  sorxy  not  to  be  able  to  fully 
concur  in  the  way  in  which  it  was  \n\t. 
Iha  Boards  of  Guardians,  by  the  Amend- 


!  ment,  were  to  have  power  to  do  certain 
I  works ;  but  when  they  came  to  analyze 
the  different  works  proposed  the  result 
seemed  to  him  unsatisfactory.  The 
Guardians  would  have  the  power  first  to 
acquire,  drain,  lay  out,  or  otherwise  im- 
prove waste  land.  That  proposal,  as  he 
understood,  was  abandoned  ;  and,  there- 
fore, ho  would  say  nothing  more  about  it. 
The  second  gave  them  power  to  deepen 
and  straighten  rivers  ;  the  third  to  apply 
labour  to  the  repair  or  the  construction 
of  railways  or  tramways,  and  purposes 
connected  therewith  ;  and  the  fourth 
to  enable  them  to  execute  any  works  of 
drainage  or  further  improvement  at  the 
expense  of  the  owners.  As  far  as  he 
could  see,  the  only  practical  part  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  contained  in  the 
4th  and  last  section.  There  were  already 
powers  under  existing  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment which  enabled  persons  to  deepen 
or  straighten  rivers  and  streams;  out 
the  necessary  protection  of  the  interests 
of  those  who  had  property  in  the  banks 
and  the  certain  notices  and  formalities 
which  had  to  be  gone  through  would 
render  it  impossible  to  execute  any  of 
these  works  immediately  ;  and  without 
such  notices  and  formalities  great  in- 
justice might  be  done  to  existing  in- 
terests, lie  did  not  think  they  could 
much  shorten  or  simplify  the  machinery 
for  carrying  out  this  work  beyond  the 
powers  given  by  the  present  law ;  and, 
therefore,  ho  imagined  that  the  gi^-ing 
of  tliis  power  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
would  be  simply  to  give  thorn  a  power 
which  already  existed.  The  next  clause 
enabling  J^mrds  of  Guanlians  to  carry 
out  works  in  connection  with  railways 
and  tramways  certainly  had  a  very 
plausible  a8p<H.'t ;  but  he  should  like  to 
hoar  whetlior  the  persons  interested  in 
the  construction  of  such  works  would 
care  or  be  likoly  to  intrust  the  Board 
of  Guardians  with  the  carrj'ing  out  of 
such  work,  which  roquirod  groat  care 
and  special  skill,  and  needed  also  the 
application  of  a  very  stringent  law  or 
contract  ?  lie  know  that  there  was  a 
groat  difficulty  in  obtaining  contractors 
for  this  work  ;  and  he  did  not  quite  see 
how  the  Boards  of  Guardians  could  ex- 
poct  to  take  the  place  of  men  who  were 
accustomed  to  the  work  and  had  ma- 
chinery and  persons  skilled  in  it  ready 
to  their  hand.  Tramways  were  very 
usoful,  and  were  less  expensive  and  com- 
plicated than    railways;    but    still  he 
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imagined  that  tramway  aathorities  would 
not  be  likely  to  intrust  the  making  of 
their  roads  to  Boards  of  Guardians. 
The  4th  clause  proposed  to  intrust  to 
Guardians  works  of  ^ainage  and  private 
improvements  on  the  property  of  owners. 
He  must  say  that  such  works  as  those 
came  quite  within  the  compass  of  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  might  be  usefully  un- 
dertaken by  them  with  the  consent  of 
owners  and  other  parties  concerned. 
Whether  it  would  conduce  to  the  object 
in  view  to  give  them  power  to  borrow 
money  he  could  not  say ;  but  as  owners 
of  property  had  already  power  to  borrow 
money,  it  seemed  to  him  doubtful  whe- 
ther the  owners  would  be  willing  to 
leave  the  execution  of  the  works  to 
Boards  of  Guardians.  Thus,  when  they 
came  to  contest  by  practical  analysis  the 
working  of  this  Amendment,  it  did  seem 
to  him  not  to  offer  any  very  wide  field  for 
useful  exercise.  He  was  inclined  to  agree 
with  his  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Kavanagh), 
that  the  Amendment  would  scarcely  do 
as  it  stood,  and  to  amend  it  thoroughly 
would  take  a  very  long  time.  He  would, 
therefore,  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  should  withdraw  the  Amendment 
and  bring  it  up  as  a  new  clause,  in 
such  a  working  shape  as  would  be  ac- 
ceptable to  all.  Ho  wished  to  know, 
further,  whether  this  power  was  to  be 
conferred  on  Boards  of  Guardians  for  all 
time  ?  He  thought  it  ought  to  be  merely 
an  exceptional  power;  but  as  it  now 
stood  there  was  no  limit  of  time  to  it. 
He  could  not  allow  the  opportunity  to 
pass  without  saying  a  word  as  to  the 
very  severe  language  applied  to  the  pre- 
sentment sessions.  The  system,  no  doubt, 
had  been  subject  to  abuse,  but  it  had 
stood  the  test  of  a  number  of  years  ;  it 
had  covered  Ireland  with  useful  works, 
and  he  believed  experience  and  investi- 
gation would  show  that  it  was  a  very 
useful  system.  When  the  same  men 
who  composed  it  were  sitting  as  another 
tribunal  they  were  held  up  as  the  best 
possible  body  that  could  bo  obtained ; 
and  he  could  not  understand,  therefore, 
how,  when  sitting  as  presentment  ses- 
sions, they  could  be  so  bad. 

Mn.  CHILDERS  said,  ho  would  not 
follow  the  hon.  Member  into  discussing 
the  merits  of  presentment  sessions,  be- 
cause he  had  always  understood  that  all 
parties  wore  agreed  that  nothing  more 
anomalous  and  unsatisfactory  than  thoso 
Boesions  could  possibly  bo.    It  was  ad- 
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mxtted,  he  thought,  on  all  handsy  that 
they  were  one  of  the  first  institutioiis  in 
Ireland  requiring  refonn;  and  therefore 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  might  be 
regarded  as  the  last  dying  speech  in 
support  of  those  bodies.  He  would 
rather  go  back  to  the  question  imme- 
diately Defore  them — which  was,  whe- 
ther there  should  be  temporary  prori- 
tions  during  the  present  distress  m  the 
employment  of  the  people  at  wages,  as 
well  for  money  or  food  grants.  The  pro- 
posal was  that  the  Boards  of  Ouardians 
should  have  power  to  employ  persons  to 
improve  the  estates  of  private  owners, 
they  being  liable  to  repay  the  money  so 
expended.  There  was  a  venr  good  pre- 
cedent for  that  proposal  in  the  working 
of  the  Lancashire  Famine  Fund.  It  was 
said  that  this  proposal,  if  carried,  would 
necessitate  the  re-modelling  of  the  whole 
Bill ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  was  at 
all  the  case,  and  he  undertook  to  say  that 
the  Irish  Attorney  General  by  the  next 
day  could  easily  draw  the  four  or  five 
clauses  necessary.  It  was  quite  true 
that  they  had  the  Lands  Improvement 
Act ;  but  then  these  were  works  for  which 
that  Act,  dealing  as  it  did  with  large 
estates,  was  not  suitable.  In  Ireland,  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  people  were 
peasants,  holding  very  small  farms ; 
and  the  works  proposed  in  this  Amend- 
ment were  just  the  kind  of  works 
which  were  best  carried  out  imder  the 
administration  of  a  local  body.  He 
thought  it  was  very  fair  and  reasonable 
that  this  proposition  should  bo  tried, 
especially  as  tho  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  most  moderate  one. 

Mr.  EERINGTON  regretted  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  could  not  hold  out  a 
hope  that  he  would  accept  this  Amend- 
ment in  some  shape,  as  he  was  quite 
sure  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw)  would 
have  been  willing,  if  his  principle  had 
boon  accepted,  even  to  have  loft  its  exact 
form  to  be  carried  out  in  another  short 
Bill.  Tho  Chief  Secretary  was,  no 
doubt,  right  in  saying  that  the  point  at 
issue  was  between  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians and  the  baronial  presentment  ses- 
sions. He  also  observed  that  the  Govern- 
ment, having  considered  that  subject 
very  fully,  could  not  agree  at  that  mo- 
ment to  reverse  their  determination. 
They  did  not  ask  the  Government  to  en- 
tirely alter  their  determination.  His 
own  feeling  was  exceedingly  strong 
against  the  mtroduction  of  presentment 
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seasions;  and  his  belief  was  that  the  ar- 
gument used  against  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians applied  with  a  groat  deal  more 
force  against  the  prescntmont  sessions, 
for  they  were  exceedingly  cumbrous 
bodies,  and  very  inconvenient  to  sot  in 
motion.  They  would  certainly  not  work 
in  eyery  case  harmoniously  with  the  or- 
dinary road  sessions.  But  what  he  pro- 
posed was,  not  to  enable  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  give  relief  without  labour, 
but  to  enable  them  to  obtain  some  value 
for  the  labour  at  their  disposal ;  and,  so 
far  from  increasing  their  responsible 
powers,  it  seemed  to  him  merely  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  acting  in  a  much 
more  useful  way.  In  many  cases,  in 
ikct,  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
exactly  the  same  as  the  sanitary  boards, 
to  which  certain  powers  had  already 
been  intrusted;  such,  for  instance,  as 
sewerage.  In  reality,  therefore,  so  far 
from  increasing  the  amount  of  money  to 
be  expended  in  relief,  he  believed  the 
result  of  the  Amendment  would  bo  to 
effect  a  great  saving.  While  the  work 
to  be  done  by  the  presentment  sessions 
would  not  have  any  perceptible  efTect  on 
the  amount  of  relief  to  bo  given,  he  be- 
lieved that  any  employment  given  by  the 
Uuions  themselves  in  reproductive  works 
would  go  a  long  way  towards  diminish- 
ing the  necessity  for  relief.  lie  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  Govcmnieut  would 
not  force  them  to  a  division,  but  would 
accept  the  principle  laid  down  in  the 
Amendment,  and  presentlj'  move  a  new 
clause  to  carry  it  into  elfoct. 

Mb.  O'CLERY  supported  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  thu  Member  for 
Cork.  lie  would  much  prof  or  thut  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  have 
power  to  give  work  to  every  man  for  fair 
wages  in  Ireland  rather  than  that  indis- 
criminate relief  should  be  given,  because 
that  would  tend  more  to  the  preservation 
of  self-respect  among  the  people,  lie 
thouffht  that  it  was  nianifest  that  if  tlie 
Local  Government  Board  had  eiijoj-ed 
this  power  now  proposed  to  bo  given  to 
them,  such  as  for  the  drainage  of  lands 
in  their  respective  Unions,  there  would 
not  have  been  heard  siu-h  a  cry  of  dis- 
tress as  now  sounded  thi-oiighout  the 
land.  lie  was  obliged  to  buy,  with  re- 
nrd  to  the  question  generally  of  out  • 
aoor  relief  under  the  ]>ro|M)sed  system, 
that  the  more  the  people  saw  of  it  tint 
loss  they  liked  it ;  and  he  trusted  that  if 
the  Bill  was  to  do  any  good,  the  Com- 


mittee would  endeavour,  by  the  adoption 
of  some  such  an  Amendment  as  was  then 
before  them,  to  devise  some  plan  whereby 
the  people  might  be  employed  and  their 
self-respect  maintained.  It  had  been 
remarked  from  time  to  time  in  course  of 
the  discussion  u^^on  the  measure,  that 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
who  proposed  Amendments  were  thereby 
delaying  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  and  in 
some  way  or  other  delaying  the  granting 
of  relief  to  distressed  people  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland.  But  that  was  not  the 
case,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  was  merely 
one  of  indemnity  for  powers  said  to 
have  been  given  to  local  bodies  within 
the  last  three  months;  and,  therefore, 
any  action  which  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  thought  it  right  to  take  for  the 
purpose  of  snaping  the  measure  could 
not  be  said  in  any  way  to  be  keeping 
back  relief,  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
would  seem  to  have  been  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  some  months 
past.  Ho  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would,  therefore,  see  his  way  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  the  Amendment 
which  was  then  before  the  Committee. 
The  first  part  of  this  Amondment  had 
been  dropped  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  because  it  was  embodied  in  a  Bill 
already  before  the  House  for  the  recla- 
mation of  waste  lands ;  but  the  gist  of 
the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  suflicient  to 
convince  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  lieprosontatives  of  Ireland  of  all 
s]iades  of  opinion  generally  approved  of 
the  AmendiiLont.  lie  trusted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  (b-op  tho  re- 
mainder of  his  Amendment,  but  that  ho 
would  endeavour  to  force  it  upon  the 
Government,  because  ho  thought  that 
hardly  any  portion  of  tlio  Bill,  whon 
passed,  would  bo  of  greater  advantage. 

Mii.  D.  DA  VIES  thought  it  would  be 
taken  for  granted  that  tho  present  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  had  fallen  upon  tho 
people  who  cultivated  and  lived  upon  tho 
land.  He  believed  that  they  had  evi.'ry 
ground  for  supposing  that  tho  Local  Go- 
veriinient  Board  would  do  uotliing  in- 
di>oreetl3- ;  but  ho  desired  to  point  out 
that  tho  promotion  of  public  works 
would  have  tho  effect  of  taking  away 
men  from  tho  cultivation  of  tho  land, 
wlii<'h  would  further  increase  the  exist- 
ing di>tress.  Again,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind,  that  owing  to  the  wet  season 
and  the  scarcity  of  labour,  the  lands  had 
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become  wild.  It  was  a  fact  that  in  Eng- 
land they  stood  in  need  of  extra  labour 
for  the  purposes  of  cultivation,  and  that 
also  was,  no  doubt,  the  case  in  Ireland. 
In  England  they  could  certainly  make 
room  for  more  labour  than  they  had. 
Now,  his  experience  was  that  if  you 
gave  158.  a-day  as  wages  on  public 
works  the  men  would  not  work  for  the 
same  sum  for  the  farmers,  whose  farms 
would  consequently  be  neglected.  He 
trusted  that  Providence  had  in  store  for 
the  country  a  better  harvest ;  but  this 
could  not  be  realized  unless  the  land 
were  properly  cultivated,  and  it  would 
certainly  be  the  case  that  the  farms 
would  be  neglected  if  the  men  were 
taken  away  to  labour  on  public  works. 
Such  had  been  their  experience  in  former 
times,  when  even  the  small  farmers  had 
neglected  their  farms  for  the  wages  to 
be  earned  on  public  works.  He  thought 
that  as  much  as  possible  the  labour 
should  be  kept  on  the  spot  and  employed 
in  the  improvement  of  the  land.  He 
desired  to  impress  his  experience  upon 
the  Government,  lest  the  point  to  which 
he  referred  should  be  forgotten — for  it 
was  clear  that  if  the  land  were  neglected 
the  distress  in  Ireland  would  be  greater 
next  year  than  it  had  hitherto  been. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  was  surprised  at 
the  opposition  of  the  Members  of  the 
Government,  who  had  cheered  the  senti- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardigan 
(Mr.  D.  Davies),  for  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  had  precisely  expressed 
the  principle  which  the  supporters  of 
the  Amendment  were  ready  to  carry  out. 
If  there  was  one  object  more  than 
another  aimed  at  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  it  was  to  keep  labour  employed 
on  the  land  by  not  diverting  it  to  those 
useless  works  which  were  the  especial 
darlings  of  the  presentment  sessions.  He 
and  his  hon.  Friends  were  endeavouring 
to  limit,  as  far  as  possible,  the  area  of 
the  operations  of  the  presentment  ses- 
sions, to  employ  labour  on  the  land,  and 
so  prevent  the  consequences  which  had 
been  so  interestingly  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardigan.  But  the 
point  which  would  be  held  to  both  by 
the  English  and  the  Irish  people  was 
that  by  rejecting  the  Amendment  the 
Government  were  refusing  to  grant  to 
Ireland  the  same  facilities  which  had 
been  granted  in  Lancashire  under 
similar  circumstances,  and  that  there 
was  no  reason    based  upon   anything 
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like  sound  eoonomy  which  ooold  be  ad- 
vanced in  support  of  their  refusal  to 
treat  Ireland  as  a  part  of  England  was 
treated  formerly.  If  theycoula  oonnder 
that  this  scheme  was  artificially  con- 
structed so  as  to  force  all  relief  through 
the  hands  of  the  landlords,  and  to  leave 
a  large  amount  sticking  to  the  hands  of 
the  distributors  of  this  relief,  then  be 
could  understand  the  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  allow  no  sharers  in  the  great 
work  which  was  intended  to  be  given  to 
the  landlords  alone.  Except  upon  that 
ground,  there  was  no  defence  of  the  Go- 
vernment policy ;  the  charactor  of  which 
policy  was  certainly  not  raised  by  such 
defence,  either  in  the  view  of  the  English 
or  of  the  Irish  people.  As  they  pro- 
ceeded, the  Government  would  have  to 
declare  itself  more  and  more  expressly 
upon  the  object  it  had  in  view ;  out  he 
confessed  that,  down  to  the  present  time, 
they  had  too  much  reason  to  think  that 
the  suspicions  which  were  expressed  at 
the  commencement  of  the  debate  had 
been  fully  justified — that  the  Qoyem- 
ment  policy  was  to  force  relief  through 
the  hands  of  one  class  only,  who  were 
their  staunch  and  strong  supporters. 
There  was  no  real  objection  to  this 
Amendment  in  Ireland.  The  members 
of  the  presentment  sessions  were  practi- 
cally the  same  as  the  members  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  ;  and, ,  therefore, 
upon  the  argument  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Bruen),  no 
personal  objections  to  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  could  exist ;  while  from  every 
point  of  view  he  thought  their  action 
would  be  more  beneficial,  their  responsi- 
bility direct,  and  their  outlay  judicious — 
in  short,  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
more  reliable  as  bodies  than  the  Board 
of  Works.  The  debate  which  had  been 
held  in  *'  another  place"  had  brought  out 
already  that  the  relief  works  supported 
by  the  presentment  sessions  wore  the 
cause  of  jobbery,  corruption,  and  waste 
to  a  frightful  extent.  They  were  per- 
fectly certain  that  no  real  objection 
existed  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians to  keep  the  action  of  tho  present- 
ment sessions  within  something  like  due 
bounds  ;  and  he  was  perfectly  convincc^d 
that  tho  result  of  the  relief  works  would 
be  attended  with  a  fearful  waste  of  pub- 
lic money,  and  the  very  minimum  of 
relief  to  the  destitute  poor.  Such  had 
been  tho  experience  of  relief  works  in 
England,  Ireland,   and  in  India.     The 
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hon.  Member  for  Cork  bad  brougbt  for- 
ward an  Amendmeiit  wbicb  coiild  not 
even  be  sneered  at  as  an  Irish  Amend- 
ment, because  it  had  been  taken  tcxtii- 
qUj  from  the  measures  of  relief  which 
had  been  adopted  in  Lancashire ;  and 
yet,  although  these  provisions  were 
considered  admirable  in  England,  and 
would  also  succeed  in  Ireland,  the  Go- 
yemment  refused  to  grant  tliis  most 
moderate  concession,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  could  only  see  in  that  course  the 
one-sided  desire  to  tie  up  the  distribution 
of  relief  in  Ireland  within  the  limits  of 
the  proprietorial  class,  only  too  notorious 
already  for  the  neglect  of  their  duties. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  there  was  one 
point  which  he  did  not  think  had  been 
noticed  in  the  discussion.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
because  it  was  one  which  was  very 
flattering    to  them.     The  Amendment 

f  laced  the  roads  in  counties  under  the 
*oor  Law  Unions — a  provision  which 
was  copied  from  the  Govemmont  County 
Bill.  It  must  be  within  the  recollection 
of  the  Committee  that  two  years  ago  the 
Government  introduced  a  County  Boards 
Bill,  by  whicli  the  management  of  roads 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Committee 
of  the  Poor  Law  Unions.  The  organiza- 
tion of  the  counties  in  England  by  Poor 
Law  Unions  suggested  tlie  Amendment 
to  the  hou.  Member  for  Cork.  The  Go- 
Temment  very  strongly  advocated  the 
plan  that  English  county  administration 
should  be  placed  on  the  basis  of  the 
Poor  Law  Union ;  and,  for  that  reason, 
they  ouglit  to  accept  tlie  Amenduiont  of 
tho  hon:  Member  for  Cork.  The  hou. 
Member  for  Cork  only  suggested  that  the 
organization  into  Poor  Law  Unions 
should  be  instituted  in  Ireland  for  a  low 
months,  whereas  tho  Government  sought 
to  introduce  tliat  arrangement  into  Eng- 
land for  an  indofmite  period  of  tim(^ 

Tun  O'UONOGUUE  observed,  that 
if  the  Amendment  of  tho  hon.  !Moni1)or 
for  Cork  were  carried  there  wouUl  bo 
nothing  for  the  baronial  so^isions  to  do. 
It  was  true  that  thu  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  only  an  alttrnativo  proposi- 
tion ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  pnfi'iTotl  tht* 
plan  of  making  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
the  authority  in  this  matter  for  several 
reasons.  In  tho  first  ])Ince,  they  would 
be  almost  a  permanent  body,  and  would 
be  much  more  independent,  and  more 
lepresentativo,  and  more  likely  to  sug- 
gest works  which  would  be  useful  to  the 
eommunity  in  general,    lie  need  hardly 
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Eoint  out  to  anyone  acquainted  with 
aronial  sessions  that  the  Guardians 
would  be  much  better  able  to  plan  and 
to  carry  out  roads  than  the  sessions.  It 
was  certainly  a  significant  fact  that 
nearly  all  the  Irish  Members  concurred 
in  recommending  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
as  the  only  bodies  capable  of  properly 
carrying  out  the  work.  He  had  only 
heard  objections  to  the  plan  from  two 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland. 

Mr.  law  said,  it  had  been  urged 
that  many  powers,  which  might  be  of 
great  service  at  present  in  the  hands  of 
Boards  of  Guardians,  were  already  given 
to  them  by  the  Public  Health  Act.  It 
must,  however,  be  recollected  that  those 
powers  which  the  local  authorities  in 
Lancashire  enjoyed  by  the  Act  of  1863 
were  not  merely  those  to  which  this 
argument  applied,  and  which  were  con- 
ferred by  the  14th  section  of  that  Act. 
The  Amendment  sought  none  of  the 
powers  mentioned  in  the  clause,  those 
being  already  vested  in  the  Guardians 
under  the  Irish  Public  Health  Act.  But 
he  ventured  to  think  it  was  somewhat 
inconclusive  reasoning  to  say  that  be- 
cause three  sets  of  works  were  autho- 
rized in  Lancashire,  and  one  of  those 
sets  of  works  was  at  present  within 
the  competency  of  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
therefore  no  authority  need  be  given 
them  to  execute  any  of  the  others.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  much 
more  desirable  that  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians should  be  tho  authorities  for  carry- 
ing out  works  than  the  baronial  sessions ; 
and  he  would  state  his  reasons.  It 
would  be  remembered  that,  under  the 
LabourRate  Actof  1 847,  the  baronial  ses- 
sions were  appointed  for  purposes  simi- 
lar to  these  now  contemplated  by  the 
Government  in  this  Bill ;  but  the  works 
failed  owing  to  their  having  no  practical 
means  of  superinttaiding  their  execution. 
Tiiey  had  no  one  except  the  county  sur- 
veyor and  his  few  assistants  to  see  to  the 
execution  of  the  works.  The  result  was 
tliat  all  this  baronial  machinery  broke 
down  in  1H47.  A  great  deal,  indeed, 
nii^Iit  b(>  said  against  works  of  that 
kind  being  undertaken  at  all ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Boards  of 
(.ruardians,  who  would  have  to  obtain 
tlie  n<'Oessary  funds  cm  the  security 
of  their  rates,  w«»re  much  more  likely 
to  be  interested  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  money,  and  much  more  likely 
to  pee  that  it  was  properly  ajiplied, 
than  tho  baronial    sessions.     Another 
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reason  he  had  for  preferring  Boards  of 
Guardians  was  that  there  was  a  diflte- 
rent  liability  to  assessment  in  the  case 
of  the  two  bodies.     If  the  works  were 
undertaken  by  Boards  of  Guardians  the 
expense  would  be  levied  under  the  Poor 
Law  system,  by  which  occupiers  at  or 
under  the  value  of  £4  would   not  be 
subject  to  the  Labour  Act  of  1847,  al- 
though it  placed  the  works  in  the  hands 
of  the  baronial  sessions,  yet  directed  the 
assessment  to  be  levied,  not  by  way  of 
baronial  cess,  but  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  poor  rate  ;  but  the  Government, 
though  taking  the  Act  of  1847  as  their 
precedent  for  the  present  Bill,  had  de- 
clined to  follow  it  in  this  important  par- 
ticular.    As  at  present  proposed,  if  the 
baronial    sessions  had   charge    of    the 
works,  the  rate  would  be  levied  as  ba- 
ronial cess,   to  which  all  occupiers,  of 
no  matter  what  value,  would  be  liable 
to  contribute.    No  doubt  it  was  provided 
that  the  rate  should  be  divided  equally 
between  the  landlord   and  tenant;  but 
this,  of  course,  subjected  to  half  the  rate 
all  those  poor  occupiers  who  would  be 
wholly    exempt    under  the  Poor   Law 
system.     It  seemed  to  him  of  very  g^eat 
importance    that    occupiers    under    £4 
should  be  exempted  from  liability,  be- 
cause they  were  a  class  of  persons  who 
were   probably  little    better   off   than 
those  who  required    relief.      For    the 
reasons  he  had  stated,  he  certainly  pre- 
ferred the  Poor  Law  system  of  relief 
works  to  those  under  the  authority  of 
baronial  sessions.     But  if  the  Govern- 
ment insisted  on  retaining  the  latter 
machinery,  he  would,  at  the  proper  time, 
move  Amendments  exempting  from  lia- 
bility to  cess  all  occupiers  of  tenements 
not  valued  at  £4  or  upwards. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  rested  his 
argument  almost  entirely  upon  the  sup- 
posed analogy  between  the  Lancashire 
oistress  and  the  present  famine  in  Ire- 
land. But  there  was  a  substantial  dif- 
ference between  the  two  cases,  both  as 
to  the  cost  of  the  distress  and  as  to  the 
class  of  persons  affected.  In  Lancashire 
the  suffering  fell  upon  the  operatives 
who  were  deprived  of  their  wort  by  the 
stopping  of  mills.  They  were  largely 
inhaoitants  of  towns,  and  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Lancashire  Relief  Act 
the  majority  of  the  works  authorized  and 
executed  were  sanitary  works  for  towns. 
Out  of  the  sum  of  £1, 500, 000  in  Lan- 
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cashire,  eleyen-twelfihsy  or  eiffbt-iiiiithB, 
were  expended  for  the  exeoution  of  sani- 
tary works  in  towns.     The  fact  that  the 
distress  in  Lancashire  was  principally  in 
towns  operated  in  no  sli^t  degree  to 
modify  the  circumstances  and   destroy 
the  analogy  between  the  present  famine 
and  that  in  Lancashire,  upon  which  the 
whole  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  rested.     To  adopt  the  same  mea- 
sures now  as  were  adopted  in  Lancashire 
would    involve   the  aanger   of   taking 
people  away  from  their  farms  and  leave 
those  lands  either  badly  cultiyated  or  to 
fall  out  of  cultivation  altogether.    Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan,  whose  authority  had 
been  appealed  to  in  this  matter,  said 
that  the  first  symptoms  of  neglected  culti- 
vation appeared  in  1 846,  and  were  worse 
in  the  districts  where  relief  works  were 
carried  on  at  the  greatest  expenditure. 
At  the  present,  Soards  of  Guardians 
were  throughout  Ireland  the  rural  sani- 
tary authorities,   and  possessed,  under 
the  existing  machinery,  powers  to  supply 
whatever  sanitary  works  were  required. 
No  doubt  such  sanitary  works  as  the 
exigency  of  the  distress  required  would 
be  carried  out,  and  would  give  substan- 
tial public  employment  of  a  most  yalu- 
able  description.    That  was  a  subject 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of.    If  the  people 
should  require  exceptional  employment, 
and  that  employment  could  not  be  found 
for  them  on  their  own  farms,  or  was  not 
supplied  by  the  landowners  in  the  dis- 
trict, then  the  extraordinanr  presentment 
sessions  would  come  in  ana  supply  work 
upon  some  undertaking  of  public  utility. 
The  execution  of  sanitary  works  depended 
solely  on  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and 
they  could  direct  them  if  they  thought 
it  necessary.     But  was  it  necessary  to 
call    into    existence  a    perfectly  novel 
system  of  relief  works  by  the  present 
Bill,  like  those  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ?    It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  had  not  fully  considered  the 
enormous    difRculties    that  surrounded 
the  topics  with  which  the  Amendment 
dealt.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
up  the  1st  clause  of  the  Amendment, 
and  had  admitted,  with  a  candour  he  had 
always  exhibited  in   discussion  in  the 
House,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
modify  the  remainder  of  the  Amend- 
ment.    The  hon.  Member  proposed  that 
any  Board  of  Guardians,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  should 
hare  power  to— 
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"  Widen,  deepen,  embank,  or  straighten,  any 
river  or  stream,  and  also  enter  into  any  afp*oo- 
ment  respecting  the  execution  of  any  such  work, 
or  the  apportionment  of  the  cost  thereof ,  with  any 
person  or  authority  interested  in  such  land,  river, 
or  stream,  or  any  property  adjoining  thereto  or 
likely  to  be  benefited  thcrobv ;  to  agree  with 
the  owner  or  occupier  of  any  land  in  thoir  dis- 
tricty  or  other  pailies  interested,  to  make  or 
repair  any  road,  earthwork,  or  bridge  for  railway 
or  tramway,  or  to  execute  any  work  of  drainage 
or  private  improvement  in  or  on  such  lands  at 
the  expense  of  the  owner,  occupier,  or  parties 
interested,  and  may  allow  time  for  the  repay- 
ment of  the  amount  expended,  and  to  receive 
the  som  by  annual  instalments  extending  over 
a  period  not  exceeding  thirty-five  years,  at  such 
rate  of  interest  as  mav  be  agreed  upon,  all  such 
works  to  be  executed  under  an  engineer  ap- 
pointed by  the  Board  of  Works." 

Thus  it  would  be  seen  that  the  hon. 
OenUeman  proposed  that  the  Guardians 
should  execute  improvements,  not  upon 
public  land,  but  upon  private  ground, 
and  that  thej  should  enter  into  con- 
tracts with  the  landowners  and  occupiers 
for  the  execution  of  such  works.  He 
would  ask  what  machinery  had  the 
Ouardians  at  present  for  laying  out  those 
works,  or  for  superintending  their  exe- 
oution?  If  they  were  to  enter  upon 
such  a  scheme  as  that,  they  would  re- 
quire an  entirely  new  staff  of  persons 
who  would  have  to  bo  most  substantially 
paid.  It  was  admitted  by  his  hon. 
fViend  that  the  Amendment  would  re- 
quire substantial  alteration  before  it  was 
passed.  But  all  those  matters  would 
cause  considerable  delay,  for  important 
changes  would  bo  necessitated  in  the 
Bill.  It  would  be  quite  impossible  to 
make  the  necessary  alterations  bj'  to- 
morrow. Every  day  was  of  importanoo. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  tliis 
was  merely  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  to  the 
Grovemment.  Until  the  Bill  was  pass(;d 
the  Boards  of  Ouardians  were  deprived 
of  very  substantial  powers  of  borrowiug ; 
and,  moreover,  the  Govornmout  was  do- 
prived  of  the  power  of  compi^Iling  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  act  as  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  case  might  require.  It 
had  been  urged  that  the  GovtTuineiit 
should  show  more  coniidouco  in  the 
Guardians,  and  hhonld  not  requiro  to 
obtain  pf^wors  to  compel  tlioiu  to  act ; 
but  the  powers  must  bo  obtained,  a.s  the 
matters  could  not  be  left  to  chance.  If 
the  powers  existed,  doubtless  the  Guar- 
dians would  not  require  that  tliuy  should 
be  put  into  active  exercise,  but  would 
be  content  with  knowing  that  they  could 
be  compelled  to  act.  It  was  very 
that    the    Bill    should    bo 


allowed  to  pass  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
It  contained  very  large  and  useiul  reme- 
dial measures,  which  would  be  held 
entirely  in  abeyance  by  delay.  The 
clause  had  been  very  fully  discussed, 
and  had  been  presented  in  every  variety 
of  view  to  the  House.  The  clause  had 
been  fully  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  hoped  that  after  the  dis- 
cussion that  had  taken  place  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  withdrawn,  and  that 
they  should  be  allowed  to  proceed  with 
the  remainder  of  the  Bill. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  a  very 
great  point  had  been  made  of  the  injury 
which  would  result  if  the  Bill  were  not 
passed  immediately.  But  he  wished  to 
point  out  that,  for  the  next  few  months, 
the  tenants  would  require  to  be  engaged 
upon  their  own  farms  if  they  were  to 
have  a  crop  next  year,  and  relief  works 
would  be  of  no  use  during  that  period. 
If  they  wanted  to  stop  the  work  on  the 
farms  of  the  tenants  from  the  1 0th  of 
March  to  the  15th  of  April,  and  to  re- 
commence from  the  15th  of  April  to  the 
15th  of  July,  what  body  could  do  it 
so  well  as  the  Boards  of  Guardians? 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  ba- 
ronial sessions  cotild  not  give  out-door 
relief ;  and  the  result  of  placing  out-door 
relief  in  the  hands  of  one  bodv,  and 
the  execution  of  relief  works  unaer  the 
authority  of  another,  would  not  be 
beneficial.  Moreover,  the  landed  pro- 
prietors would  not  stop  their  works  while 
relief  was  being  given.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  had 
the  control  of  the  relief  works,  they  would 
I  bo  able  to  alternate  the  different  kinds 
of  relief  and  control  the  two  systems. 
No  public  body  could  act  so  well  in  the 
I  matter  as  the  Poor  Law  Guardians.  Ho 
'  should  recommend,  however,  that  no 
relief  works  should  be  undertaken  until 
the  tenants  had  had  time  to  cultivate 
,  their  farms.  It  had  been  said  that  no 
sanitary  works  would  bo  pos.'iible,  be- 
cauKe  the  population  amongst  whom  the 
distress  existed  was  entirely  a  rural 
jHipulation.  But  them  were  some  sani- 
tfu y  ineoj*ui'«'sreqiiin'd  even  in  the  rural 
distriits,  such  as  the  supply  of  water 
and  kindred  matters,  lie  believed  that 
the  barouiol  sessions  were  the  worst 
authority  they  could  use,  because  they 
could  not  ^;ivo  empl(»yment  to  rouf;li 
labour  in  making  the  drains  or  other 
improvements.  The  Board  of  Works, 
.  on  the  contranr,  could  make  roads  ond 
,  drains  on  which  rough  labour  might  bo 

2  12 


967 


Relief  of  Bvttreee 


lOOMMONS) 


{IrAmi)  Bttt. 


968 


employed  ;  and  it  was  well  known  that 
such  works  as  those  would  be  most 
useful  at  the  present  time.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  desired  to  see  such 
works  executed,  and  that  was  the  whole 
object  of  his  Amendment.  With  regard 
to  the  argument  against  delaying  the 
Bill,  ho  was  certainly  not  anxious  to  delay 
it ;  but  this  matter  was  the  very  kernel 
and  gist  of  the  Bill.  There  were  other 
points  which  might  be  got  through 
quickly,  and  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  proceeding  with  the  rest  of  the  measure. 
The  Bill  could  be  taken  to-morrow — for 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  would,  no  doubt,  give 
way  to  the  Government  on  the  matter. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
way  called  this  clause  the  kernel  of  the 
Bill,  and  so,  no  doubt,  it  was;  and,  there- 
fore, it  behoved  the  Committee  to  give 
it  the  most  careful  consideration.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  called  it  the 
kernel  of  the  Bill,  because,  under  its 
provisions,  money  would  be  handed  over 
to  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  He  believed 
that  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  had 
never  had  the  power  of  giving  out-door 
relief  before.  [Several  hon.  Members  : 
Yes,  they  have.]  Well,  it  had  been 
only  under  very  peculiar  circumstances 
that  it  had  been  allowed  to  be  given ; 
and  if  the  door  were  opened  now  for 
giving  money  in  that  kind  of  way  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  close  it.  When- 
over  distress  recurred  this  case  would 
be  quoted  as  a  precedent,  and  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  would  bo  looked  to  as  the 
bodies  to  have  authority.  Much  had 
been  said  about  the  Lancashire  distress ; 
but  he  thought  the  two  cases  were  not 
analogous.  The  Lancashire  distress  was 
local ;  it  was  confined  to  certain  centres  of 
population,  and  was  caused  by  the  non- 
receipt  of  raw  material  for  manufacture. 
The  coal,  iron,  and  other  trades  were  good; 
agriculture  was  not  at  a  standstill,  but 
men  engaged  in  cotton  manufacture  were 
out  of  cmiHoyment  in  those  districts.  They 
were  engaged  on  roads  and  other  works 
on  the  outskirts  of  towns  that  benefited  ! 
largely  and  brought  in  large  tracts  of! 
land  which  were  made  available  for ' 
building  purposes,  and  every  one  of 
those  works  was  recuperative.  As  soon 
as  cotton  could  bo  got  again  tho  whole 
tiling  was  past ;  and  the  money  was 
paid,  and  properly  paid.  Tho  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  proposed  to  borrow 
money,  tho  re-payment  of  which  ehould 


extend  oyer  36  years.  In  Lanoaahire 
money  was  borrowed  at  8^  per  cent; 
but  this  money  was  sought  to  be  bor- 
rowed at  a  far  lower   rate ["No, 

no ! "]  Well,  then,  at  3^  per  cent  for 
35  years ;  and  who  would  eay  that  the 
burden  thus  created  would  not  prew 
very  heavily  upon  localities?  They 
knew  very  well  that  the  distress  was 
local,  and  that  it  was  confined  to  a  par- 
ticular class,  and  it  was  always  reenr- 
ring  to  that  particular  class.  They  had 
lost  their  potatoes,  and  were  in  a 
most  distressed  state ;  and  the  best 
way  of  meeting  that  distress  in  the 
future  was  by  raising  the  condition  of 
that  particular  class.  He  was  anxious 
to  get  at  the  best  way,  and  to  do  all  he 
could  towards  relieving  the  distreas. 
But  they  must  raise  the  people  in  some 
way  other  than  by  giving  them  relief 
work,  because,  in  that  way,  they  would 
be  taken  from  the  cultivation  of  their 
farms.  He  would  go  a  step  further; 
and  he  knew  that  what  he  was  about  io 
say  was,  in  many  instances,  true.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  in  many  cases,  would  not 
administer  the  relief  well.  They  were 
very  little — some  of  them — removed 
from  the  class  who  were  seeking  relief. 
If  re-payment  of  the  loans  was  extended 
over  35  years  they  would  give  away 
the  money  in  the  most  open-handed 
way ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
most  mischievous  thing  to  hand  over 
to  men  of  that  kind  powers  which  were 
sure  to  be  indiscriminately  exercised. 
Those  were  some  of  the  reasons  that 
made  him  think  it  would  be  very  unwise 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  admitted  at  once 
that  it  would  not  hold  water,  and  that 
great  alterations  would  have  to  be  made 
in  it  before  it  could  be  passed.  His 
hon.  Friend  knew  perfectly  well  what 
happened  in  1846  and  1847.  He  knew 
that  the  money  which  was  voted  by  this 
country  was  absolutely  and  entirely 
wasted ;  and  what  guarantee  was  there 
that  that  would  not  occur  again  ?  If 
they  could  propose  some  plan  and  show 
that  the  money  would  oe  fairly  and 
properly  invested,  that  it  would  be  a 
great  benefit  to  Ireland,  and  that"  they 
wore  all  prepared  to  bear  their  portions, 
that  would  bo  a  different  matter.  But 
all  they  said  was — **  Hand  over  the 
money  to  us  ;  that  is  what  wo  want ;  it 
is  not  givinp:  food  and  fuel  to  those  who 
are  starv'         ---^   ^ant   to   hare  the 
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power  of  expending  the  money."  That, 
he  said,  would  be  most  mischievous  for 
the  future  of  Ireland.  It  would  recoil 
upon  tho  country,  as  the  expenditure  of 
1846  and  1847  had  done.  There  had 
boon  a  very  instructive  debate  in  **  an- 
other place,"  from  which  they  learnt  what 
noble  Lords  and  others  thought  of  the 
way  in  which  the  money  was  expended. 
He  was  not  very  sweet  upon  the  baronial 
presentment  sessions  having  such  power 
as  they  now  had,  and  he  should  like  to 
see  it  curtailed  to  tho  utmost  extent. 
He  should  like  to  see  that  they  had  no 
power  to  inaugurate  any  work,  except 
such  as  could  be  done  by  contract.  What 
the  House  should  do  was  to  meet  an 
emergency,  which  they  must  meet,  by 
all  means ;  but  they  must  not  go  beyond 
that  which  was  absolutely  necessary,  or 
they  would  do  an  immense  amount  of 
haxm  to  Ireland.  He  know  his  hon. 
Friend  had  brought  the  Amendment 
forward  with  tho  best  possible  inten- 
tions. There  had  been  some  meetings 
in  his  hon.  Friend's  own  county  under  the 
batonial  presentment  sessions,  at  which 
the  success  of  the  Government  had  been 
acknowledged  in  giving  landlords  power 
to  borrow  at  so  low  a  rate ;  and  in  one 
barony  they  rejected  67  presentments 
that  were  made  to  tliom,  on  tho  ground 
that  certain  noble  Lords  in  that  district 
had  borrowed  an  amount  of  money  that 
would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage 
and  benefit  to  that  district.  His  belief 
was  that  the  Government  had  taken  a 
right  course.  He  hoped  the  clauses 
would  be  so  worded  as  to  prevent  reck- 
less expenditure  on  the  part  of  tho 
baronial  sessions ;  and  as  to  the  Amend- 
ment, it  was  very  well  to  discuss  it,  but 
it  would  not  be  for  the  general  interest 
of  Ireland  to  adopt  it. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  what  was  really 
wanted  was  a  reform  of  the  Land  Laws, 
by  which  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  improving  the 
land  for  tho  benefit  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. The  improvements  shouhl  be 
made  for  the  benefit  of  the  persons  who 
made  them.  Unfortunately,  in  Ire- 
land, all  improvements  were  made  for 
the  benefit  of  one  particular  class — the 
landlord  class — who,  in  most  instances, 
made  none  of  them,  but  reaped  all 
the  benefits.  That  was  the  real  diiU- 
calty  of  this  question,  and  it  was  a  mat- 
ter that  must  bo  decided  at  no  distant 
date.  Thoy  hoard  groat  complriintH  of 
aa  abseut  Member  (tho  hoii.   Ak-iulcr 


for  Meath) ;  but  when  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber came  back  he  thought  some  of 
those  who  had  attacked  him  behind  his 
back  would  be  rather  slow  to  fight  him 
when  he  was  present.  As  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee,  one  leading 
principle  in  it  was  that  preference  ought 
to  be  given  to  tho  Poor  Law  Guardians 
over  the  presentment  sessions.  The  argu- 
ments of  its  opponents  were  mainly  based 
on  the  principle  of  allowing  existing 
things  to  continue  simply  because  they 
existed.  He  contended  that  tho  present- 
ment sessions  would  be  more  likely  than 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  take  a  view  of 
matters  that  would  be  favourable  to  the 
landlords ;  the  sessions  would  bo  moro  or 
less  under  landlord  influence,  and  would 
not  be  impartial.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
alluded  to  a  barony  in  which  the  land- 
lords had  borrowed  money  of  tho  Go- 
vernment ;  but  if  they  had  not  done  so 
probably  public  works  would  have  been 
required  to  be  undertaken,  and,  there- 
fore, the  argument  on  that  point  did  not 
amount  to  much.  No  substantial  argu- 
ment had  been  advanced  against  relief 
works,  and  the  only  question  remaining 
was  as  to  who  should  carry  them  out. 
The  Amendment  only  proposed  that 
power  should  be  given  to  Boards  of 
Guardians,  subject  to  tlio  approval  of 
their  undertakings  by  tho  Ijocal  Govern- 
ment Board ;  and,  therefore,  tliey  would 
not  have  the  power  of  spending  money 
in  a  reckless  manner.  A  strong  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  tho  Guardians  was 
their  local  knowledge,  and  tlio  fa(;t  that 
they  met  weekly,  and  had  a  continuous 
existence ;  whilst  tlie  presentment  ses- 
sions would  only  meet  when  they  were 
specially  called  together  by  the  Local 
Government  Board.  The  making  of  new 
roads  would  be  a  very  desirable  thing 
in  counties  where  there  was  a  largo 
traffic ;  but  in  the  great  majority  of  places 
in  Ireland  the  traffic  was  so  ^niall  that 
the  existing  roads  were  quite  sufficient 
for  all  that  was  likely  to  occur,  and 
money  expended  in  making  now  ones 
would  bo  entirely  thrown  away.  Ho 
thought  that  part  of  tho  Amendment 
which  proposed  to  give  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians power  to  widen  and  deepen  rivers 
was  of  great  importance.  According  to 
the  provisions  of  tho  Bill,  a  landlord 
might  borrow  money  to  improve  his  own 
property ;  but  there  was  no  provision  by 
wliich  two  or  nK»re  pn»prietor»  could 
borrow  nu'Uey  for  the  purpose  of  making 
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a  Joint  improvement.  As  an  illustration 
of  a  kind  of  improvement  which  would 
be  very  valuable,  he  instanced  the  fact 
that  near  the  top  of  the  Shannon,  im- 
mediately adjoining  Lough  Allen,  the 
stream  was  narrow  and  rapid,  and  the 
adjacent  lands  were  periodically  flooded, 
and  much  damage  was  done.  If  the 
Guardians  had  authority  to  lower  the 
bed  of  the  river  for  about  a  mile  they 
would  lower  the  level  of  the  lake,  and 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  floods.  That 
improvement  would  benefit  a  great  many 
people,  and  would  bo  more  reasonable 
than  talking  of  large  sanitary  works 
amongst  a  rural  and  scattered  popula- 
tion. He  thought  the  Government  had 
framed  their  proposals  in  a  haphazard 
way,  and  he  urged  them  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  told  them  they  were  delay- 
ing a  very  important  measure;  but  as  the 
Guardians  had  been  authorized  to  give 
out-door  relief,  which  was  the  only 
pressing  matter,  there  was  really  no 
hurry.  Although  he  had  not  much  ad- 
miration for  the  franchise  by  which  the 
Guardians  wore  elected,  they  were  a 
more  populalar  and  representative  body 
than  the  presentment  sessions  system, 
which  was  condemned  on  all  sides. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  possible  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  to  convince  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment what  was  the  most  desirable 
course  to  take.  If  such  an  impression 
could,  under  any  circumstances,  bo  con- 
veyed to  their  minds,  it  ought  to  be  con- 
veyed in  this  particular  instance ;  because 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
had  been  supported  not  only  by  Members 
who  represented  Ireland  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  but  by  hon.  Members  who  sat 
for  Irish  constituencies  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  recommended  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  to  withdraw  Iiis  Amend- 
ment, and  bring  in  the  principle  em- 
bodied in  it  in  a  separate  Bill ;  and  the 
senior  Member  for  Carlow,  who  was  out 
and  out  a  most  energetic  supporter  of 
the  Government  on  all  occasions,  had 
suggested  that  the  Government  should 
itself  accept  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment, ana  bring  in  a  clause  of  their  own 
at  the  end  of  the  Bill  in  order  to  carry  it 
out.  In  the  same  direction,  there  had 
been  a  unanimous  chorus  from  the  Mem- 
bers who  represented  Ireland  on  that  side, 
and  who  represented  the  people  who 

Mr.  Biffffor 


would  have  to  pay  the  cost  of  these  vt  17 
works,  asking  the  Goyemment  to  con- 
sider the  Amendment.  He  must  say, 
however,  that  when  he  saw  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  rise  early  in  the  debate  and  de- 
clare his  intentions,  he  was  always  re- 
minded of  the  story  of  the  racoon  who 
was  going  to  be  shot  at  by  the  celebrated 
Colonel  Crockett.  "When  the  racoon  sav 
that  he  was  being  aimed  at  he  proposed 
to  come  down  at  once,  when  he  found 
out  that  his  enemy  was  Colonel  Crockett. 
Now,  whenever  the  Chief  Secretary  roce 
early,  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  felt  that  the 
Government  was  perfectly  impervious  to 
argument ;  and  in  this  instance  he  had 
proposed  before  the  dinner-hour  that  they 
should  at  once  go  to  a  division,  and 
testify  in  that  way  their  opinion  that  the 
Government  had  taken  a  wrong  course— 
for  being  guided  by  past  experience  in 
matters  of  this  kind,  he  never  expected 
that  any  amount  of  argument  or  discus- 
sion would  produce  the  snoAllest  effect  on 
the  intentions  of  the  Government.  Now, 
what  was  the  real  position  of  the  matter? 
During  the  time  of  distress  in  Lancashire, 
the  Guardians  of  the  poor,  who  were  really 
responsible  to  the  ratepayers  and  were 
brought  into  association  with  them,  bad 
that  power  given  to  them.  In  the  time  of 
distress  in  Ireland  the  Government  re- 
fused to  trust  the  Guardians  of  the  poor. 
Now,  that  was  at  once  estabUsning 
another  distinction  between  the  treat- 
ment of  Ireland  and  the  treatment  of 
England.  It  was  another  step  towards 
the  perpetuation  of  that  systom  of  jea- 
lousy which  the  Irish  people  must  feel 
towards  a  Government  that  treated  them 
in  that  way.  Where  could  be  the  possible 
objection  on  the  f)art  of  the  Government 
to  consider  the  principle  of  this  Amend- 
ment ?  The  Guardians  of  the  poor  would 
have  to  repay  this  money,  it  was  said 
that  it  was  money  advanced  at  1  per 
cent.  That  was  perfectly  true;  but  it 
was  to  be  repaid  at  an  annual  cost  of  3| 

Eor  cent — that  was  to  say,  there  was  to 
e  2^  per  cent  for  a  sinking  fund,  so 
that  for  every  £100  expended  in  this 
way  to  keep  the  people  in  work  rather 
than  in  idleness  the  ratepayers  would 
havo  to  pay  £3  10«. ;  yet  when  the  Irish 
people  asked  to  be  allowed  to  carry  on 
these  works,  which  would  be  a  positive 
benefit,  the  Government  virtually  said — 
*  *  We  really  cannot  even  consider  it."  Ho 
wanted  to  know  who  had  advised  the 
Gfovonunent  to  employ  the  medium  of 


973  Reli^ of  LUtrm  [Febktjaky  19,  18801  {Ireland  Bill.  974 


the  presentment  sessions  for  the  work  ? 
The  presentment  sessions  had  been  con- 
demned in  history.  During  the  last 
famine  period,  over  and  over  again 
most  useless  works  were  instituted,  and 
they  remained  useless  to  this  day.  Those 
were  works  instituted  by  the  present- 
ment sessions.  It  was  said  that  the 
works  that  would  be  carried  on  oven 
now  under  the  powers  of  the  present 
Bill  would  not  be  of  very  great  advan- 
tage ;  but  with  regard  to  works  carried 
on  by  the  Guardians  of  the  poor,  they 
would  be  works  much  more  hkely — in- 
deed, almost  absolutely  certainly — to  be 
useful.  The  presentment  sessions  was 
composed  of  magistrates,  grand  jurors, 
and  a  few  assisting  cesspayers,  who 
were  nominees  of  the  magistrates.  If 
any  works  were  carried  on,  the  fear  was 
that  they  would  be  works  useful  only 
to  particular  magistrates,  such  construc- 
tion of  roads  carried  on  on  several 
estates,  that  were  not  likely  to  be  use- 
ful to  the  suffering  tenants — that  was 
the  supposition,  and  it  was  conBrmed 
bj  the  experience  of  the  past  famine 
periods.  Therefore,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  venture  to  sug- 
gest to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  that  he  should  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  provided  the  Government 
would  accept  the  advice  of  their  strongest 
supporter,  the  senior  Member  forCarlow, 
and  accepting  the  principle  and  bring 
up  a  claui^e  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  at  a 
future  stage,  embodying  the  principles 
of  the  Amendment  to  ns  groat  or  as 
small  an  extent  as  they  wished.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  was  one  of  the 
most  disheartening  things  in  the  world 
to  discuss  a  Bill  of  this  nature  with  a 
(Government  who  refused  the  most  rea- 
sonable concessions.  It  was  perfectly 
certain  that  these  matters  had  renlly 
not  been  considered  by  what  he  should 
call  the  strength  of  the  Cabinet.  Thoy 
could  not  possibly  believe  that  in  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  experienced  and  able 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  had  brought 
their  minds  to  the  work,  and  considered 
how  best  it  should  be  done,  because  other- 
wise it  would  be  impossible  to  understand 
how  the  Irish  Members  who  sat  on  both 
sides  of  the  Hsuse  should  be  opposed  to 
the  course  that  was  being  taken  by  the 
Ooremment.  It  was  simply  being  car- 
ried against  argument,  against  reason, 
and  against  common  sense,  in  order  to 
ffire  effect  to  some  determinatiim  which 
nad  been  arrived  at  in  the  Cubtlu  of 


Dublin  by  the  advice  of  some  of  the 
permanent  officials  who  had  been  the 
curse  of  the  country  from  time  imme- 
morial. He  appealed  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  consider  the  advice 
of  his  own  followers  ;  and  he  was  sure 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  would  willingly  withdraw  his 
Amendment  if  the  Government  would 
take  it  into  consideration,  and  them- 
selves bring  up  a  clause  embodying  its 
principle,  carrying  it  out  as  much  and 
only  as  far  as  they  pleased. 

Mr.  kirk  said,  he  rose  to  support 
the  Amendment,  which  he  certainly 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  accept, 
and  to  introduce  into  the  Bill.  He  knew 
a  good  deal  in  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  out-door  relief,  and  he  recollected 
what  happened  at  the  time  soup  kitchens 
were  estaolished  in  1846  and  1847.  He 
believed  the  establishment  of  those  soup 
kitchens  was  the  cause  of  a  good  many 
people  being  degraded  and  demoralized. 
By  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  the  giv- 
ing of  out- door  relief,  and  having  no 
work  done  in  return  for  it,  would,  in 
every  case  in  which  it  was  given,  demo- 
ralize and  degrade  the  people.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  regarded  it  as  a 
most  judicious  act  on  the  part  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  to 
bring  forward  this  Amendment ;  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  his  hon.  Friend,  as 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party,  had  no 
desire  but  to  facilitate  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  provide  a 
satisfactory  means  by  which  the  relief 
could  be  given,  and  by  which  the  people 
would  give  a  fair,  h(mest  day's  labour 
for  the  money  that  would  be  given  to 
thom.  So  far  as  the  g^iviiig  of  out-door 
relief  was  concerned,  he  thought  there 
was  a  great  deal  in  the  present  system 
that  was  altogether  wrong.  By  the 
existing  system,  many  persons  were  re- 
ceiving out-door  relief  that  were  not 
entitled  to  it,  simply  because  they 
pressed  their  way,  and  were  so  clamor- 
ous for  it.  Persons  who  had  no  shame, 
and  who  had  already  been  degraded  by 
the  mode  in  which  the  system  had  been 
carried  out,  got  the  out-door  relief, 
while  more  deserving  people  got  none 
because  they  did  not  look  after  it  at  all. 
He  believed  that,  in  this  instance,  the 
same  result  would  happen,  and  that 
many  people  who  did  not  deserve  out- 
door relief  would  get  it.  With  regard 
to  the  institution  of  reproductive  works, 
if  the  Government  would  consider  any 
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other  mode  of  establishing  them  besides 
those  mentioned  in  the  Amendment,  he 
was  quite  sure  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  would  at  once  give 
way.  He  (Mr.  Kirk)  entirely  objected 
to  the  money  being  expended,  and  ex- 
pended alone,  in  the  giving  of  out-door 
relief,  without  having  in  every  instance 
some  kind  of  labour  performed  for  it. 
As  to  what  had  been  said  of  the  employ- 
ment of  farm  labourers,  he  had  no  fear 
that  they  would  be  drawn  away  by  em- 
ployment upon  public  works  from  their 
ordinary  occupation  on  the  farms  when 
their  services  on  the  farms  was  most 
required.  As  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
had  said,  the  Guardians  would  be  the 
persons  who  would  know  much  better 
than  any  other  persons  when  to  stop  this 
labour,  in  order  that  the  people  should 
return  to  their  ordinary  employment 
upon  the  land.  From  the  present  time, 
and  from  the  Ist  of  March,  there  would 
be  very  little  work  done  in  Ireland,  so 
far  as  agriculture  was  concerned ;  but 
the  people  would  be  comparatively  idle 
until  the  harvest  commenced.  Conse- 
quently, the  employment  of  the  people 
upon  reproductive  works  by  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  would  do  no  earthly  in- 
jury to  the  farmers.  He  was  a  farmer 
himself,  and  therefore  knew  a  good  deal 
about  the  matter.  It  would  not  do  the 
slightest  injury  to  the  farmers  to  employ 
the  people  who  were  clamouring  for 
labour.  The  Irish  people  were  not  a 
people  who  wished  to  be  made  paupers. 
Even  the  labourers  of  Ireland  had  an 
independent  spirit,  and  the  small  far- 
mers of  that  country  were  as  indepen- 
dent a  class  of  men  as  were  to  be  found 
in  the  world.  They  would  reject  the 
idea  of  receiving  out- door  relief  except 
they  were  in  a  state  of  starvation,  with 
their  families  dying  of  hunger  around 
them.  But  if  they  could  obtain  work, 
BO  that  they  could  say — **  We  are  not 
receiving  alms  ;  we  are  not  receiving 
charity;  but  we  are  receiving  money 
for  a  honest  day's  labour,"  then  they 
would  feel  that  their  independence  had 
not  gone,  and  that  no  demoralization 
had  taken  place  like  that  which  would 
take  place  if  there  was  no  resource  but 
the  indiscriminate  administration  of  out- 
door relief.  He  recollected  that  when 
the  soup  kitchens  were  established  in 
18 17  some  of  the  persons  who  received 
relief  at  that  time  had  remained  begg^am 
ever  since;  whereas  they  would  naye 
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remained  independent  in  spirit,  and 
have  sought  to  maintain  themselves  by 
work,  if  they  had  been  employed  upon 
public  works,  instead  of  being  made  the 
recipients  of  out-door  relief.  Therefore, 
having  seen  what  had  already  passed  ia 
Ireland  at  a  time  of  famine,  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  object  'to  any  recur- 
rence to  a  system  of  wholesale  relief 
without  provision  being  made  for  the 
employment  of  the  people  who  received 
it.  He  believed  that  it  would  do  a 
great  amount  of  g^od  in  Ireland  to  em- 
power the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  pro- 
vide reproductive  work.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  it  would  not  be  the 
money  of  the  Government  that  would  be 
expended  in  these  reproductive  works  or 
in  out-door  relief,  but  the  money  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  The  Government 
only  lent  it  to  them,  and  it  was  repaid 
back  after  a  certain  time.  Therefore,  it 
was  the  money  of  the  people,  and  not  of 
the  Government,  that  was  to  be  ex- 

E ended,  and  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor 
law  Unions  were  the  people  who  ought 
to  have  the  distribution  of  the  money. 
They  of  all  persons  would  be  able  to 
distribute  it  to  the  best  advantage,  and 
would  know  the  best  means  of  saving 
the  country  from  heavy  taxation  here- 
after. If  the  money  were  spent  in  re- 
productive works,  such  as  the  drainage 
of  land,  the  deeponing  of  rivers,  and 
other  useful  works,  the  result  would  be 
to  increase  the  future  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  there  would  be  no  loss  to 
the  Guardians  or  to  the  ratepayers  of 
the  district.  Therefore,  it  was  only  an 
act  of  justice  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  give  them  an  opportunity  of  expend- 
ing the  money  in  the  very  best  way; 
and  whilo  it  was  being  expended  in  the 
best  way  the  people  themselves  would 
be  prevented  from  becoming  a  burden 
upon  the  country  in  the  future. 

Mb.  SHAW  remarked,  that  he  had 
waited  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  respond  to  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) ;  and  he 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land and  the  Chief  Secretary  had  not 
expressed  their  intention  of  accepting  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  ho  (Mr.  Shaw)  put  for- 
ward no  theoretical  view  at  all ;  but  he 
spoke  from  his  own  practical  knowledge 
of  the  matter,  when  he  said  that  it 
would  be  an  injudicious  step  on  the 
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part  of  tho  Governmont  to  rejcot  tho 
Amendmont.  Tho  object  thoy  had  in 
Tiew  was  to  prevent  tho  groat  waste  of 
money  which  occurred  in  1847.  The 
system 'of  acting  by  means  of  the  pre- 
sentment sessions  wasted  money  then  ; 
and,  80  far  as  he  could  judp^e  from  all 
tho  accounts  he  had  seen,  and  especially 
in  his  own  county,  they  were  going 
about  wasting  money  now.  They  were 
presenting  roads  that  were  attempted  to 
be  made  in  1847,  and  which  no  human 
being  had  attempted  to  do  anything 
with  since.  Yet  they  were  now  being 
presontod  for  again,  as  a  means  of  find- 
ing employment  for  the  people.  One  hon. 
Member  objected  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians being  the  source  from  which  em- 
plojrment  was  provided,  on  the  ground 
that  the  members  of  such  Boards  were 
themselyos  almost  on  an  equality  with 
the  people  receiving  relief.  He  could 
not  imagine  where  the  hon.  Member  got 
his  information.  The  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians were  composed  of  magistrates  and 
landowners.  The  persons  who  attended 
most  frequently  the  meetings  of  the 
Board  were  tho  chairman  and  deputy 
chairman,  and  they  were  almost  in- 
Tariably  landlords,  and  were  the  most 
diligent  in  attending  to  the  details  of 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law.  In 
point  of  fact,  he  did  not  know  a  better 
machinery  for  administering  monoy  tlian 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  of  Ireland. 
There  might  bo  a  few  instances  where 
this  was  not  tho  case.  At  a  fonner 
stage  of  tho  Bill  he  had  raised  tlie 
question  as  to  the  propriety  of  spending 
the  money  on  roads,  and  roads  alone  ; 
and  some  Member  of  the  Government 
said  that  tho  Ijord  Lieutenant  liad 
power  to  extend  the  powers  of  the  pre- 
sentment sessions  so  as  to  include  other 
works.  Ho  believed  it  was  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  who  made  that 
statement ;  and  ho  (Mr.  Shaw)  remarked 
at  the  time  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
hare  these  extended  works  defined  in 
the  Billy  because  they  did  not  like  on 
erery  occasion,  when  they  had  u^foful 
works  to  undertake,  to  bo  compelled  to 
go  up  to  Dublin  and  discuss  tho  matter 
where  there  was  really  no  necessity.  lie 
thought  they  ought  to  have  power  to 
originate  these  works  themselves.  lie 
knew  instances  where,  in  his  own  dis- 
trict and  county,  works  might  bo  carried 
oat  to  great  public  advantage,  and 
where  they  must  give  out-door  relief  to 
'  AUs-bodiMl  peopfei  or    otherwise   the 


able-bodied  people  would  be  starving. 
If  they  had  power  to  do  the  things 
which  he  proposed,  even  in  a  modified 
way — for  he  was  quite  willing  to  yield 
to  the  suggestions  wliich  had  been  made 
by  Ills  hon.  Friends — lie  was  convinced 
that  great  advantage  would  follow.  lie 
was  perfectly  ready  to  say  to  the  Go- 
vernment— '*  Accept  this  Amendment  in 
principle,  and  I  am  ready  to  throw  over 
some  of  tlie  details  contained  in  it.'* 
What  ho  desired  was  to  save  the  self- 
respect  of  the  people,  and  to  enable  the 
authorities  to  do  useful  work,  instead  of 
squandering  the  money  on  the  people 
without  any  return.  Any  further  clauses 
that  would  be  necessary  to  give  effect 
to  the  proposition  ho  was  confident  tho 
riglit  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  would  be  able  to 
draw  up  by  to-morrow  morning.  He 
(Mr.  Shaw)  had  not  such  a  very  bad 
opinion  of  tho  Government  as  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway  appeared 
to  have.  He  thought  that  the  matter 
commended  itself  so  completely  and  en- 
tirely to  the  common  sense  of  the  House ; 
and  seeing  that  it  had  been  supported 
so  completely  in  principle  on  both  sides 
of  the  Ilouse,  and  was  altogether  of  so 
practical  a  nature,  he  could  not  imagine 
that  the  Government,  on  account  of  some 
red-tapeism,  or  some  ofiicialism  at  Dub- 
lin, would  prevent  the  object  of  tho 
Amendment  from  being  carried  out.  He 
might  add,  in  conclusion,  that  he  had 
not  the  sliglitest  wish  to  delay  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill,  but  was  simply  acting 
from  a  sense  of  duty,  and  he  had  no 
otlicr  object  wliatever. 

The  CHANCELLOR  oftiie  EXCHE- 
QUEll  apologized  for  not  having  risen 
earlier ;  but  he  had  thought  tliat  other 
hon.  Members  were  anxious  to  take 
part  in  the  discussion.  Although  ho 
was  most  anxious  to  proceed  with  the 
Hill,  and  to  make  substantial  progress, 
he  could  not  but  feel  that  it  was  im- 
portant the  Houso  should  hear  the 
practical  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  re- 
presenting Ireland.  But  he  must,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  still  adhere  to  the  de- 
citsion  at  which  the  Government  had 
arrived,  and  which  hud  already  been 
expressed  by  his  two  right  hon.  Friends 
near  him.  lie  could  assure  tho  Com- 
mittee that  he  took  this  course,  not  from 
any  feeling  of  red-tapeism  or  any  nar- 
row-minded prejudice,  but  because  by 
the  process  bv  which  they  had  arrived 
at  tnat  conclusion  thoy  had   satisfied 
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themselves  that  they  were  mating  the 
best  and  most  suitable  proposals  for  the 
good  of  Ireland  in  the  present  crisis. 
He  did  not  quite  understand  what  it 
was  that  hon.  Gentlemen,  in  supporting 
this  Amendment,  were  really  driving  at. 
Did  they  propose  that  the  Committee 
should  give  2^0"^6r  ^  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  sot  on  foot  a  certain  class 
of  works  in  addition  to.  or  in  substitu- 
tion for,  the  works  of  the  baronial  pre- 
sentment sessions?  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  to  urge  that  these  powers 
should  be  given  in  addition  to  what  was 
already  proposed  to  be  carried  into  effect 
by  the  Government.  They  said — '*The 
baronial  sessions  may  do  certain  works, 
but  they  will  present  works  that  are  not 
of  a  reproductive  character;  there  are 
other  classes  of  works  which  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  might  do ;  and,  therefore, 
it  is  bettor  to  add  this  machinery  to  your 
Bill."  On  the  other  hand,  many  hon. 
Members  had  spoken  in  a  tone  which 
was  unmistakeable,  and  which  pointed 
to  this — that  if  they  could  got  the  power 
given  which  they  now  asked  for  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  it  would  be  proper 
to  strike  out  the  power  which  had  been 
given  to  the  presentment  sessions.  IIo 
was  not  certain  which  of  these  two  views 
was  the  one  on  which  they  were  now  in- 
vited to  act.  If  it  was  intended  to  add 
this  to  the  other  kind  of  machinery  for 
public  works,  what  would  be  the  effect  ? 
They  had  already  done  a  good  deal  on 
the  responsibility  of  the  Government, 
and  they  had  proposed  to  Parliament  to 
sanction  and  develop  what  they  had 
done  in  tlie  way  of  providing  what  might 
be  called  roughly  relief  works.  Thoy 
had  proposed  to  give  powers  to  the 
landlords  under  the  Lands  Improvement 
Acts.  Works  of  this  kind  had  already 
been  incurred  and  applied  for  up  to 
something  between  £500,000  and 
£600,000;  and  probably  before  the 
end  of  the  month  it  would  amount  to  a 
somewhat  larger  sum  than  that.  Be- 
sides that,  they  had  provided  for  ad- 
vances for  sanitary  works  to  be  conducted 
under  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  a 
considerable  sum  had  been  applied  for 
under  that  head.  Then  they  had  the 
works  that  were  presented  by  the 
baronial  presentment  sessions ;  and  he 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  baronial  presentment  sessions  could 
only  be  called  in  on  the  suggestion  and 
promotion  of  the  Boalrds  of  Guardians 
themselves,  who  would  pat  the  machinery 
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in  motion.  They  applied  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  certify  that  there  was  occa- 
sion for  employment,  and  then  the  ses- 
sions set  the  works  on  foot.  If,  in 
entire  addition  to  this,  they  were  ta  create 
a  new  demand,  they  would  find  them- 
selves in  this  very  dangerous  positioD,  %o 
forcibly  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Cardigan  boroughs  (Mr.  D.  Davies], 
who  had  made  the  best  and  most  prac- 
tical suggestions  he  had  heard.  Hewaa 
sorry  that  the  House  was  bo  empty  at 
the  time  the  hon.  Member  made  his 
remarks ;  but  the  hon.  Member  with  very 
great  force,  and  not  expressing  anj 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  Amendment 
or  otherwise,  pointed  out  that  they  would 
run  a  very  great  danger  indeed  if  they 
drew  off  the  people  from  ag^cultural 
work,  such  as  tillage  works,  just  at  a 
time  when  it  was  most  important  to  pro- 
vide for  the  supply  of  food  for  the  next 
year.  That  was  one  of  the  greatest 
misfortunes  that  was  noticed  in  the  pro- 
ceedings that  took  place  in  the  Famine 
of  1846.  The  works  that  had  been 
executed  and  called  for  then  in  the  first 
winter  of  distress  took  up  the  labour  of 
a  great  number  of  people ;  and  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  had  quoted  from  Sir  Charles 
Trevolyan's  account  of  the  proceedings 
to  show  that  tillage  fell  off  and  wats  de- 
ficient precisely  in  those  parts  of  the 
country  where  public  works  had  been 
carried  on.  They  must,  therefore,  bo 
careful  that  thoy  did  not  introduce  a 
new  competitor  at  this  time  which  would 
draw  the  people  off  from  works  in  which 
they  ought  to  be  employed.  They  had, 
with  great  hesitation  and  reluctance, 
gone  the  length  of  proposing  to  confer 
these  powers  upon  the  baronial  sessions. 
Thoy  were  desirous  of  avoiding  anything 
in  the  nature  of  public  works,  and  they 
were  satisfied  that  they  would  be  com- 
mitting an  error  if  they  were  to  go  on 
adding  another  class  of  works  to  those 
already  sanctioned.  They  were  told  that 
the  example  of  Lancashire  ought  to  be 
followed,  and  that  they  ought  to  do 
through  their  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  what  they  did  through  the  Board 
of  Guardians  in  Lancashire  in  the  famine 
there.  The  cases  were  exceedingly  dif- 
ferent— partly,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  pointed  out,  because 
they  wore  only  ablo  in  1863  in  Lanca- 
shire to  pet  works  of  this  character  iu 
moti<;n  by  a  special  provision  for  em- 
ploying the  medium  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians.   There  were  no  sanitary  autho- 
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rities  then  who  had  the  power  of  doing  i 
what  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were  called 
on  to  do.     Nor  was  there  any  great  fund. 
There  was  a  small  fund  for  land  iin-! 
provement,  and  they  came  forward  and  j 
adyanced  from  the  Treasury  a  sum  of, 
£1,200,000  to  be  used  in  employment  on 
works  of  general  improvement,  and  they 
did  that  tlirough  the  Boards  of  Guar- ' 
dians.     But  in   Ireland  they  had  this 
class  of  works    in    operation    already. 
They  had  their  system  of  advances  for ! 
land  improvements.     They  did  not  re- 1 
quire  to  put  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
operation  for  that.     They  had  the  ma- 
chinery already.     It  was  in  full  work, 
and  they  had  given  it  an  ample  field. 
Bo  they  had  also  machinery  for  sanitary 
works.     They  would  still  be  able  to  give 
employment  in  that  direction.    They  had 
these  two  things  to  consider,  and  there 
was  also  the  third  point  dwelt  upon  by  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland — the  circum- 
.  stances  of   the    population.     How  dif- 
ferent were  those  in  Lancashire !     They 
had  to  provide  for  a  large  body  of  arti- 
sans and  operatives  thrown  out  of  cm- 
plojrment  from  the  cessation  of  the  fac- 
tories ;  and  they,  therefore,  endeavoured 
to  employ  them  in  any  way  they  could 
^not    drawing    them    off    from   other 
important  labour  they  ought  to  be  doing, 
because,    unfortunately,   there  was   no 
other  labour  available  for  them.     But 
here  they  ran  the  risk  of  drawing  off  the  ' 
coantvy  labourers  from  the  particular  * 
occupation  it  was  their  special  duty  to  I 
perform,  and  they  would  thereby  bo  in 
danger  of  doing  that  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for    the    Cardigan     boroughs 
referred — namely,  injuring  the  prospects  , 
of  their  crops  for  the  following  year.  ' 
That  being  so — and  he  assumed  that  he  i 
was  right — if  he  was  not  right,  at  all 
events,  he  had  exceedingly  good  grounds 
for  the  belief  that  he  was  riglit — then  | 
he  was  correct  in  saying  that  they  ought ; 
not  to  add  the  employment  contemx^latt^d  ; 
br  the  Amendment  to  the  employment ; 
of  labour  for  sanitary  works  at  the  pre- 
sent time.     But  some  hon.   Gentleman 
got  np  and  said — "  Oh,  but  you  are  going 
to  do  this  in  your  baronial  presentment 
Bsssions,  and  your  baronial  presontmont 
ssesions  are  a  mistake.     They  are  tho 
vrong  machinexy  to  employ.    Yon  ought 
to  employ  tho  Boards  of   Guardians.'' 
The  best  reply  to  that  was  that  if  this 
was  BO  it  was  a  pity  hon.  Members  did 
flet  find  it  out  sooner.    They  had  been 


discussing  the  Bill  all  that  night.  There 
had  been  prior  discussions  on  the  matter, 
and  they  were  just  arrived  at  the  time 
when  this  machinery  was  being  set  in 
motion.  The  baronial  sessions  had  been 
receiving  applications  in  many  cases.  In 
many  cases  the  loans  had  already  been 
agreed  to.  In  many  others  they  were 
now  at  that  moment  under  considera- 
tion. If  all  the  machinery  was  to  be 
stopped  it  was  a  great  gity  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  warned  sooner,  so  that 
there  would  have  been  no  need  to  throw 
out  of  gear  the  great  operations  which 
had  now  just  been  begun.  If  this 
Amendment  were  now  carried  they 
would  have  to  begin  the  work  all  over 
again,  and  the  Guardians  would  be 
called  upon  to  do  that  which  had  been 
hitherto  committed  to  the  presentment 
sessions.  He  did  not  understand  whe- 
ther they  were  trying  by  this  Amend- 
ment to  commit  to  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians any  other  work  than  that  which 
had  hitherto  been  proposed  to  be  com- 
mitted to  the  presentment  sessions.  Any 
work  which  the  Guardians,  under  this 
Amendment,  might  present,  miofht  be 
presented,  at  the  present  time,  oy  the 
baronial  sessions.  Any  work  under- 
taken in  the  one  case,  might  be  under- 
taken in  the  other.  That  being  the  in- 
tention, as  he  understood,  he  did  not 
see  what  was  to  be  gained  by  endea- 
vouring to  substitute  one  machinery  for 
the  other,  and,  to  use  a  familiar  illus- 
tration, by  changing  horses  when  they 
wore  just  in  the  middle  of  the  stream. 
He  did  not  say  the  Amendment  was  not 
a  right  one,  but  the  present  plan  had 
already  been  partially  carried  out ;  and 
ho  would  desire  to  press  very  strongly 
on  hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  was  better  to 
proceed  with  something  like  consistency, 
or,  at  all  events,  to  let  the  Government 
know  very  clearly  and  very  definitely 
what  was  the  intention  of  these  propo- 
sitions,and  whether  hon.  Members  wished 
to  substitute  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
for  the  baronial  sessions,  or  merely  to 
add  them  together.  For  his  own  part,  ho 
could  not  but  think  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  haV^  plenty  to  do  in 
the  proper  work  they  had  to  attend  to. 
They  had  a  most  serious  task  before 
thorn,  for  they  had  to  keep  the  people 
from  starving.  They  had  to  see  that 
tho  relieving  officers  were  properly  or- 
ganize<l,  and  did  their  duty  properly, 
and  they  would  have  to  see  to  the  dis- 
charge of  that  part  of  their  duties  which 
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related  to  sanitary  works ;  and  they  would 
also  have  to  see  to  the  distribution  of  pota- 
toes for  seed  under  the  Bill  which  had 
recently  passed  through  the  House.  lie 
would,  therefore,  say  to  the  House  very 
seriously,  do  not  overload  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  do  not  overwork  them 
at  tho  time  when  they  require  all  their 
energy  and  attention  for  their  proper 
work.  Do  not  expose  them  either  to 
tho  temptation  ^hat  may  occur  when  you 
call  upon  people  to  perform  work  of  a 
profitable  character.  They  were  to  em- 
ploy the  people  by  this  jVmendment  for 
tho  original  benefit  undoubtedly  of  those 
people  ;  but  still  there  was  the  fact  that 
the  work  might  be  of  advantage  to  the 
occupiers  or  tho  owners,  and  that  would 
expose  tho  persons  who  carried  out  the 
work  to  temptation.  He  maintained  that 
they  were,  at  all  events,  proceeding  upon 
principles  which  had  been  fairly  con- 
sidered. Tho  Government  spent  many 
weeks  in  tho  autumn  in  considering  the 
precise  proposals  that  they  would  make. 
They  postponed  giving  anything  in  the 
nature  of  encouragement  to  public  works 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  tho  distress ;  and 
it  was  only  when  they  saw  that  it  had 
become  absolutoly  nouossary  to  provide 
some  sort  of  labour  that  they  came  to 
tlio  deliberate  conclusion,  after  taking 
the  best  advice,  to  i)refer,  of  tho  two 
systems,  the  baronial  sessions.  He  be- 
lieved those  suggestions  were  now  work- 
ing well,  he  would  not  say  without  faults 
or  without  mistakes;  but  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  system  was  working  as  well 
as  could  be  expected  under  the  present 
necessity,  and,  therefore,  for  his  part,  he 
did  sincerely  hope  the  Committee  would 
not  think  it  necessary  to  abandon  it. 

Mil.  D.  G^CONOK  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  prolonging  tho  discussion  ; 
but  he  morel}'  rose  to  protest  against 
the  statement  that  Irish  Members  had 
now  only  begun  to  object  to  the  system 
of  baronial  sessions.  If  ho  remembered 
rightly,  a  very  strong  objection  to  those 
sessions  was  expressed  in  every  debate 
on  tho  subject,  and  on  tho  first  lino  of 
tho  3rd  clauso,  a  few  nights  ago,  a  very 
strong  argument  was  addressed  to  tho 
Committee  against  those  suggestions, 
showing  that  they  wero  not  tho  proper 
body  to  be  intrusted  with  that  work. 
What  happened?  The  Chairman  of 
tho  Committee  intervened,  and  said  that ! 
was  not  tho  proper  timo  to  raise  the  , 
question— tluit  it  would  b«'  tiiin»  eiiougli 
to  raise  it  when  they  canio  to  this  par-  j 
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ticular  dause.  Now  they  wore  told  that 
it  was  too  late,  and  that  the  quesction 
ought  to  have  been  raised  earlier.  That 
was  the  way  in  which  the  Gtjvemment 
perpetually  checkmated  them.  When 
they  first  raised  the  question  they  were 
told  it  was  not  the  proper  time  to  dis- 
cuss it.^  Then,  when  the  clause  was 
reached,  they  were  told  it  was  then  too 
late  to  enter  into  the  matter,  and  that 
they  must  pass  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  He 
was  as  anxious  to  pass  the  Bill  as  any- 
body ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  must  Teiy 
strongly  protest  agidnst  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  8WANST0N  said,  a  few  nights 
ago  ho  referred  to  his  experience  in  1 846 
and  1847  of  the  disadvantages  of  baronial 
sessions,  and  he  had  seen  nothing  since 
to  alter  his  opinion  that  the  same  reck- 
less proceedings  would  again  occur.  His 
opinion  was  that  the  Guardians  ought 
to  have  been  left  to  institute  public 
works  in  their  own  localities;  for,  in 
1846  and  1847,  he  found  that  the  prin- 
cipal works  were  carried  on  very  incon- 
veniently to  the  poor  people  generally. 
Tho  men  who  wanted  employment 
wero  forced  to  go  long  distances  to  ob- 
tain it,  instead  of  having  work  brought 
to  their  very  doors  as  proposed  by  this 
Amendment.  Therefore,  he  trusted  it 
was  not  too  late  now  to  press  the  Go- 
vernment to  consider  this  Amendment. 
Ho  thought  it  was  much  to  be  regretted 
that  something  had  not  been  done  to 
l)revent  works  being  bog^n  at  this  par- 
ticular season,  when  farming  operations 
ought  to  bo  carried  out.  The  presontment 
sessions  were  just  beginning  their  works; 
and  these  works  would,  consequently, 
just  come  into  operation  at  the  very  tinae 
they  shoidd  be  set  aside  for  a  month  or 
two,  and  the  people  should  be  at  work 
upon  tho  land. 

Question  put. 

Tho  Committee  divided  : 
Noes  109:  Majority  20.- 
No.  13.) 


—  Ayes  89; 
■  (Div.    lAbt, 


Mr.  G'SnAUGHNESSY  moved,  in 
page  2,  lino  16,  to  add  tho  words — 

"  Any  union  or  part  of  ftn  union  uiuy  ho  8cho- 
(IuIl'J  intbo  miiiincr  statod  in  tho  public  uotico 
iflsut^d  by  tlic  CoinmisMionors  of  Public  Works, 
on  the  twcnty.JM'cond  day  <»f  Xovombor,  one 
thourtjind  oif^lit  liundiiil  and  m  vmty-nint',  an  u 
di&lr4-t«.si  d  diittrirt,  for  tlio  ])urpiiKi)  nf  cxtcudiut; 
Uk  relu  thu  rigiit  to  bt)rru^%  iiiunuy  fur  tho  pur- 
poses of  out-dvor  rvliof,  or  fur  niiutory  improve- 
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ments,  or  for  the  improvement  of  land,  or  for 
works  to  be  preeented  by  extraordinary  present- 
ment  Bcesions,  as  set  forth  in  the  tenth  Bection 
of  this  Act." 

It  would  be  obvious  that,  in  order  that 
any  Union  should  get  an  opportunity  to 
borrow  money  for  any  of  the  purposes 
set  out  in  his  Amendment,  they  must  be 
scheduled  in  accordance  with  the  notice 
of  the  22nd  November.  The  object  of 
his  Amendment  was  that  the  Union,  or 
a  distressed  district,  might  be  scheduled 
for  one  particular  purpose  only,  instead 
of  the  general  purposes  mentioned.  It 
would  be  much  more  easy  to  permit  a 
place  to  be  scheduled  for  only  one  par- 
ticular kind  of  relief ;  and  it  certainly 
was  an  objection  to  scheduling  a  Union 
that  by  being  scheduled  it  was  allowed 
to  become  entitled  to  ask  for  money  for 
every  one  of  the  purposes  mentioned. 
[Mr.  J.  LowTHER  was  understood  to  ex- 
jyress  the  approval  of  the  Government  to 
that  part  of  the  Amendment.]  As  that 
part  of  his  Amendment  was  acceded  to, 
the  second  point  he  wislied  to  come  to 
was  one  permitting  only  apart  of  a  Union 
to  be  scneduled  instead  of  the  whole. 
According  to  the  notice  of  the  22nd 
November,  under  which  the  entire  scheme 
of  relief  was  to  be  worked,  the  whole  of 
the  Union  must  be  scheduled  in  order 
that  any  of  these  schemes  of  relief  mi^ht 
be  carried  into  effect.  His  proposal  was 
to  schedule  only  part  of  a  Union,  and  to 
schedule  it  only  for  the  particular  kind 
of  relief  required  there.  For  this  second 
Amendment  there  was  a  precedent  in  the 
Amendment  conceded  last  evening,  moved 
by  himself,  by  which  the  powor  of  coin- 
pulsory  out-door  relief  might  be  given 
to  any  electoral  division,  and  his  second 
Amendment  was  recommended  by  tlio 
same  arguments  which  he  tlion  used. 

TnB  ATTOKNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson),  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  INEember  to  explain 
more  exactly  the  definite  objects  lie 
■ought  to  accomplish  by  his  Amend- 
ment. By  the  existing  ('*ircular  all  ap- 
plications for  sanitary  purposes,  or  for 
improvements  of  land,  must  be  madt> 
beloro  the  29tli  of  February.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  by  this 
Amendment,  propose  to  extend  that 
date  longer,  so  as  to  enable  the  lAictA 
Oovemmont  13oanl  to  Rch^-diilo  dis- 
tricts after  that  date  ?  [Mr.  O'.SnArcii- 
XIHT  :  No.]  If  that  was  so,  he  did  not 
fiifee  understiiid  the  object  of  the  first 


part  of  the  Amendment.  Then,  as  to 
works  to  be  presented  to  the  extra- 
ordinary presentment  sessions,  that  was 
one  of  the  purposes  fixed  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
the  general  object  that  he  had  in  view  in 
proposing  his  Amendment  was  to  enable 
distressed  districts  to  be  scheduled  for  the 
purposes  of  relief,  without  rendering  it 
necessary  that  they  should  be  scheduled 
for  other  purposes.  If  the  Amendment 
were  agreed  to  matters  would  be  greatly 
simplified,  inasmuch  as  the  authorities 
would  be  enabled  to  schedule  a  district 
for  one  particular  purpose.  In  order 
that  the  Board  of  Guardians  might  be 
entitled  to  raise  money  under  the  clause 
as  it  stood,  a  district  must  be  scheduled 
as  a  distressed  Union ;  and  power  was 
given  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  to  borrow  money  for  the  purpose 
of  defraying  any  costs,  charges,  or  ex- 
penses incurred,  or  to  bo  incurred  by 
them  in  the  execution  of  the  Act.  Now, 
what  he  desired  to  do  was  to  provide 
machinery  by  which  a  Union,  or  any 
part  of  a  Union,  might  be  scheduled  for 
the  purposes  of  out-door  relief,  without 
being  sclioduled  for  any  other  purpose. 
It  would  not,  however,  be  at  all  compul- 
sory on  the  Government,  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  agreed  to,  to  schedule  a  dis- 
trict after  the  29th  of  February  for  that 
particular  purpose,  if  the  time  for  carry- 
ing it  into  ell'ect  happened  to  have  ex- 
pired. It  was,  in  his  opinion,  absolutely 
ueocssary  that  there  should  bo  power  to 
schedule  part  of  a  Union,  as  well  as  an 
entire  Unicm  ;  and  that  object,  ho  might 
add,  he  proposed  to  accomplish  by  the 
first  words  of  his  Amendment. 

Mil.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  he 
would  oiler  no  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment as  it  had  been  explained  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  ^lember. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clau'^e,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Clause  1  (Power  to  borrow). 

TiiK  Oil  ANCELLOE  of  tiii:  EXCIIE- 
UUEU  said,  he  proposed  to  insert,  in 
lino  2.'>,  alter  the  word  **  Act,"  the  words 
**  or  (»f  the  Poor  Law  Acts,  other  tlian  for 
building.*'  Tlie  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, ho  said,  was  to  empower  Boards 
(if  Guardians  to  borrow,  not  only  for  tlie 
new  and  exceptional  purjwses  of  the  Bill, 
but  for    the   general  purjioses  of   the 
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Union  otheT  thou  that  named  in   the 

Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  moved,  as 
an  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  27,  after 
the  word  "  expenses,"  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing words: — 

"  Every  union  to  which  an  order  authoriaing 
relief  oulside  the  workhouBO  ehall  be  iBsued 
under  (ho  third  section  of  thia  Act  may,  with 
Buch  ianction  as  aforoBnid,  for  tho  purpow  of 
dafraying  any  eo9l»,  charRM,  or  eipenses  in- 
curred, or  to  uo  inouired,  in  providing  and  die- 
tributing  mlicf  under  such  order,  borrow  and 
take  up  at  intorcBt  any  Bume  of  money  necessary 
for  delraying  any  such  costs,  charges,  and  ez- 

The  Amendment  was  one  which,  in  his 
opinion,  ivas  of  considerable  importance. 
Clause  3  gave  the  Local  Government 
Board  power  to  compel — though  the  word 
nsedinthe  clause  was  "authorized" — by 
order  under  their  seal  the  Guardians  of 
the  poor  of  any  Union  to  give  out-door 
relief  on  a  very  extenBivo  scale  ;  and  the 
expenses  of  that  relief  would,  no  doubt 
in  many  cases,  be  very  great.  That 
being  so,  Clause  4  gave  the  Unions 
scheduled  as  distressed  districts,  and 
those  Unions  only,  power  to  raise  money 
for  the  extraordinary  out -door  relief 
they  might  give  under  Clause  3,  and 
power  also,  under  tiis  Amendment  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Eithequer,  to  borrow 
for  even  out-door  relief.  Now,  what  he 
desired  to  do  was  to  have  it  laid  down 
in  one  form  or  another  in  the  Bill,  that 
if  a  Union  was  so  badly  off  that  the 
Local  Government  Boanl  found  it  neces- 
sary to  empower  the  Guardians  to  give 
out-door  relief,  they  sliould  be  enlitlod 
to  raise  money  at  31  per  rent,  imyable 
in  10  vcai-s.  The  Amendment  o?  the 
Cliancellor  of  the  Eichonuer,  to  which 
the  Committee  had  just  agreed,  fur- 
nished, ho  contended,  a  strong  argument 
in  favour  of  that  now  proposed.  Accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Amendment,  even  in  a  Union  whrre 
there  was  no  necessity  whatever  for  ex- 
ponding  money  in  an  extraoniinarj-  man- 
ner in  out-door  relief,  a  Union  migiit 
borrow  money  at  tlic  rnto  whicli  ho  had 
just  mentioned  for  a  period  of  10  years. 
Now,  when  such  a  privilege  was  given 
to  a  Union  which  was  uot  driven  to  give 
extraordinary  ont-door  relief,  surely 
other  Unions  wliidi  were  comjicUcd  to 
give  Buoh  relief  ought,  I'pto  faeto,  to 
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be  entitled  to  a  ■imiiai-  privilege.  He 
wished  to  imprew  on  the  Oommittse  tlu 
fact  that  the  gift  of  ont-door  relief  w» 
to  be  the  back-hone  of  the  whole  sjttem 
under  the  Bill.  There  were  diitiicta 
where  public  works  could  not  poanbly 
be  carried  ont,  where  there  were  no 
baronial  aeeaions  held,  or  where  it  wonU 
be  difficult  to  hold  them  in  time  to  give 
rehef.  He  might  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee,  for  example,  to  districU 
named  FaUysimon  and  Cuiiniar^  which 
were  four  or  five  miles  outside  the  city 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  reprsMnt, 
and  whose  case  was  so  bad  that  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  who  wu 
most  conversant  with  the  poaition  of  af- 
fairs there,  in  bringing  it  before  the 
Board  a  few  days  ago,  aaid  that  its  con- 
dition woe  so  wretched  that  it  could 
scarcely  be  paralleled  durine  the  Famine 
of  1847  and  never  since.  There  was  in 
that  district  no  means  of  employmeat, 
and  great  distress  prevailed.  Now,  if  in' 
places  like  that  the  people  did  not  enjoy 
such  advantages  as  the  Amendment 
would  confer,  the  system  of  relief  pro- 
vided by  the  Bill  would,  he  was  afraid, 
be  extremely  imperfect. 

Question  proposed,  "ThatthoaewOTds 
bo  there  inserted." 

Me.  O'SUAUGHNESST  said,  he 
desired  to  amend  his  Amendment  by 
the  insertion,  after  the  words  "every 
Union,"  of  the  words  "  or  any  part  of  a 
Union." 

Mn.  PAGET  pointed  out  that  those 
words  wero  wider  in  their  scope  than 
those  employed  in  the  previous  parts  of 
the  Bill. 

TiikCIIANCELLOE  oyTHE  EXCHE- 
QUEB  also  objected  to  the  insertion  of 
the  words  "  or  any  part  of  a  union," 
considering  that  they  would  bo  incon- 
sistent witli  the  Srd  clause,  which  the 
Committe<>  bad  already  pasoed. 

Mn.  O'SHAUGIiNESSY  said,  he 
would  not,  in  those  oircumstancos,  ask 
the  Committeo  to  adopt  them. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment, 
by  leave,  Kithdrawn. 

Original  Aniendnieiit  agreed  to. 

Ma.  BIGCiAR  moved,  in  pngo  2. 
lines  31  and  .12,  to  have  out  tlie  wonlx 
"of  such  of  tho  eli-ctiirul  diviMons  in 
the  uniim."  In  pruposintr  tho  Amend- 
ment lie  was,  hu  said,  simply  advocating 


M9 


E$U$f  of  Dutrm       (F£bbuaby  19,  1880] 


ilr$land)  BiU.         990 


the  principle  for  whioli  he  had  contended 
in  the  discussions  on  the  earlier  stages 
of  the  Bill.  In  his  opinion,  the  Union 
should  be  the  area  over  which  the  rates 
should  be  levied ;  and  the  re-payment  of 
money  borrowed  ought  not,  he  main- 
tained, to  be  thrown  entirely  on  poor 
electoral  districts,  which  might  not  be 
able  to  refund  it  in  a  great  number  of 
years. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  had  much 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amendment, 
and  trusted  tne  Government  would 
accede  to  it.  The  just  demands  of  Irish 
Members  ought,  he  thought,  to  be  met 
bjr  at  least  some  concessions  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  so  that  they  might 
show  that  they  were  not  bent  on  passing 
measures  which  were  totally  opposed  to 
the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  opposed  the 
Amendment,  observing  that  ifc  opened 
up  the  entire  question  of  Union  rating 
on  which  the  Government  did  not  think 
thej  would  be  justified  in  pronouncing  a 
decision  in  a  discussion  raised  incident- 
ally on  a  Bill  for  the  relief  of  distress 
in  Ireland. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  necessary  to  make  some  altera- 
tion in  the  clause  to  meet  that  whirli 
had  already  been  introduced  in  Clause  3 
by  the  substitution  of  the  word  "in- 
door" for  *'  out-door  "  relief. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  if  a 
Terbal  Amendment  was  required  to  make 
the  clause  consistent  with  the  previous 
clause,  he  would  take  care  that  it  should 
be  introduced  before  the  Report. 

Mr.  SHAW  thought  it  was  very  ma- 
terial that  tho  Amendment  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert)  should  be  made. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  contended  that,  en- 
tirely irrespective  of  the  question  of 
Union  or  diviHional  rating,  tho  proper 
locality  on  which  to  levy  a  rate  uud^.T 
the  operation  of  the  clause  was  tho 
Union  at  large. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  GiB.<«oy)  said,  tho  Go- 
Temmont  had  accepted  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Pork,  wliioh 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  compromise,  for 
it  did  not  go  to  tho  whole  extent  of 
Union  rating. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  irithdraicn. 

Ma.  SHAW  moved,  in  page  2,  lino 
89,  to  leave  out  the  word   '*ten/'  in 


order  to  insert  the  word  "  thirty."  In 
the  case  of  the  Lancashire  loan,  he  said, 
the  power  of  borrowing  money  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  30  years  was  given, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  period 
should  not  be  equally  long  in  the  case 
of  Ireland.  Ten  years  was  a  very  short 
period,  in  his  opinion,  for  the  re-payment 
of  tho  loans  under  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
39,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  ten,**  in  order 
to  insert  the  word**  thirty." — {3fr.  Shaw.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  ten  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  chancellor  of  theEXOHE- 
QUER  was  sorry  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  proposal  to  extend  the  time,  which 
he  thought,  as  prescribed  by  the  BiU, 
was  sufficiently  long. 

Mk.  SYNAN  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  no  reason  for  the  dif- 
ference between  the  30  years  which  were 
allowed  to  sanitary  authorities  for  the 
re-payment  of  loans,  and  the  10  years 
only  allowed  to  tho  Board  of  Guardians 
for  the   same  purpose,  than   that  this 
difference  was  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  posterity.     He  (Mr.  Synan)  could  see 
no  reason  whatever  in  that,  and  thought 
that  the  obligation  which  was  binding 
upon  one  body  to  re-pay  in  a  certain  time 
should  also  be  binding  on  the  other ;  but, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  tho  interest  of  posterity  one  was  to 
have  30  years  for  re-payment  and  the 
otlier  only  10.      With   rospect   to  pos- 
terity,  he   thought  that   tho   Board  of 
(luardians  wore  entitled  to  charge  it  just 
as  much  as  wcro  the  sanitary  authorities 
and   tho   land<Ml  proprietors.      Suppose 
tli(»   loans  of   the   ]k>ard  of  Guardians 
made  tlio  rates  in  any  districts  bankrupt, 
would  it  not  bo  reasonable  to  t»xtond  tho 
tinio  for  re-payment  to  20  or  30  ycjars  ? 
What  was  ilm  dilffrence  botweon  giving 
money  to  Lancashiro  for  tho  support  of 
tho  poor,  and  giving  money  to  Ireland, 
tlirongli  tho  Guardians,  for  the  support 
of  tho  poor  ?      With  respect  to  giving 
tliHiu  time  for  re-payment,  it  made  no 
ditrcrence  whether  the  money  was  ap- 
plied to  works  in  Lancashire,  or  whether 
it  was  applied  in  the  shape  of  out-door 
relii'f  or  in  the  sliape  of  public  works 
in  Ireland.     Instead  of  there  being  any 
distinction  which  could  bu   urged  as  a 
reason  against  extending  tho  time  for 
the  Boards  of  Uuanliaus,  ho  thought  that 
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right  that  a  distriot  should  hare  tlw 
power  of  burdening  itself  for  the  r«-p^- 
ment  of  loans  for  an  indefinite  period. 

Me,  8TNAN  reminded  the  right  birn. 
Gentleman  that  he  did  not  vant  an  in- 
definite period.  The  Circular  of  the 
22nd  of  November,  relating'  to  loans  to 
sanitary  authorities,  fixed  the  time  of 
re-payment  at  30  years,  and  the  intenK 
at  L  per  cent.  He  hneir  of  three  orfoor 
cases  in  his  own  countj  where  this  role 
had  been  applied. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  10  years  iras  i 
most  unreasonably  short  period  for  re- 
payment, because  it  would  take  threeor 
four  yeara  of  this  time  for  the  poor  peo- 
ple to  recover  themselves  from  their  pre- 
sent condition,  and  during  that  period 
the  Qovemment  were  about  to  hang  a 
mill-stone  of  debt  around  their  ueckt 
which  might  amount  to  It.  6J.  in  the 
pound  for  public  works  alone,  and  whidi 
would  be  in  addition  to  the  ordinary 
county  rates  and  poor  rates.  In  fact,  it 
would  amount  to  a  total  of  taxation  that 
would  be  crushing  to  the  people,  while 
in  tlio  small  country  towns  it  would  be 
moro  crushing  still. 

Question  put, 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  163; 
Noes  47:  Minority  106.— (Div.  List, 
No.  14.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrted  to. 

Clause  5  (Power  of  Board  of  "Works 
to  lond). 

Mil.  SHAW  said,  there  was  an  Amend- 
muiit  on  the  Paper  iu  the  name  of  hi» 
hoii.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  Couuty  (Colonel  Colthurst)  to  re- 
duce tlio  ruto  of  interest  upon  loans  to 
Ilunnls  of  Guardians  from  3i  per  cent 
(rt  1  per  cent.  If  the  Cliancotlor  of  the 
Exclifquer  insisted  upou  re-payment  in 
]  0  years,  lio  thought  lie  might  agree  to 
the  snknn<ir  rntu  of  interest,  because  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  a  burden  coming 
ipoii  tlifiu  for  re-payment  at  a  very 
ifiort  period.  Ho  begged  leave  to  more 
to  ioiivo  out  from  page  3,  lino  18,  the 
words  "three  und  a-lialf,"  in  order  to 
inst?rt  the  word  "one." 


the  reason  which  had  been  given  was 
plainly  in  their  favour,  because  the  pub- 
lic got  a  benefit  in  the  shape  of  works. 
Under  those  circumstance b,  he  hoped 
they  would  get  from  the  Treasury  some 
more  satisfactory  answer,  and  that  they 
would  accept  the  Amendment  of  his  lion. 
Friend  in  some  form,  if  not  by  oxtend- 
icg  tiie  period  to  30  years. 

Mr.  SHAW  was  afraid  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  hardly  understood  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment.  There  were 
in  his  own  county  presented  works,  the 
charge  for  which  amounted  to  Is.  6rf.  in 
the  pound  for  10  years  ;  that  was  from 
the  presented  works  alone.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  in  that  very  district  there 
would  he  a  large  amount  of  taxation 
under  this  clause,  some  of  which  could 
not  be  paid.  So  that  if  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  retain  the  10 
yeara  for  re-payment  he  was  certain  to 
lose  money  extensively.  Besides,  Irish 
Meinbora  would  have  to  come  to  Parlia- 
nietit  in  a  few  years'  tinio  to  say  that  this 
wholo  district  was  going  into  bankruptcy, 
and  to  aak  for  an  extension  of  time. 
He  maintained  that  the  loans  for  sani- 
tary purposes  in  towns  being  made  for 
tho  extended  period,  the  loans  for  feed- 
ing the  poor  people  of  Ireliind  and  for 
keeping  them  alive  ought  to  be  equally 
extended  with  regard  to  tho  time  of  re- 
payment. It  struck  him  that  the  Go- 
vernment hardly  realized  tho  extent  of 
the  calamity  which  was  imponding  over 
some  parts  of  Ireland  ;  and,  therefore,  tie 
trusted  that  they  would  extend  tlio  time 
for  re-payment,  so  that  the  burden  upon 
tho  taxpayer  might  fall  more  lightly. 

Mu.  J,  LOWTHEIt  said,  thot  the  dif- 
ference of  lime  for  tho  re-payment  of 
these  difTereut  classes  of  loans  was  ap- 
portioned, not  neci>rdiiig  to  the  class  of 
persons  or  public  bodies  borrowing  the 
money,  but  aecor<ling  to  tho  class  of 
works  to  bo  porforniod  with  the  money 
BO  borrowed.  Ho  pointed  out  that  the 
land  improvements  and  sanitary  works 
wore  of  a  moro  permanent  ehorncler 
than  out-door  relief.  With  regard  to 
land  imprcjvoments,  these  works  had  to 
bo  certitied  as  being  of  a  character  which 
would  confer  benelit  on  the  propeHv  thv 
tho  time  ovcr.whiih  the  loan  would  have 
to  run.  He  thought  the  hon.  Mcmlier 
had  errod  in  respect  of  tho  tint"  in  which 
the  loans  for  this  class  of  works  were  re- 
payable, tho  term  f.jr  which  was  laid 
down  at  15  years.  It  was  not  considered 
Mr.  Smiuih 
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The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  the  Govurnmeut  had 
no  idea,  in  framing  this  Bill,  that  the 
money  should  be  advanced  from  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Fund  upon  terms 
which  might  be  called  ^'alms-giving." 
No  doubt  the  advances  to  bo  made  ought 
to  be  made,  and  wore  always  intended  to 
be  made  at  the  regular  rate  for  advances 
from  the  Public  Works  Fund.  The 
character  of  the  measure  would  bo  al- 
together changed  by  substituting  1  per 
cant  for  the  ordinary  rate  of  3^  per  cent. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  at  all  pos- 
sible to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mr.  SYNAN  did  not  think  that  there 
was  any  force  in  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  the  character  of  the 
measure  would  be  altogether  changed 
by  simply  altering  the  rate  of  interest 
from  3^  per  cent  to  1  per  cent.  The 
money  which  was  to  be  got  from  tho 
Irish  Cliurch  Sur2)lus  Fund  was  to  bo 
advanced  at  1  per  cent.  But  Ucr  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  no  objection  to 
make  the  Irish  people  pay,  and  to  make 
them  losers  of  tho  interest  on  tho  money 
to  be  given  from  tho  lloyal  Treasury  of 
England — tlie  English  people  were  so 
poor,  and  in  such  a  state  of  bankruptcy, 
that  they  could  not  alTord  to  advance 
their  money  at  a  less  rate  than  3}  per 
cent ;  but  in  one  case  it  was  Irish  money 
and  must  be  given  for  nothing,  while  in 
the  other  case  it  was  Imperial  money, 
and  must,  therefore,  be  advanced  at  in- 
terest. Ho  supposed  the  financial  ar- 
rangements of  the  Budget  would  be  dis- 
turbed if  tho  money  were  lent  at  the 
lowcfT  rate  of  interest. 

Mb._  FINIGAN  said,  it  would  be  a 
sad  thing  if  the  people  of  Ireland  in  this 
exceptional  time  of  misfortune  knew  that 
the  money  that  came  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  would  have  to  be  paid  for 
at  the  rate  of  3^  ])er  cent,  while  1  per 
cent  only  was  charged  upon  tho  niom>y 
which  came  out  of  the  Irish  Cliurch 
Surplus  Fund,  lie  thought  it  would 
become  the  Government,  and,  at  all 
erents,  showed  that  the  English  people, 
through  their  Keprescntativos,  were  in- 
cUned  to  treat  Ireland  as  justly  and 
sqnitably  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
■s  the  Irish  people  wero  treated  out  of 
thmr  own  fund.  They  had  been  for  a 
long  time  discussing  tho  Bill ;  it  was  now 
kte,   and  he   hoped  the   Govommont 
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would  give  way.  His  personal  opinion 
of  the  13ill  was  that  it  was  a  very  sad 
one  as  it  stood,  and  he  would  like  to 
see  it  improved,  and  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  amount  of  interest  which 
the  Government  proposed,  wrongly,  as 
he  believed,  to  charge  upon  the  Irish 
people.  He  trusted  that  the  Irish  people 
might  really  feel  that  the  Government 
were  anxious  to  do  something  at  this 
period  of  distress  for  the  people  of  Ire- 
land of  an  exceptional  and  favourable 
character,  and  for  this  reason  he  trusted 
the  Government  would  give  way  and  ac- 
cept the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  behoved 
that  the  Government  wished  to  do  all  in 
their  power  to  mitigate  the  distress  in 
Ireland;  and  for  what  they  liad  attempted 
to  do  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  he,  for 
one,  gavo  them  his  humble  thanks.  He 
put  it  to  the  Head  of  the  Government, 
whether  it  would  not  be  a  becoming 
thing  for  them  to  give  way  upon  that 
occasion,  and  not  to  ask  for  this  increased 
amount  of  interest  ?  Tho  question  of 
purse  was  one  which  actuated  people  in 
Ireland  as  well  as  in  England,  and  he 
was  quite  aware  that  many  persons  in 
Ireland  would  say — **  We  are  likely  to  be 
saddled  with  a  considerable  sum  for  the 
relief  of  tho  poor ;  "  and  when  they  saw 
that  they  were  likely  to  have  to  pay  a 
considerable  rate  of  interest  on  theloans 
advanced  for  this  purpose  tliey  might 
decline  to  accept  them.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  taking  action  to  re- 
lieve the  distress  in  Ireland  ;  and  heap- 
pealed  to  them  to  look  beyond  small 
matters  of  this  kind,  and  not  to  say  that 
small  farmers  in  Ireland  should  have 
tho  right  to  decide  whether  or  not  they 
would  take  up  these  loans.  He  thought 
that,  upon  a  question  of  this  character 
in  that  House,  he  had  a  right  to  look 
beyond  Boards  of  Guardians ;  and  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  {Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  who  were  more  especially 
cliarged  with  the  conduct  of  this  mea- 
sure, and  who  were  more  conversant 
with  the  mode  in  which  it  was  likely  to 
bo  administered,  whether  they  did  not 
think  that,  in  the  interests  of  the  jyoor  of 
Ireland,  they  ought  to  regard  what  was 
likely  to  be  done  in  their  behalf?  For 
his  own  part,  and  he  said  it  with  shame, 
in  somo  places  there  were  certain  persons 
connected  with  the  Poor  Law  adminis* 
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tration,  wlio  would  look  only  to  the 
narrow  regard  of  how  far  they  were 
likely  to  save  thomselves.  Such  a  small 
question  as  that  of  this  difference  of  in- 
terest was  not  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament ;  the  question 
was  how  far  they  could  do  away  with 
the  distress  in  Ireland,  and  whether  the 
Irish  Members  had  not  a  right  to  ap- 
peal to  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and 
in  this  sense  ho  did  appeal  to  the  Leader 
of  the  House  to  say  whether  it  was  for 
the  Goveroment  to  hesitate  about  this 
question  of  interest.  The  remarks  which 
he  had  made  concerning  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  Ireland  were  not  likely  to 
increase  his  popularity.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  not  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  whether  it  was  right  to  spend  the 
night  in  fighting  over  questions  of  3^ 
and  1  per  cent  interest  at  a  time  when 
the  actual  existence  of  the  people  had 
to  bo  considered?  He  had  given  the 
Government  no  opposition  upon  this  Bill 
in  any  possible  form ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  had  given  them  his  humble  support 
in  the  measures  that  had  been  intro- 
duced. He  did  not  think  that  there 
was  any  Gentleman  in  the  House, 
be  he  Whig  or  Tory,  who  would 
not  say  that  the  first  question  to  be 
considered  in  this  matter  was  the  pre- 
servation of  life ;  and  he  trusted  that 
beforo  a  new  Parliament  mot  in  that 
House  it  would  not  be  remembered 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  that  they 
had  opposed  the  simple  request  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  to  fix 
the  rate  of  interest  at  the  amount 
which  had  been  taken  on  former  occa- 
sions. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  if  he  had  under- 
stood rightly  the  statement  of  the  Go- 
yernment,  it  was  not  intended  to  lend 
money  under  the  Bill  in  the  form  of 
charity.  But,  if  he  were  not  mistaken, 
the  money  was  to  be  lent  to  the  land- 
owners at  1  per  cent.  The  money  was 
to  be  lent  to  the  landowners  at  1  per 
cent  from  tho  Irish  Church  Surplus 
Fund.  Thus  the  landowners  would  get 
money  on  charity  terms,  although,  doubt- 
less, they  would  not  like  to  be  told  so. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  tlio  occupying 
tenants  ought  to  bo  treated  in  tlie  same 
way  as  tliu  landowners,  and  also  get 
money  at  1  per  cent. 

Sir  Patrick  O'Jiritn 


Mb.  O'SITLLiyAN  aaid,  lie  would 
like  to  know  what  the  Gk>Yermnent  of 
this  oountiy  had  ever  given  to  Ireland? 
Had  it  ever  g^yen  a  single  pound  ?  For 
many  years  £3,000,000  a-jear  had  been 
taken  from  Ireland  in  the  ^ape  of  taxes, 
and  nothing  had  eyer  been  g^yen  baek. 
It  might  be  said  that  Ireland  paid  no 
more  in  taxes  than  England;  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  a  very  heayy  tax 
was  levied  on  an  article  which  was  con- 
sumed in  Ireland  in  greater  quantitiei 
than  it  was  in  England.  But  while 
thousands  of  pounds  had  been  contri- 
buted from  America  to  help  the  starring 
peasantry  in  Ireland,  yet  not  a  n^le 
shilling  had  been  contributed  by  Her 
Majesty's  (Government.  The  National 
Debt  Commissioners  were  getting  money 
from  the  public  at  2  J>  per  cent,  and  yet 
the  Government  wanted  to  charge  the 
suffering  people  in  Ireland  3^  per  cent. 
Thus,  in  place  of  Ireland  getting  nothing, 
the  Government  proposed  that  it  i^ouU 
be  made  to  pay  a  profit  of  1  per  cent 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  begged  to  infom 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Gk)yeznment 
had  become  responsible  for  very  consi- 
derable sums  for  the  relief  of  distress  in 
Ireland.  It  was  not  fair  to  say  that  the 
landowners  were  the  only  persons  who 
were  entitled  to  obtain  advances  at  1 
per  cent,  for  sanitary  authorities  and 
the  baronial  sessions  were  equally  en- 
titled to  those  liberal  terms.  The  prin- 
ciple on  which  they  had  drawn  the  dis- 
tinction between  3^  per  cent  and  1  per 
cent  was  that  persons  who  were  not 
obliged  to  borrow  money,  but  to  whom 
it  was  necessary  to  offer  an  inducement 
for  so  doing,  should  be  allowed  to  hare 
it  at  1  per  cent.  But  to  those  persons 
to  whom  it  was  not  necessaiy  to  offer 
inducements,  the  Government  could  only 
grant  it  at  3)-  per  cent. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  would  have 
thought  that  both  English  and  Scotch 
Members  would  havo  joined  in  urging 
the  Government  to  grant  money  for  the 
relief  of  distress  in  Ireland  at  1  per  cent 
interest;  and  ho  should  have  thought 
that,  under  the  exceptional  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  Government  would  have 
accepted  tho  proposition.  He  should 
havo  thought  Uiat  ever}'  hon.  Member, 
irrespective  of  his  politics,  would  not 
huckster  over  a  question  of  tho  lives  of 
tho  people,  and  that  a  small  matter  of 
this  kind  would  not  be  made  a  battle- 
ground, wheu  the  object  was  to  relievo 
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— he  would  not  eay  a  famine,  but  the 
extreme  and  great  destitution  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  SHAW  observed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  seemed  disposed  to  exaggt^rato 
the  liability  of  the  Imperial  Government. 
They  had  becomere8ponRiblefor£500,000 
for  two  years.  Ho  did  not  object  to  the 
loans  which  the  Government  had  already 
promised  to  the  landowners,  because  the 
money  would  go  into  the  country,  and 
every  class  of  tho  community  would 
benefit.  With  respect  to  the  Amend- 
ment, there  were  several  reasons  why  he 
did  not  wish  to  take  a  division.  In  ask- 
ing permission  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, he  could  not  help  remarking  that 
a  Te^  strong  argument  had  been  offered 
for  Home  Kule.  Every  step  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  had  had  the 
effect  of  putting  arguments  into  their 
mouths  of  the  strongest  character  in 
favour  of  Home  Eule.  The  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  simply  came  to 
this — that  he  liked  to  borrow  at  a  low 
rate  of  interest  for  a  long  period,  and  to 
lend  at  a  high  rate  of  interest  for  a  short 
period.  Those  arguments  did  not  com- 
mend themselves  to  tho  sympathy  of 
Irishmen  when  applied  to  the  relief  of 
distress  in  their  country.  Ho  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  BIGGAK  observed,  that  tlic  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  County  Cork 
rColonol  Colthurst)  and  the  lion.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  had  both  given  Notice  of 
the  same  Amendment,  lie  lind  been 
asked  by  tho  latter  G(>ntleman  to  move 
his  Amendment.  Ho  did  not  feel  that 
the  arguments  which  lind  been  adtluced 
by  the  right  lion.  Gentlenmu  the  Chief 
Secretary  carried  conviction  to  hi.s  own 
mind,  nor  did  he  think  they  would  to 
the  minds  of  his  hon.  FriendH.  He  ob- 
jected, therefore,  to  the  withdrawal  of 
the  Amendment ;  and  he  was  bure  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  would 
himself  have  strongly  objtK;ted  to  that 
course. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  iirided: — Ayes  Ml  ; 
Noes  38:  Majority  103.  — (l)iv.  List, 
No.  15.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Ganse  6  (B^>aTmont  of  loans  made 
bj  the  Boaid  of  Works)  agreed  to.  i 


Clause  7  f  Orders  for  pa^nnent  of  loans 
may  be  made  by  Local  Ghjvemment 
Board)  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Confirmation  of  expenditure 
by  Guardians  and  indemnity)  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Validation  of  loans). 

Me.  FINIGAN  moved,  in  page  4,  line 
27,  to  insert  after  the  word  **  owners," 
the  words  *' occupying  tenants."  This 
Amendment  of  his  raised  a  most  impor- 
tant question  as  to  loans  to  occupiers ; 
and  as  they  had  now  been  eight  nours 
in  Conmiittee,  and  the  question  at  issue 
was  one  which  required  very  careful 
consideration,  he  should,  if  he  could  ob- 
tain any  support,  divide  the  House  and 
insist  on  reporting  Progress. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Mr. 
Finigan,) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  really  thought, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at  the 
Amendment  he  had  proposed,  he  would 
see  that  it  was  not  susceptible  of  discus- 
sion. The  clause  did  not  refer  to  any 
loans,  but  merely  dealt  with  the  past, 
and  referred  to  what  had  been  oone. 
The  clause  did  not  propose  to  take  any 
powers  for  the  future,  but  merely  re- 
cited what  had  already  been  done  by 
the  Government,  and  asked  the  House 
to  approve  of  it.  He  was  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  after  that  explanation,  would 
see  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  make 
the  Amendment  he  suggested. 

Mh.  FINKtAN  said,  as  tho  question 
was  one  which  must  bo  rained  further 
on  and  would  require  a  gr<»at  deal  of 
consideration,  ho  would  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion  and  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  moved,  in  page  .5,  lino 
35,  after  the  word  *'loan,"  to  insert  tho 
words — 

"  Always  providing,  Tliat  no  i>ortion  of  euch 
loan  shall  Im<  cxiicnuccl  in  coun(.>ction  with  the 
iwusttlidation  of  any  cxinting  holding  of  land, 
or  causing  tho  termination  of  any  holding?  or 
holdings  of  land  ;  and  further  providing,  lliat 
in  any  action  for  roni]>enBation  for  diAturlumco 
1 'rough t  or  hereafter  to  ho  brought  by  any 
tenant  of  land  in  Ireland  under  tlie  provision  a 
of  *llio  l«indh)rd  and  Tenant  (In-land)  Act, 
1870/  any  claim  of  an  owner  of  land,  in  con- 
Bcquenco  of  improvomcnta  effected  with  any  loan 
granted  under  this  Act,  to  demand  an  incrcoao 
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after  the  word  **loan,"  to  insert  these 
words — 

**  Provided  always,  That  in  any  award  for  in- 
crease of  rent  to  bo  made  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  (Ireland)  under  the  said  Acts, 
tho  increase,  if  any,  so  awarded  shall  not  exceed 
the  yearly  rent  charge  payable  by  the  owner  for 
such  loan." 

That  was  a  slight  alteration  of  the  terms 
of  his  Amendment  as  it  originally  stood ; 
but  the  Committee  would  see  it  was  neces- 
sary in  order  to  carry  out  its  intention. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GBAY  regretted  the  alteration 
which  had  been  made,  because,  as  he 
understood  it,  the  landlord  was  now  to 
add  not  merely  the  interest,  but  also  the 
instalments  of  principal,  to  the  rent  of 
the  tenant.  The  result  would  be  that 
after  the  loan  was  paid  off  the  landlord 
would  have  for  nothing  the  profit  of  the 
transaction.  [**  No,  no !  "]  Surely  the 
equitable  thing  was  that  the  tenant 
should  only  pay  the  interest,  because 
the  improvement  remained  as  a  per- 
manent increase  to  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlord.  Therefore,  the 
tenant  should  not  pay  both  principal 
and  interest. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  was  quite  correct 
in  altering  his  Amendment  as  he  had 
done,  because,  unless  it  was  so  altered, 
it  might  appear  that  the  tenant  was  to 
pay  the  interest  twice  over. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  it  was  so.  The 
amount  to  be  paid  would  be  the  interest 
on  the  sum  sufficient  to  repay  the  princi- 
pal. If  the  interest  was  £3  8«.  6^/.,  and 
the  rent  charged  £  1 ,  instead  of  paying 
£3  8«.  6i.  tho  tenant  would  way  £4  8«.  6(/. 
Really  tho  alteration  he  had  made  in  his 
Amendment  was  in  favour  of  the  tenant. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gray) 
would  understand  the  matter  now  he  had 
explained  it  by  figures. 

Mr.  gray  replied,  that  he  was,  un- 
doubtedly, very  dull  of  apprehension;  but 
he  was  still  unable  to  understand  the 
exact  meaning  of  the  Amendment.  Was 
the  amount  to  which  tho  rent  was  to  be 
increased  to  include  the  instalments  of 
tho  principal,  or  was  it  not  ?  If  the  in- 
crease represented  the  interest  alone, 
that  was  strictlv  equitable,  of  course;  but 
if  it  indnded  also  the  yearly  instalments 
for  the  re-payment  of  Uie  loan  spread 
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over  a  certain  period,  the  result  would 
be  to  give  the  entire  profit  of  the  im- 
provement after  the  extinction  of  the 
loan  to  the  landlord  for  nothing.  Of 
course,  his  hon.  Friend  might  be  correct, 
and  he  himself  be  suffering  from  a  misap- 
prehension ;  but  he  only  wanted  to  know 
what  was  the  exact  meaning  of  the 
Amendment,  and  what  was  to  be  the 
sum  the  yearly  tenant  was  to  pay. 

Mr.  SYNAN  replied,  that  he  proposed 
what  the  words  of  his  Amendment  con- 
veyed— that  the  tenant  should  pay  for 
35  years  what  the  landlord  was  uable  to 
pay.  After  the  35  years  a  new  arrange- 
ment would  be  made  for  the  land ;  and 
nobody  could,  of  course,  s^  what  at  that 
time  might  be  necessary.  But  if  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gray)  would  add  words  say- 
ing that  after  the  35  years  the  tenant 
should  pay  nothing  at  aU  of  the  principal 
or  interest  he  would  be  quite  satisfied  to 
concur  with  him ;  but  he  apprehended 
that  any  proposition  to  decide  now  what 
should  be  done  35  years  hence  would  be 
hardly  likely  to  receive  much  considera- 
tion from  the  House.  That  was,  at  all 
events,  not  a  subject  upon  which  they 
were  likely  to  come  to  any  satisfactory 
conclusion.  For  that  reason  he  had  not 
said  what  was  to  happen  after  the  ex- 
piration of  that  time. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress, and  said,  a  very  difficult  question 
was  raised  here ;  and  he  quite  ag^ed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray)  that  if  the  tenant 
was  to  pay  both  principal  and  interest 
this  clause  was  a  very  unequitable  one, 
and  should  be  very  stronely  opposed. 

Mr.  gray  hoped  uie  Committee 
would  not  think  him  obstructive ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Amendment,[a8 
it  originally  stood,  was  quite  dear. 
Then,  the  rate  to  the  tenant  was  not  to 
exceed  the  rate  of  interest  payable  by 
the  owner.  If,  therefore,  his  hon.  Friend 
would  leave  his  Amendment  as  it  was 
first  put  upon  the  Paper,  it  would  convey 
precisely  what  the  law  meant — that  the 
tenant  should  pay  the  interest  only,  and 
not  tho  instalments  of  the  principal. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  misapprehended  the 
principle  under  which  these  loans  were 
given.  Re-payment  of  the  loans  was 
spread  over  as  long  a  period  as  the 
Treasury  thought  the  improvements 
would  last,  and  the  idea  that  the  land- 
lord would  get  the  benefit  which  the 
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t  had  proTided  for  bixn  was  not  tho 

The  principle  upon  which  these 
were  made  was  this — tliat  the  re- 
ent  should  run  over  a  period  of  as 
as  it  was  calculated  the  improvo- 

woidd  last.  If  the  improvement 
lupposed  to  last  for  35  years,  the 
sras  spread  over  35  years ;  and  at 
id  of  that  time,  or  thereabouts,  it 
ilculated  that  the  outlay  would  have 
I  to  benefit  the  land.  Therefore, 
oposal  that  the  tenant  should  pay 
LBtalments  as  well  as  tho  interest 
perfectly  fair ;  and  tho  suggestion 
be  tenant,  during  35  years,  should 
the  full  benefit  of  the  improve - 
,  and  should  only  pay  the  interest, 

the  landlord  should  be  forced  to 
jge  the  sinking  fund,  would  bo 
iterous  and  most  unjust. 
.  OBAY  imagined  that  drainage 
L  matter  within  the  terms  of  the 
Improvement  Act.  He  understood 
le  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  willing 
ept  an  Amendment  by  which  tho 
;  should  only  pay  the  interest,  and 
d  principal,  inloans  of  a  permanent 
*ter 

.  P.  MARTIN  would  like  some 
explanation  of  tho  meaning  of  tho 
dment.     It  seemed  to  him,  accord- 

the  words  now  used,  to  confer  no 
t  on  the  tenant.  The  tenant  would, 
stalments  levied  from  him,  bo 
d  to  pay  tho  cntiro  principal  and 
Bt ;  yet  that  landlord  would,  in  tlio 
»ecomo  entitled  to  the  benefit  and 
tag^  of  the  improvomont.  No  pro- 

either  appeared  to  bo  niudo  in  it 
le  case  of  a  tenant  wlio  might  bo 
1  after  the  first  two  or  throe  years, 
ho  yet  had  paid  the  instalments  in 
ation  of  the  principal.  If  tho  Com- 
)  passed  that  Amendment  as  it 
it  appeared  to  him  they  wore  leav- 
.e  tenant  to  pay  both  principal  and 
Bt,  and  yet  leaving  the  landlord 
tally  in  possession  of  tho  improve- 
• 

,  STNAN  said,  that  during  tho 
or  which  the  landlords  had  to  bor- 
be  money  the  tenant  had  to  pay 
xients;  and  he  had  prepared  the 
dment  for  the  purpose  of  saving 
maat  being  charged  5  per  cent 
the  landlord  was  gottingtho  money. 
t,  ho  wished  to  give  the  tenant  tho 
nee  between  £3  8*.  6<f.  and  5  per 

If  the  clause  stood  in  its  present 

tha  landlord  would  borrow  tho 


money  at  the  former  rate,  and  make  the 
tenant  pay  5  per  cent  for  it. 

Mr.  p.  MARTIN  observed,  that  if  tho 
clause  ran  "  shall  not  exceed  tho  rate  of 
interest  payable  by  the  owner  for  such 
loan,"  then  it  would  be  plain  and  simple  ; 
but,  as  it  was,  the  Act  imposed  upon  tho 
tenant  the  entire  payment  both  of  prin- 
cipal and  interest. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  from  their  anxiety  to 
save  tho  tenants  from  being  overcharged ; 
and,  so  far  as  ho  could  judge,  tho  Amend- 
ment protected  them. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  inserted, 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  seemed  to  think  that  the 
first  part  of  the  Amendment  relating  to 
awards  by  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  under  the  Act  of  1870  was  quite 
sufficient  protection  to  the  tenant ;  but 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  as 
well  as  he  did  that  no  real  original  power 
was  given  to  the  Public  Works  Commis- 
sioners at  all.  It  was  in  the  power  of  tho 
landlord,  after  the  improvements  had 
boon  done  upon  his  property  by  means 
of  loans  obtained  at  1  j)er  cent,  to  give 
tho  tenant  notice  to  quit,  and  ho  would 
tlien  be  in  possession  of  improvements 
mado  from  Irish  money,  and  tho  tenant 
was  thus  completely  at  the  mercy  of  his 
landlord.  Tlio  tenant  could  not  compel 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  to 
give  him  a  lease  of  liis  holding  for  35 
years.  All  that  tho  r\)nimibsioners 
could  do  was  to  insure  that  his  rent  was 
not  increased  during  the  time  that  ho 
remained  a  tenant.  In  order,  therefore, 
to  give  the  tenant  protection,  ho  had 
framed  tho  following  further  Amend- 
ment : — 

"  Provitlod  fiirthiT,  That  in  nnv  claim  horc- 
after  to  bo  madu  for  ronn)cnsation  by  any  tenant 
for  (listurbanco  un«kT  the  provisions  of  Tht; 
T-.imilloril  an<l  Trnaiit  (Irrland}  Act,  1870/  tlie 
county  court  judu;*',  in  udjudicatinu:  upon  thtj 
am<»unt  of  coui]>ensation  to  bo  awanlod  to  sucli 
tonant,  nhull  not  1h*  at  liltcrty  to  riHlucc  naniu 
by  rcadon  of  any  improveniunts  made  by  loans 
under  this  Act." 

Under  tho  present  administration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland,  a  County  Court 
Judge  was  at  lil)orty  to  take  into  con- 
sideration tho  improvements  made  by 
tho  landlord  and  tho  enjoyment  of  those 
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improvements  by  tlie  tenant.  His  ob- 
ject was  to  give  the  tenant  the  benefit 
of  those  improvements,  in  order  to  secure 
the  full  maximum  of  compensation  to 
which  he  was  entitled  for  disturbance. 
For  that  purpose,  he  provided  that  the 
landlord  should  not  be  entitled  to  reduce 
the  compensation  to  be  awarded  to  the 
tenant  by  reason  of  any  improvements 
made  by  loans  under  the  Act. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  words  last  added,  to  add  the  words 
"Provided  further,  That  in  any  claim  here- 
after to  be  made  for  compensation  by  any  tenant 
for  disturbance  under  the  pro\asion8  of  *The 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland^  Act,  1870,'  the 
county  court  judge,  in  adjudicating  upon  the 
amount  of  compensation  to  be  awarded  to  such 
tenant,  shall  not  be  at  liberty  to  reduce  same 
by  reason  of  any  improvements  made  by  loans 
under  this  Act.** — {Mr,  Synan.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  did  not  under- 
stand the  meaning  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member.  The  principle  of 
awarding  compensation  for  disturbance 
was  that  if  the  County  Court  Judge  was 
satisfied  that  the  case  was  one  in  which 
he  should  award  compensation  he  could 
give  the  maximum  of  seven  years'  rent. 
He  could  not  see  how,  upon  the  con- 
struction of  the  Amendment,  any  Court 
could  make  such  a  deduction  as  was 
suggested.  It  was  provided  that  any 
County  Court  Judge,  in  adjudicating 
upon  the  amount  of  compensation  to 
be  awarded,  should  not  be  at  liberty  to 
reduce  the  same  by  reason  of  any  im- 
provements made  by  loans  under  this 
Act.  He  was  not  aware  how  a  Judge 
could  make  such  a  deduction.  He  was 
aware  of  no  process  by  which  that  could 
be  done.  In  his  opinion,  the  previous 
Amendment  was  fair  and  reasonable, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  at  once  assented  to  it.  He 
thought  that  that  Amendment  was  quite 
sufficient  to  meet  the  case.  After  that  ex- 
planation to  the  Committee,  he  trusted 
that  the  Amendment  would  be  with- 
drawn, and  that  they  would  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  the  clause. 

Mr.  SYNAN  remarked,  that  the 
Coimty  Court  Judge,  in  awarding  com- 
pensation, could  not  exceed  a  certain 
maximum,  but  might  not  or  need  not 
come  up  to  that  maximum.  There  might 
be  a  case  in  which  a  tenant  had  enjoyed 
improvements  for  20  years.  In  his  own 
mind  the  Judge  might  go  through  a  pro- 

Mr.  Synan 


cess  of  reasoning  by  which  he  would 
reduce  the  maximum  of  compensation 
by  reason  of  the  tenant's  enjoyment  for 
20  years.  He  could  not  enter  into  the 
inner  consciousness  of  the  Judg^,  and 
he  wished  to  make  the  matter  perfectly 
clear  by  a  declaration  of  the  House  in 
the  Bill  that  the  compensation  was  not 
to  be  reduced  by  any  such  process  of 
reasoning.  He  wished  to  lay  down  a 
certain  rule  by  which  the  tenant  should 
receive  the  maximum  compensation  to 
which  he  was  entitled. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  that  as  the 
Bill  had  been  under  consideration  for 
nine  hours,  and  involved  noiatters  of 
great  importance,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
{The  0' Bonoghue,) 


Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  persist  in  his 
Motion.  With  the  exception  of  a  verbal 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
Amendment  they  were  then  discussing 
was  the  last  on  the  Paper.  It  had  been 
very  fully  discussed  by  the  Committee, 
and  there  was  but  one  new  clause  to  be 
proposed.  He  should  suggest  that  the 
Committee  should  then  go  through  the 
Bill,  and  that  it  should  be  re-printed  as 
amended,  and  that  hon.  Members  should 
then  move  any  Amendments  they  wished 
to  make  with  the  amended  Bill  in  their 
hands. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  trusted  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  very  justly  said  they 
had  been  in  Committee  nine  hours  upon 
the  Bill.  He  was  physically  unable  to 
continue  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  at 
that  time,  and  he  hoped  that  Prog^ss 
would  be  reported.  The  hon.  Member 
was  then  referring  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  which  had  been  brought  in 
during  the  present  Session,  when 

The  CHAIRMAN  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  be  out  of  Order 
in  discussing  the  provisions  of  any  Bill 
set  down  for  discussion  on  a  future  day 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  remarked,  that  he  had 
not  intended  to  offer  any  arguments  for 
or  against  tho  measure  in  question ;  but 
ho  had  simply  alluded  to  it  as  bearing 
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upon  the  quostion  before  the  Committoo. 
He  intended  to  move  two  additional 
clauses  to  this  Bill,  and  he  did  not  like 
the  responsibility  of  doin^  so  at  that 
late  hour.  It  was  physically  impossible 
for  him  to  continue  the  argument  at  that 
time,  as  he  was  very  much  worn  out. 
His  experience  was  that  business  done 
at  that  nour  was  very  badly  done. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BEIEN  said,  that 
this  was  a  very  exceptional  Bill  which 
had  been  brought  in  from  very  excep- 
tional causes.  When  it  was  considered 
that  that  Bill  affected  the  vitality  of  a 
nation,  they  ought  not  to  be  deterred 
from  pursuing  their  work  by  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour.  When  they  considered 
the  distress  which  existed  in  Ireland,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  this  measure  was 
one  of  the  greatest  possible  ui'geney. 
They  had  been  told  that  unless  they 
continued  the  discussion  at  that  time  the 
Bill  would  be  postponed.  He  should 
reffret  the  postponement  of  the  Bill  as  a 
cahimity  to  his  country,  and  by  all 
means  let  them  proceed  with  the  discus- 
sion. For  his  part,  if  it  were  necessary 
to  sit  till  4  or  5  in  the  morning,  he 
should  be  happy  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SHAW  hoped  they  might  be 
able  to  carry  out  the  suggestion  of  the 
Treasury  Bench.  The  Bill  was  an  im- 
portant one,  and  as  the  Governmont 
thought  it  so,  he  and  his  Friends  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  take  from  their 
shoulders  the  responsibility  of  passing 
the  measure.  As  to  the  Amendment, 
his  own  mind  was  not  very  clear.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  necessar}%  and  he 
was  fortified  in  that  opinion  by  the 
statement  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland — whom  alone,  of  course,  they 
would  not  trust — but  who  was  corro- 
borated by  two  legal  Gentlemen  of  th(*ir 
own  Party  whom  they  did  trust;  and  all 
these  Gentlemen  agreed  that  this  was 
not  such  a  point  as  they  could  not  leave 
fiv  the  Report.  The  other  two  Amend- 
ments ran  very  much  in  the  same  line 
■s  that  he  had  proposed  to  make ;  and 
he  hoped  before  the  Eeport  came  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  re- 
oonsider  the  question,  and  if  it  were 
brought  up  in  a  more  modified  tone  that 
thej  woulu  be  able  to  proceed  further 
than  they  had  gone  that  night.  AVith 
legmid  to  the  last  Amendment,  tliat 
popoaed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
Mr  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  lie  looked 
upon  that  as  one  of  very  considerable 


importance  indeed,  for  it  provided  that 
farmers  should  not  be  disqualified  as 
electors  because  they  had  received  relief 
provided  by  this  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
the  Governmont  would  seriously  persist 
in  tlieir  opposition  to  that  clause. 

Mr.  BIGGAIi  observed,  that  he  was 
always  in  favour  of  having  a  Bill  pro- 
perly considered ;  and  no  amount  of 
talking  would  make  him  alter  his  opinion 
that  proposals  could  not  be  satisfactorily 
examined  at  such  an  hour  as  that.  Ho 
had  not  heard  anything  from  his  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Shaw)  to  make  him  alter  his 
opinion ;  but  if  the  Government  would 
accept  his  other  Amendment,  he  would 
postpone  the  one  ho  had  now  to  bring 
forward  until  the  Report.  If,  however, 
they  refused  to  agree,  then  he  could  not 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  arguing 
them  at  that  hour.  It  was,  however, 
evident  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  that 
Members  of  the  House  were  not  in  such 
a  frame  of  mind  as  thoroughly  to  fit 
them  for  the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion ;  and,  therefore,  if  the  Government 
did  not  accept  his  proposal,  he  should 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  go  to  a  divi- 
nion,  and  if  in  that  division  they  were 
beaten  he  should  consider  it  his  duty  to 
move  a  similar  Motion.  He  really  would 
appeal  to  the  Government  not  to  press 
them  to  go  on  at  such  a  late  hour  as 
that.  It  was  perfectly  impossible  to 
carry  such  a  proposition  into  operation. 
If  the  Government  would  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  that  Bill,  then 
he  did  not  see  why  they  should  not  put 
it  down  for  the  next  day,  and  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
to  postpone  his  Motion,  which  stood  first 
for  the  next  evening.  If  they  would 
take  tliat  Bill  at  the  Sitting  of  the 
House  the  next  day,  he  would  himself 
undertake  to  rise  in  his  place  and  make 
the  appeal.  It  was  most  unreasonable, 
ho  thought,  to  ask  them  to  continue 
work  at  that  hour. 

TuK  ClI  ANCKLl.OR  oftiie  EXCHE- 
Ql-KK:  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  hold  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  anv  assurance  that 

■r 

we  will  accept  the  2nd  clause — in  re- 
gard to  the  electoral  franchise — of  which 
he  hns  given  Notice.  That  would  deserve 
consideration  and  di-^cussion  ;  but  ho 
will  have  an  opportunity,  if  the  sugges- 
tion thrown  out  be  adopted,  of  moving 
it  ou  Keport  and   having  it  discussed 
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then.  I  hope  the  Committee  may  still 
— without  losing  more  time  in  discussing 
whether  they  will  or  will  not  go  on — ^be 
able  to  complete  the  clauses  of  this  Bill. 
I  am  afraid  there  is  not  much  chance 
of  getting  it  on  at  the  next  Sitting. 
Our  encouragrement  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire is  not  very  great,  when  we  remem- 
ber the  result  of  an  appeal  we  made  to 
an  hon.  Member  the  other  night  to  set 
aside  other  Business  in  order  to  g:et  on 
with  this  Bill.  Of  course,  however,  we 
shall  be  anxious  to  take  the  BQl  as  soon 
as  we  can.  I  cannot  tell  whether  we 
can  take  it  on  Monday,  because  it  may 
be  necessary  to  take  Supply.  It  is, 
therefore,  really  of  great  importance 
that  we  should  not  lose  this  evening. 
Members  opposite  have  it  in  their  own 
hands.  They  see  how  the  matter  stands, 
and  no  time  must  be  lost  in  regard  to 
the  clauses  now  remaining  for  discussion. 

Sib  PATEICK  O'BRIEN  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  a 
definite  statement  with  regard  to  the 
clauses  providing  that  persons  should 
not  be  disfranchised  in  consequence  of 
their  receiving  relief.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  state  that  the  ad- 
mitted principle  of  that  clause — for  this 
was  a  purely  exceptional  case,  arising 
from  a  visitation  of  Providence — al- 
though he  could  not  speak  for  other 
Gendemen  around  him,  he  had  a  very 
strong  opinion  that  they  would  be  dis- 
posed to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  through  as 
quickly  as  possible,  and  prevent  any 
further  fruitless  discussion. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  That  was  the  one  clause  I  re- 
ferred to,  and  I  cannot  make  any  such 
Eromise.  It  may  be  discussed  when  it  is 
rought  forward ;  but  it  is  of  a  serious 
character,  involving  serious  considera- 
tions, and  I  cannot  make  the  promise 
Asked  for 

Major  O'BEIENE  said,  then  he 
should  decidedly  be  in  favour  of  report- 
ing Progress,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  give  the  promise 
asked  for  with  regard  to  tlie  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan. 
That  Amendment  was  of  the  very  highest 
importance,  because  if  it  were  not  made 
the  Bill  would  disfranchise  every  Liberal 
elector  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  after  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  should  certainly  do  every- 

Th$  Chancilhr  of  the  Exchequer 


thing  in  his  power  to  help  his  Friends 
to  have  this  matter  discussed  in  the 
broad  light  of  day.  If  he  understood 
rightly,  the  Gh>vemment  were  going  to 
use  this  money,  now  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment for  the  relief  of  Irish  distress,  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  electoral 
advantage  in  the  approaching  General 
Election.  That  was  the  interpretation 
he  put  upon  the  declaration  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  was  a  policy  which 
must  be  fought  out  to  the  bitter  end  in 
the  daylight,  and  that  the  debate  on  it 
must  be  dragged  out  as  long  as  it  could 
be  dragged  out,  in  accordance  with  the 
Forms  of  the  House.  If  the  Goyemment 
meant  to  make  use  of  this  dire  calamity 
and  the  fearful  necessity  of  the  Irish 
people,  almost  exclusively  and  entirely 
arising  from  the  bad  government  of  Ire- 
land by  England — and  when  he  spoke 
of  England  he  did  not  mean  it  in  any 
evil  sense;  he  meant  England  repre- 
sented by  the  Tory  Party — ^if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  meant  to  make  use 
of  this  money,  voted  to  Ireland  as  ex- 
traordinary relief,  in  order  to  disqualify 
and  disfranchise  the  electors  of  L^aland, 
then  he  declared  that  that  policy  must 
be  exposed  and  debated  in  the  full  light 
of  day. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  although  the 
Committee  allows  reference  to  be  made 
to  any  subsequent  clause  to  be  dis- 
cussed, on  a  Motion  to  report  Progress 
it  is  not  in  Order  to  discuss  any  such 
clause.  That  must  come  on  in  due  course. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  remarked,  that  he 
was  discussing  an  intimation  just  g^ven 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  informed  him  and  the  Gt>vemment 
that  that  declaration  of  policy  would 
produce  a  corresponding  change  of  front 
on  their  side.  If  that  sort  of  strategy 
was  to  be  indulged  in  towards  their 
country,  then  it  would  become  their 
duty  to  oppose  that  policy  by  every 
means  in  ttieir  power ;  and  certainly  it 
was  not  at  that  hour  of  the  night  that  a 
policy  of  that  kind  would  be  allowed  to 
be  smuggled  through  the  House,  if  con- 
stitutional opposition  could  prevent  such 
a  result 

Me.  J.  LOWTHEE  would  not  follow 
the  irrelevant  turn  the  discussion  had 
taken.  He  merely  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  reasons  just  g^ven  were  no 
reasons  in  favour  of  reporting  Progress 
at  that  point,  because  a  new  outuse  could 
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be  brought  out  equally  well  on  tlio 
Beporty  and  there  was  nothing  to  pre- 
vent their  adoption  of  the  su^ostion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) ; 
and  by  disposing  of  this  Amendment 
they  might  allow  the  Bill  to  be  ro- 
printed. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  replied,  that  he  had 
acme  little  experience  of  Public  Busi- 
ness in  that  House,  and  tliat  experience 
WOA  that  it  was  always  a  bad  plan  to 
defer  such  questions.  IIo  was  thoro 
that  night ;  but  he  miglit  not  bo  thoro 
next  week.  He  might  be  dead  then. 
lie  was  anxious,  therefore,  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  question 
now  rather  than  next  week.  He  must 
confess  also  that  ho  did  not  understand 
the  details  involved  in  the  present  inti- 
mation ;  and  if  he  had  an  opportunity  at 
the  Bitting  of  the  next  day  to  hoar  the 
arsniments  of  each  side  he  might  bo 
able  to  form  an  opinion.  He  must 
really  declare  that  he  was  perfectly  in- 
competent to  form  an  opinion  then,  and 
he  believed  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  Members  present  had  not  the  least 
idea  as  to  the  meaning  of  it — though 
they  would,  of  course,  vote  as  the  Go- 
Temment  told  them.  That  was  not  the 
way  in  which  such  a  matter  should  bo 
decided.  It  should  be  decided  after 
discnasion  and  consideration,  and  after 
proper  and  impartial  criticism  of  the 
merits  of  the  question.  Ho  would  not 
now  refer  to  the  two  Amendments  which 
he  had  himself  proposed.  He  hardly 
remembered  at  that  moment  what  they 
were  about.  It  was  not  desirable  ho 
ehonld  take  the  trouble  to  think  about 
them,  because  he  was  not  going  to  dis- 
CQSS  them ;  still  he  should  like  an  op- 
portunity to  discuss  them,  because  lie 
thought  they  were  thoroughly  reason- 
able and  based  on  sound  principles,  and 
in  aooordance  with  the  principles  of  tlio 
BiU. 

Mb.  law  wished  to  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  whether  thoy  did 
not  think  the  Opposition  liad  now  n 
right  to  ffo  home.  There  were  still 
some  veiy  important  Amendments  in  tli«« 
Bill,  and  one  instanced  by  tlio  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  King's  County 
was  very  important  indeed — tlio  question 
being  whetner  the  recipients  of  relief 
were  to  be  disfranchised.  It  was  quite 
obvious  that  a  matter  of  that  kind 
ought  to  be  discussed  in  public,  and  not 
be  settled  on  the  Report.    Hon.  Gentle- 


men knew  perfectly  well  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  more  restriction  upon  dis- 
cussions on  Report  than  upon  discussions 
in  Committee.     He  had  an  Amendment 
himself   to    propose    at    tho    end    of 
Clause    14 — namely,   that    the    county 
cess  which  was  to  be  levied  for  the  re- 
payment of  these  loans  ought  to  be  in 
the  same  position  as  the  labour  rate  of 
1847,  in  order  to  bo  imposed  only  on 
occupiers  of  over  £4.      In  other  words, 
ho   maintained   that   the  precedent    of 
1847  might  be  followed,  and  tho  burden 
of  theso  rates  not  cast  upon  the  class  of 
occupiers,  who  were  very  little  removed 
from  those  who  were  themselves  getting 
relief.        Considering     everything,    ho 
tliought  no  time  would  bo  lost  if  tho 
Government  yielded  to  tho  appeal  made 
to  them.     He  did  not  see  for  himself 
why  they  should  not  have  a  Morning 
Sitting,  and  get  a  Committee  through 
then,  instead  of  wasting  an  hour  or  two 
now,  and  only  arriving  at  the  same  re- 
sult in  tho  end.     It  was  not  desirable 
that  thoy  should   discuss  any  question 
which  should  give  rise  to  angry  discus- 
sions or  divisions  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning  ;  and  it  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portanco  also  that  this  Bill  should  bo 
cari-ied  through  with  the  greatest  una- 
nimity and  good  humour  that  was  pos- 
sible.     He   thought    tho    Government 
might  smooth  matters  over,  and  yet,  in 
the   way   ho    had    suggested,    get   tho 
Business  very  quickly  done.     He,  for 
liimself,    was  ready  to   come  down   at 
2  o'clock  tho  next  day. 

Sir  WILLIAM!  FRASER  remaiked, 
that  a  very  large  number  of  Government 
MtMiibers  were  present,  and  tliero  was 
also  present  a  large  number  of  the  Op- 
position. It  seemed  to  liini  a  very  fit- 
ting opportunity  to  finish  the  discussion 
on  the  Bill.  Time  was  everything  with 
regard  to  this  measure  ;  and  tho  people 
of  Ireland  were  waiting  for  its  passing. 

Mil.  !M()NK  said,  ho  liad  taken  no 
part  in  discrussing  this  measure,  and  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  do  so ;  but  lio 
thoiiglit  the  announcement  just  sprunp^ 
upon  tlu'ui  by  tho  right  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchequer  with 
regard  to  the  clause  affecting  tho  elec- 
toral position  of  the  unfortunate  Irish- 
men who,  in  ccmsequeiifo  of  tho  visita- 
tion of  Provident*^,  were  under  tlio 
necessity  of  receiving  relief,  would  make 
it  utterly  impossible  for  tho  Committee  to 
go  on   and  finish   tho   Bill  without   a 
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thorough  discussion  of  that  particular 
clause.  If  that  discussion  were  post- 
poned until  the  Report  of  the  Bill,  the 
clause  could  not  be  nearly  so  satisfac- 
torily discussed  as  it  would  be  in  Com- 
mittee. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  way  on  that,  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  probably  consent  to  accept 
the  rest 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  had  just 
heard  an  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
say  that  the  present  was  an  excellent 
hour  for  considering  so  important  a  Bill 
as  this ;  and  if  his  ears  had  not  deceived 
him,  he  had  heard  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
cheer  that  statement  who  had  previously 
explained  the  reason  that  they  blocked 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  Plimsoll),  because  half -past  12  was 
not  the  proper  time  to  consider  so  im- 
portant a  matter.  It  would  not  be  Par- 
liamentary of  liim  to  say  this  was 
hypocrisy,  and  he  would  not  say  it  was. 
The  two  statements  were  certainly  irre- 
concilable. If  2  o*clock  was  an  excel- 
lent time  for  discussing  this-  most  im- 
portant measure,  then  what  became  of 
the  excuse  of  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
stated  that  their  reason  for  blocking  a 
Bill  was  that  half-past  12  was  not  the 
proper  hour  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
he  is  not  in  Order  in  referring  to  debates 
in  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  bogged  pardon,  and 
asked  the  Committee  to  forget  any  refer- 
ence he  had  made.  He  would  assume  that 
what  had  been  stated  was  correct  and 
orthodox  in  every  way,  and  that  this 
was  an  excellent  time — at  2  o'clock — to 
discuss  important  Business.  Ho  would 
not  refer  to  past  debates,  but  to  future 
debates ;  and  he  hoped  they  would  soon 
hear  the  same  doctrine  when  some  other 
Gentleman  got  up  and  declared  half- 
past  12  was  an  hour  at  which  a  Bill 
ought  not  to  be  brought  forward.  He 
had  taken  no  part  at  present  in  this  dis- 
cussion ;  but  it  would  be  just  as  well  for 
the  Government  to  understand  that  if 
this  Bill  was  a  covert  design  on  the  eve 
of  a  General  Election  of  disfranchising 
a  mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  with  the 
hope  of  giving  some  political  advantage 
to  one  Party  in  that  House,  then  it 
would  be  their  most  solemn  dutv  to  re- 
sort to  every  form  of  constitutional  action 
allowed  them  in  order  to  defend  the 
firanchise  of  their  countrymen,   and  to 

Jfr.  Ifonk 


take  care  that,  under  the  pretence  of 
relief,  that  House  was  not  g^ing  to  dis- 
franchise those  electors.  The  sooner 
the  Government  realized  that  the  better. 
They,  of  course,  were  not  being  reported 
at  that  hour ;  but  he  had  that  faith  in 
the  good  sense  of  the  countiy  and  in  the 
force  of  English  public  opiniqn,  to  be- 
lieve that  even  England — ^which  did  not, 
as  a  rule,  understand  Irish  questions, 
as  they  might,  like  themselves — would 
yet  not  allow  the  people  to  be  disfran- 
chised. He  could  not  but  believe  that 
better  counsels  would  prevail  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  At  present,  a  most 
exceptional  state  of  thmgs  reigned  in 
Ireland,  and  he  could  not  believe  it  was 
intended  to  strike  the  people  in  that  way. 
Considering,  however,  the  gravity  of  the 
question  now  raised,  he  should  certainly 
support  the  Motion  for  adjournment, 
which  otherwise  he  should  not  have 
done;  and  if  the  Government  had  an 
idea  that  they  would  be  driven,  at  an 
hour  like  that  when  they  were  exhausted, 
to  discuss  the  question,  they  put  upon 
them  a  most  unhappy  and  a  most  un- 
welcome part.  He  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  not  to  drive  them 
into  a  comer  in  that  manner. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  did  not 
wish  to  prolong  the  discussion.  A  few 
nights  ago  he  had  ventured  to  represent 
to  the  House  that  this  was  no  Party 
measure,  but  a  Bill  introduced  to  deal 
with  the  distress  in  Ireland  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  He  ventured  a  few  monieuts 
ago  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  a  statement  with  respect  to  a  cer- 
tain clause,  in  the  hope  of  promoting 
concord.  He  regretted  to  find,  however, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
give  him  the  answer  he  expected.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ca van  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
spoken  of  him  in  a  manner  which,  per- 
haps, was  not  unusual  to  him.  He  must 
say,  since  he  had  had  the  honour  of 
being  a  Member  of  that  House,  that  the 
hen.  Member  for  Cavan  had  been  most 
civil  to  him  on  all  occasions.  That  night, 
however,  he  had  said  he  would  not  imitate 
him.  He  would  not  venture  to  do  that ; 
but  he  had  said  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  County  spoke  in  a  peculiar 
fashion.  Well,  the  iu  quoque  of  argu- 
ment would  be  improper  on  his  part ; 
but  if  he  were  to  sav  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  had  spoken  in  a  peculiar 
fashion,  19  out  of  20  Members  in  the 
House  would  say,  <<  Quite  true,  and  wo 
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quite  agree  in  it."  Was  it  a  propor 
tning,  howeyer,  thus  to  attempt  to  make 
differences  where  they  ought  to  have 
but  one  object — to  look  to  the  relief  of 
the  distress  in  Ireland  ?  Was  it  propor, 
also,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  come 
forward  and  raise  such  a  question  as 
this,  when  they  were  dealing  with  the 
distress  in  Ireland  ?  It  was  disgraceful 
for  the  Front  Bench  to  raise  this  ques- 
tion of  the  franchise. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  think  the  lion. 
Baronet  will  see,  on  consideration,  that 
his  phrase  is  not  a  correct  one. 

8iK  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  Well,  Sir, 
joa  correct  me,  and  I  know  you  correct 
many  persons  here  rather  sharply. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCIIE- 
QUER :  That  is  hardly  the  way,  I  think, 
to  address  our  Chairman.  I  think  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  no  intention  of  ex- 
pressing himself  disrespectfully  to  the 
Chairman  in  the  Chair ;  but  I  think  he 
ought  to  withdraw  the  expression. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
would  withdraw  it  at  once,  as  ho  was 
told  that  he  ought  to  do  it ;  yet  they 
knew  he  was  not  what  was  called  ''Saxon 
bom/'  and  that,  therefore,  ho  was  not 
acquainted  with  the  exact  word  ho  ought 
to  use  which  was  Parliamentary  in  re- 
ference to  this ;  but  the  nearest  word 
that  he  could  use  in  Saxon  phraseology 
he  begged  to  apply  to  the  decision  of 
the  Chairman.  Now,  ho  hoped  ho  had 
set  himself  right  with  the  Comuiiltoo. 
He  said  so  much ;  perhaps  he  had  said 
loo  much.  \_Loud  cheers,']  lion.  Gentle- 
men might  cheer  him  ;  but  tliey  forgot 
that  he,  as  one  of  those  who  had  endoa- 
voured,  as  far  as  his  humble  powur 
and  his  humble  expression  of  opinion 
went,  to  promote  the  passage  of  this 
Btllp  and  that  he  made  the  appeals  to 
hifl  country  peoplo  behind  hiia  to  pri'^^s 
On  with  it. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXC  IIK- 
QXJER  said,  they  had  been  spending 
something  like  an  hour  discussing  whe- 
ther they  should  go  on  or  not,  and  tlu^y 
might  spend  another  hour  in  the  same 
way.  It  was  obvious  thrre  was  no  uso 
in  so  proceeding;  and,  therefore,  ])ro- 
bably  the  best  course  woidd  be  to  agree 
to  report  I'rogress.  JIo  wish(»d  very 
much,  however,  to  say  one  word.  lion. 
Gentlemen  had  gono  off  very  much  at 
SBore  with  rec^ard  to  a  particuhir  clause. 
Be  espreiaed  no  opinion  with  regard  to 


it,  except  that  it  was  an  important  point 
which  required  consideration,  and  he 
merely  suggested  that  it  might  be  fairly 
discussed  on  the  Report. 

Major  O'GORMAN  beHeved  there 
was  no  indisposition  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  to  continue 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
thought  the  Government  should  imme- 
diately made  a  pronouncement  on  this 
question.  He  understood  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intended  to  de- 
prive of  the  franchise  the  poor  people 
who  were  now  requesting  aid ;  but  un- 
less he  heard  that  definitely  stated  he 
would  not  believe  it,  and  he  would  never 
believe  it  till  then.  It  could  not  be  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  nor  of  any 
hon.  Member  sitting  behind  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  supporting 
tliem,  to  deprive  any  elector  of  Ireland 
of  liis  franchise  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  He  was  sorry 
he  heard  no  response  from  the  other 
side  to  that ;  and  he  could  only  say  he 
should  heartily  join  with  his  hon.  Friend 
tlie  Member  for  Cavan  in  endeavouring 
to  report  Progress. 

!Mii.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  would  greatly 
facilitate  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  if  the 
Chief  Secretary  took  an  earlier  occasion 
to  make  a  definite  statement  upon  this 
particular  clausu. 

Mil.  J.  LOWTUER  said,  he  was  quite 
propart'd  to  discuss  each  clause  when  it 
was  called  from  the  Chair. 

Mu.  R.  1»0\VKR  remarked  that,  im- 
less  lie  got  an  assurance  from  the  Go- 
vorunient  that  there  was  no  intention  to 
disfranchise  any  person  because  he  re- 
ceived relief,  he  should  throw  every 
possible  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  pas- 
sage of  the  r>ill. 

Majou  O'GOUMAN  said,  he  could 
tell  tho  Giivernment  that  they  would 
have  to  report  Progress  many,  many 
tini(\«',  if  they  adopttKl  such  a  policy. 

Major  NOLAN  observed,  that  tho 
wholo  of  his  constitui'uts  in  Galway 
wt'n»  largely  affected  by  this  clause  ;  and 
\\i}  and  his  Friends,  if  tho  opposition  to 
it  wno  ptTsistod  in,  would  have  to  con- 
sider th(.«  Bill  as  a  wludt*,  and  see  wlie- 
ther  it  was  worth  having.  The  Irish 
Party  would  have  to  consider,  in  fact, 
wJM'tln'r  it  was  worth  anything  what- 
cvir,  and  wlnt  her  it  would  not  be  better 
for  tlieni  to  n'jrct  it  altogether,  and  to 
throw  tlu»nisilves  on  the  charity  of 
America  and  Australia. 
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Mb.  O'CONNOB  POWER  fully  en-  Bemaining    dauaes    and    Schedules 

dorsed  the  sentiments  of  his  hon.  Friends  agreed  to,  without  amendment, 

in  reference  to  the  serious  character  of  ^^^  ^^^ 
this    proposition.       His   proposal   was 

was  not  to  go,  but  to  stop  and  discuss  it.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
However,  the  Government  were  engaged  flidered  To-morrow. 
in  obstructing  Obstruction — so  let  them 
report  Progress  and  have  done  with  it.  ^0  Tl ON 8 . 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to,  — <M>~eH — 

Committee    report   Progress ;    to  sit  glebe  loan  (ibeland)  AicEKDicEirT  act 

again  To-morrow.  (1878)  amendment  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ebjunotoit,  Bill  to  amend 

ANCIENT  MONUMENTS  BILL— [Bill  61.]  "  The  Glebe  Loan  Oreland)  Amendment  Act, 

(Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,    Bere$ford  Hope,    Mr,  1878/' or(/jr*rfto  beWught  m  by  Mr.  Ewuxo- 

-Mr           n-    n-  I     J  yrr  ,f      n  TON,  Mr.  O'CoNOB,  and  Mr.  Dbass. 

Marffan,  Sir  Richard  Wallace,)  ^mpreicnted,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [BfflSl.] 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committeo  read.  r^'^T^f'l  ^^H?  ^°^.  v 

.  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Elliot,  Bill  to  amend  the 

Bill  considered  m  Committee.  Laws  relating  to  the  Bepreeentation  of   the 

(In  the  Committee.)  l^^l.t'^S^J'^ ^^:;:L%.t 

[^Progress,  Clause  4,  1 6th  Fehruarg,']  well,  and  mr,  Serjeant  Spikks. 

Clause  4  (Notice  to  be  given  to  Com-  ^^preienUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  82.] 

missioners  ofintended  injury  to  a  menu-  medical  act  (1858)  amendment  (no.  3) 

ment  to  which  this  Act  has  been  ap-  ^rr^ 

Tilled^ 

^        ^'  Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Hedi- 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  moved,  in  page  cal  Act  (1868)  Amendment  (No.  8)  Bill  do  con- 

8,  line  7,  to   leave   out   all  the   words  sist   of   Seventeen  Members: — Mr.    William 

after  the  word  '*any  "  to  the  end  of  the  Edward  Forster,   Dr.  Cambron,  Mr.  Dal- 

Clause,  and  to  insert  these  words—  ?7**^^^»  ^'- JSl^"'''^'^  ^'  ^^""S^!  ^* 

v/xauov,   «.    V4.   vv         a«x«   v^^a^^   vtv/avao  HeYOATB,  Lotd  GeOROB  HAMILTON,  SiT  TrBVOB 

'*  Of  the   persons  specified  in  sub-sections  1  Lawrencb,  Dr.  Lush,  Mr.  Mitchbll  Ubkrt, 

and  2,  section  3,  Clause  3,  to  make  any  altera-  Mr.  Arthur  Mills,  Dr.  Lyon  Platfaib,  Mr. 

tion  in  said  monument,  without  giving  notice  Serjeant   Simon,    Mjt.    David    Plunket,    Mr. 

in  writing  to  the  Commissioners,  which  notice  Wheelhousb,   Mr.   John  Maitland,  and  Mr. 

shall  set  out  the  nature  of  the  intended  alteration  Lowe  :— Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 

at  least  three  months  before  beginning  such  al-  records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorom. — (Lard  George 

teration.  If  the  Commissioners  shall  object  to  the  Hamilton,) 
intended  alteration,  they  shall  servo  notice  of 

their  objection  upon  the  person  or  persons  speci-  KITCHEN  AND  BEFRSSHMENT  BOOHS 

fied  as  above  who  propose  to  make  such  altera-  (HOUSE  OF  COMMONS), 

tion ;    aiid  if.  notwithstendingr  the  ecrvioo   of  Orrf<r«</,  That  a  Standing  Committee  bo  ap- 

suoh  notice  on  the  part  of  tho  Commissionon,  .^^  ^         ^^  ^^     ai?angementa  of   tfc 

such  person  or  persons  sha^l  persoyoro  m  their  ^^^      „„j  Kefreshmont  Rooni,  in  the  depart- 

intention   of   making  such  alteration   in  said  ^    ^  ^^    y.      ^    ^  ^^     attending  (Ks 

monument,  they  shall  serve  notice  in  writing    „  .,.„.     ,,_     »,  .  .    ni     r> cr    w      ^^ 

tothatoff.;:t  upon  the  Commissioners  at  least  S°"!f  VTA';„:*"f"\,^a  ^''''''  S'r  William 

two  months  before  beginning  such  alteration;  pvKS.Mr  Edwauls,  Jlr.  Goldnet,  Sir  Akthj-r 

wh^upon  the  Commis^rionerf  may  apply  to  the  ^-^-.  ^^^^.^Su^^A^^rVvo^r, 

Court  for  an  miunction  restraining  such  person  t      i  u            n^                 ^  xr  "  ,     ■  "  ^.    » 

or  persons  from  making  such  alteration,  and  J^j;^  ,?*"'"■  ^"^'^'f^?  *°i,*^-  *^°"»=-F''^« 

theUurt,  after  hearing  the  case,  may  grint  or  *°  ^  *'«'  quorum.-(Jfr.  Adam.) 

refuse  such  injunction  upon  such  terms  as  to  . 

costs,  or  otherwise,  as  may  be  just"  GENERAL  POLICE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  (SCOT- 

land)  provisional  order  Cbrouohty 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  he  ferry)  bill. 

preferred  the  words  as  they  stood  in  the  On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 

Bill.     He  understood,  however,  that  the  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  under  "  T\\e  Oenc- 

Amendment  met  the  views  of  many  hon.  ral  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act, 

Gentlemen  opposite:  and,  therefore,  as  it  J?^2,"  relating  to   the  Burgh  of   Droughty 

was  desirable  to  pass  the  Bill  through,  l*"^*  ^'"^"'"'^  Vr  ^a^"^"«^*  V^  ^^  ^^  ^^'^^ 

r^          .^1          ..V:   '^         T              ^^     iP  J  Advocate  and  Mr.  Secretary  Croks. 

If  possible,  with  general  consent,  he  had  Bill/>rfww/#rf,  and  read  the  firsttime.  [BiU  83.] 

accepted  the  alteration. 

.           -                      ,  House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Amenoment  agreed  to.  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Fridaff,  20th  Fehniary,  1880. 
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Throne,  upon  that  ruined  Kingdom, 
upon  your  own  murdered  Ambassador, 
upon  those  desolated  valleys,  upon  those 
flaming  villages,  upon  the  whole  country, 
given  up  to  tribal  war,  to  a  mutinous 
soldiery,  to  anarchy  and  bloodshed  ?  And 
then,  my  Lords,  look  at  the  future  policy 
of  the  Government.  Some  Questions 
were  put  to  the  Government  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Session  by  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  (Earl  Granville),  and  I  am 
sure  I  need  not  ask  the  House  to  remem- 
ber— we  must  all  have  a  painful  recol- 
lection of — the  hesitating  answers  that 
were  given  to  those  Questions.  It  was 
the  desire  of  the  Government — and  I  be- 
lieve it  is  now  the  sincere  desire  of  the 
Government — to  got  out  of  this  policy  as 
cheaply  as  they  can  ;  but  both  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government  and 
the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the 
India  Office  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  were 
oblige!  to  intimate  the  grave,  perhaps 
insuperable,  difficulties  of  returning  even 
to  the  settlement  of  Afghanistan.  The 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the  India 
Oiflce  told  us  he  was  not  responsible, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  what  he 
said  was  perfectly  true,  for  the  article 
which  recently  appeared  was  written 
by  Sir  Henry  Eawlinson ;  but  I  think 
your  liOrdships  will  be  of  opinion  that  it 
is  a  very  able  article,  written  by  a  very 
distinguished  man,  possessing  immense 
knowledge  of  the  country,  and  an  ardent 
and  cnmost  supporter  of  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  I  en- 
treat those  who  wish  to  see  what  are  the 
embarrassing  results  of  the  policy  which 
lias  been  pursued  to  look  at  the  alterna- 
tives put  before  you  by  ^^ir  Henry  llaw- 
liuson.     I  do  not  moan  to  say  that  those 


MINirrES.]— Public  Bill  —  Second Rtading— 
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AFGHANISTAN— THE  POLICY  OF  THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

ADDRESS    FOR    PAPERS. 

Thb  Duke  of  AHGYLL,  on  rising  to 
eall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
oonsaqaences  which  have  resulted  from 
the  Policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
towazds  the  kingdom  of  Afghanistan, 
and  to  move  for  Papers ;  and  to  move  an 
Address  for  Copy  of  any  Correspondence 
found  at  Gabul  between  the  late  Ameer 
Bhere  All  Khan  and  the  Bussian  Autho- 
rities in  Turkestan  or  St.  Petersburgh, 
said :  If t  Lords,  it  may,  perhaps,  be  in 
the  xeooUection  of  the  House  that  when. 
Bine  months  ago,  I  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  your  Lordships  the  sub- 
ject of  foreira  policy,  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  refused  ab- 
solutely to  enter  upon  any  part  of  the 
Afghan  Question.    At  the  time,  I  must 
ccmfiMS,  I  thought  the  refusal  of  the 
noble  Earl  was  founded  upon  reasons 
irhich  were  rather  formal  than  substan- 
tial ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  now  I 
thinlc  the  noble  Earl  was  right.     It  is 
an  immense  advantage — an  unspeakable 
sidTantage^in  discussing  so  large  a  sub- 
ject as  that  of  the  Afghan  policy  of  the 
Ooremment,  that  wo  should  be  able  to 
discuss  it  with  some  knowledge  of  its- 
absolute  results.  Wo  had  no  such  know- 
ledge then.     We  have  something  of  that 
knowledge  now.    I  hope,  my  Lords,  I 
am  not  £awing  too  large  a  drauglit  on 
the  candour  of  noble  Lords  op^yosite,  if 
I  ask  them,  in  the  first  place,  to  confess, 
not  at  all  as  a  matter  of  opinion,  but  as 
a  matter  of  fact,   that  every  evil  and 
every  danger  that  have  ever  been  pre- 
dicted by  the  opponents  of  that  policy 
have  actually  happened.     My  Lords,  we 
aU  know  who  it  is  that  in  recent  years 
has  spoken,  in  words  which  have  bron 
Tery  often  quoted,  of  "that  fierce  light 
which  beats  upon  a  Throne.' '     I  ask  yuu , 
ny  Lords,  wnethcr  there  ever  was  in 
this  world  so  fierce  a  light  as  tluit  wliicli 
beats  upon  this  Afghan  policy  of  Her 
K^ssty  sOorernmeut — upou  that  empty 


results  are  conclusive  against  the  policy 
of  Iler  Majesty's  (rovernment.  You 
liave  a  reply ;  nud  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  if  tliat  reply  could  be  sustained  in 
argument  it  would  bo  a  good  one.  What 
1  undorsland  you  to  say  is  this — that 
you  have  been  driven  into  this  i)olicy, 
not  by  you  own  will,  but  by  three  things 
mniiily.  First,  by  the  danger  of  the  ad- 
vanc<'s  of  liussia  in  the  East ;  s(tcon(lly, 
by  tliu  dan«;«'r  which  has  arisen  fmm  the 
hostility  t)!"  \.\w  lute  Anieor  ;  and,  thirdly, 
by  (f(?rtain  crrcjrs  whi(-h,  as  you  say, 
wore  ooiniiiiltiMl  by  your  Predecussors  in 
( )lIi(M'.  1  think  that  if  those  ph«as  could 
bo  sustainoil  they  would  be  a  Kufficient 
answer  on  tli«?  part  of  the  Government. 
1  am  here,  my  Lords,  to-uight — bofuro 


1028         J/ffhanistati'-'Ths 


[LOBDSJ    Policy  of  (k$  0<^9$nmmU       1024 


I  touch  upon  the  present  or  future, 
which  I  hope  to  do  before  I  sit  down — 
to  lay  before  your  Lordships  the  grounds 
on  which  I  am  prepared  to  maintain 
that  none  of  those  pleas  are  good ;  that 
there  was  no  danger  from  Bussia,  ex- 
cept that  which  you  provoked  ;  that 
there  was  no  hostility  on  the  part  of  the 
Ameer,  except  the  hostility  into  which 
you  drove  him  by  your  violence  and  in- 
justice ;  and,  lastly,  that  as  regards  the 
alleged  errors  of  your  Predecessors  in 
Office,  those  errors  are  founded  simply 
upon  a  broad  and  palpable,  though,  I 
doubt  not,  an  unintentional,  mis-state- 
ment. We  got  into  this  quarrel  with  Af- 
ghanistan in  the  first  place — I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  it  was  the  immediate  cause 
of  the  war — but  we  got  into  our  quarrel 
with  the  Ameer  on  account  of  our  de- 
mand from  him  of  the  acceptance  of  a 
British  Resident  in  the  City  of  Cabul. 
Now,  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  all 
agree  that  good  faith  comes  before 
policy,  or  rather,  I  ought  to  say,  that 
good  faith  is  a  part  of  policy.  There 
can  be  no  good,  sound  policy  anywhere, 
and  especially  in  dealing  with  the  Na- 
tive Princes  of  the  East,  without  tlie 
most  absolute  good  faith.  I  am  here,  in 
the  first  place,  to  contend  that  your  con- 
duct in  endeavouring  to  force  British 
officers  as  Residents  upon  the  Ameer 
was  in  violation  of  Treaty  and  of  the 
solemn  promises  of  former  Viceroys. 
That  is  a  point  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  great  pains  to  mystify 
the  people.  Not  in  one  document 
written  by  the  Government,  not  in  one 
speech  uttered  by  the  Government,  has 
a  fair  and  adequate  account  been  given 
of  our  Treaties  with  Afghanistan.  It  is 
a  very  simple  matter,  and  I  will  not 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by  stating 
tlie  facts  at  any  length.  We  had  only 
two  Treaties  with  Afghanistan  ;  one 
made  in  1855,  the  other  two  years 
later — in  1857.  The  first  of  those 
Treaties  is  remarkable  on  tliis  account 
— that  it  was  extremely  onerous  on  Af- 

fhanistan,  and  extremely  light  for  us. 
t  bound  the  Ameer  to  be  **the  friend 
of  our  friends  and  the  enemy  of  our 
enemies;"  whereas  we  undertook  no  cor- 
respondiDg  obligation  towards  him,  and 
we  promised  him  nothing  except  this — 
that  we  should  never  interfere  in  his 
affairs.  It  was  perfectly  well  known  by 
everyone  at  the  time  what  was  meant 
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by  the  Treaty.  What  was  meant  by  it 
was  that  we  should  clear  out  of  the 
country — to  use  a  familiar  expression — 
'^  bag  and  baggage,"  and  have  no 
British  officer  in  Afghanistan.  That 
was  the  well-known  meaning  at  the 
time ;  but  there  was  no  definition  of  the 
Trea^. 

I  now  come  to  the  Treaty  which  was 
entered  into  two  years  afterwards,  and 
that  is  the  Treaty  to  which  I  wish  to 
direct    the    special    attention   of  your 
Lordships.     That  Treaty  arose  from  a 
temporary  occasion,  and  it  is  a  common 
confusion  of  thought   to    say    that  a 
Treaty  which  arises  out  of  a  purely  tem- 
porary occasion  is  necessarily  in  itself 
temporary.     I   need  not  point  out  to 
your  Lordships  the  fallacy  of  that  argu- 
ment.    Very  trivial  circumstances  may 
give  rise  to   a  new  arrangement,  and 
that    new    arrangement    may    contain 
clauses  of  permanent  obligation.     So  it 
was  in  this  case.     What  happened  was 
this  :  A  war  arose  in  which  the  Persian 
Government  seized  the  City  of  Herat, 
which  at  that  time  was  considered  to  be 
against  the  interests  of  this  country,  and 
wo    determined   upon  active   measures 
against  Persia.     For  this  purpose  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  was  given  to 
the  Ameer  of  Cabul  to  enable  him  to  re- 
cover Herat,  and  also  to  resist  any  fur- 
ther aggression  on  the  part  of  the  Gk>- 
vernment  of  Persia,  which  was  at  the 
time   supposed  to  be,  more  or  less,  in 
secret  alliance  with  Russia.  This  subsidy 
was  sent  to  the  then  Ameer,  Dost  Ma- 
homed, and  it  was  agreed  with  him  that 
British  officers  should  go  into  Afghanistan 
with  the  single  and  solo  object  of  seeing 
that  that  subsidy  was  devoted  to  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended.  The 
utmost  jealousy  was  evinced  by  Dost 
Mahomed  ;    and  to  please   and  satisfy 
him  the  English  Government  drew  up  a 
most   stringent   clause,   forbidding   the 
British  officers  taking  the  smallest  con- 
cern in  anything  but  the  outlay  of  the 
money  advanced  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment.    That  clause — Clause   7 — which 
related  to  the   subsidy  said — "  When- 
ever the  subsidy  shall  cease  the  British 
officers  shall  bo  withdrawn  " — not  from 
Cabul,  but  "  from  the  Ameer's  country" 
— from  the  whole  country.     Now,  if  tho 
7th  clause  had  stopped  there,  it  would 
have  been  enough.    I  need  not  say  that, 
as  a  mere  matter  of  verbal  quibble,  if 
British  officers  had  gone  away  the  next 
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day  it  would  have  been  no  violation  of 
the  Treaty;  but  the  matter  is  made 
quite  clear  by  the  subsequent  words — 

"  Whoneror  the  subsidy  shall  coaso  the  Bri- 
tiah  OflScers  shaU  be  with(u:awn  from  the  Amir's 
ooontry ;  bat  at  the  ploasuro  of  the  Hritioh  C4o- 
▼emment  a  vakeel,  not  a  European  ofiiccr,  shall 
nmain  at  Cabul  on  tlie  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  one  at  Pcahawur  on  the  part  of  the 
GoToziunent  of  Cabul." 

NoW|  that  was  a  distinct  clause,  provid-' 
ing  for  the  future  relations  between  the 
two  OoTemments,  and  it  was  a  solemn 
promise  on  the  part  of  the  British  Go- 
Temment,   that  if  the  Government  re- 

2 aired  an  Agent  in  Cabul,  the  Agent 
boold  be  a  native  of  India,  and  not  a 
BritiBh  officer ;  and  I  need  not  say  that 
that  was  a  permanent  obligation. 

I  come  now  to  a  matter  in  wliich  I 
hare  taken  a  considerable  share,  and 
that  is  the  promises  given  by  Lord 
.  Kayo  in  1 869.  As  your  Lordships  will 
reoollect,  Lord  Mayo  went  out  to  India 
jut  as  the  Government  with  which  I 
was  connected  came  into  power.  He  was 
ftppointed  by  the  previous  Government 
— ^that  is,  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite, 
fbnning  a  different  Cabinet  from  the 
present — almost  at  the  moment  I  re- 
osiyed  the  Seals  of  Office.  I  had  no  op- 
pQstnnity  of  seeing  Lord  Mayo  before 
na  left  £ngland.  I  had  not  tho  advan- 
tage of  his  friendship,  or  even  of  his  ac- 
quaintance, and  I  had  no  opportunity  of 
S'fing  him  any  verbal  instructions  on 
a  subject ;  and  the  truth  is,  I  should 
not  have  given  him  any  instructions  with 
regard  to  his  conduct  in  dealing  with 
tte  Ameer.  People  forget  now,  after 
tte  controversy  of  the  past  two  years, 
that  at  that  time  there  was  no  difference 
of  opinion  whatever  between  the  two 
■dee  as  to  our  policy  in  Afghanistan.  If 
I  wished  to  instruct  him  about  Shore  Ali, 
I  woold  have  copied  word  for  word  a 
despatch  written  by  Sir  Stafford  North- 
eote  a  few  months  before  I  took  tho  Seals 
of  the  India  Office.  Soon  after  Lord 
Majro  arrived  in  India  Shore  Ali  ro- 
qassted  an  interview,  and  it  was  ar- 
laaged  that  a  gpreat  interview  should 
tske  place  at  Umballa.  Now,  it  is  iui- 
pottant  to  consider,  first  of  all,  what 
wm  the  demands  of  Shero  Ali,  and 
what  were  the  promises  of  Ix)rd  Mayo. 
A  Tery  important  part  of  one  charge 
whidi  I  shall  have  to  make  against 
Her  Hqesty's  Goremmcnt  is  founded 
ea  flia  aatnre  of  tho  demands  which 
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Shore  Ali  made  in  1 869.  Lord  Mayo  thuS 
writes — 

**  The  object  of  tho  Ameor  in  coming  to  Um- 
balla was  to  supplement  if  possible  the  Treaty 
of  1857  (which  ho  termed  one-sided),  because  he 
wished  us  to  declare  that  we  would  be  *  the  friend 
of  his  friends  *  and  the  *  enemy  of  his  enemies,' 
that  wo  would  not  acknowledge  *  any  friend  in 
the  whole  of  Afghanistan  save  the  Ameer  and 
liis  descendants.'  lie  desired  and  asked  that  the 
British  Government  should  not  be  the  sole  judge 
of  when  and  how  future  assistance  was  to  Be 
given," — [A/ffhanisiany  No.  1,  p.  93.] 

Lord  Mayo  goes  on  to  say  that  "com- 
pliance with  these  desires  was  impos- 
sible." The  essence  of  them  is  that  our 
guarantee  shall  be  unlimited  both  as  re- 
gards his  domestic  and  foreign  afifairs. 
What  Lord  Mayo  promised,  however, 
was  thii 


**  The  British  Government  will  view  with 
severe  displeasure  any  attempts  on  tho  part  of 
your  rivals  to  disturb  your  position  as  Kuler  of 
Cabul  and  re-kindle  ci\'il  war,  and  it  will  fur- 
ther endeavour,  from  time  to  time,  by  such  means 
as  circumstances  may  require,  to  stren^hen  the 
Govemm(?nt  of  your  Highness,  to  enable  you  to 
exercise  with  equity  and  with  justice  your  right- 
ful rule,  and  to  transmit  to  vour  descendants  all 
the  dignities  and  honours  of  which  you  are  tho 
lawful  possessor." — [Ibid.  p.  90-91.] 

When  this  despatch  reached  the  Govern- 
ment at  home,  we  feared  there  might  bo 
some  misunderstanding,  and  I,  there- 
fore, wrote  back  to  guard  against  possible 
ambiguity,  telling  Lord  Mayo  when  oc- 
casion arose  to  make  the  Ameer  clearly 
understand  that  we  should  retain  in  our 
own  hands  the  power  of  judging  in  each 
case.  This  drew  from  Lord  Mayo  a  lonff 
despatch,  in  which  he  vindicated  and 
explained  the  whole  circumstances,  and 
to  that  despatch  I  replied  that  the  Go- 
vern men  t  wore  completely  satisfied  by 
his  explanation.  It  has  been  said  in 
various  ways,  and  circulated  in  private 
conversation,  that  Lord  Mayo  was  pre- 
vented by  mo  from  giving  the  Ameer  as 
much  as  ho  desired  to  give.  There  is  not 
a  fihadow  of  foundation  for  them.  You 
will  iiud  in  tho  public  despatch  of  Jjord 
^luyo  ho  accepted  the  principles  laid 
down,  and  lie  naid  there  was  no  differ- 
ence whatever  in  principle  between 
his  views  and  those  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ciovernnient,  and  that  he  should  n(rt 
upon  tbeni  in  the  future  as  he  had 
already  done  in  the  past.  So  far  as  that 
goes,  there  was  complete  agreement ; 
and  I  cannot  help  looking  bmHk  with  in- 
finite x>leasureon  the  fact  that  during  tho 
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time  LordMayo  waainlndiauptohismost 
calamitous  death  there  never  was  any  dif- 
ference of  opinion  of  the  smallest  moment, 
and  Lord  Mayo  acted  entirely  on  prin- 
ciples of  which  the  Government  entirely 
approved.     But  this  was  not  the  only 
promise  given  by  Lord  Mayo  to  Shere 
Ali.     He  also  gave  some  other  promises 
by  word  of  mouth,   and  you  will  find 
these  in  the  despatch  of,  I  think,  May, 
1869.     These  were  the  words — that  no 
European  officers  should  be  placed  in 
his  cities  as  Hesidents  ;  that  there  should 
be  no  European  troops,  no  fixed  subsidy, 
and  no  dynastic  pledges.     Those  were 
summed  up  in  private  letters  addressed 
to  me ;  and  among  these  I  find,  in  one 
dated  June,  1869,  Lord  Mayo  said  the 
only  pledges  to  the  Ameer  were  that  we 
should  not  interfere  in  his  affairs,  that 
we  should  support  his    independence, 
that  we  should  not  force  European  offi- 
cers or  Hesidents  upon  him  against  his 
will.     I  think  I  have  made  it  plain  what 
was  the  state  of  the  case  at  the  time  of 
Lord  Mayo.     I  know  what  is  said  on 
this  subject.      We  are  told  that  Lord 
Mayo  was  before  the  deluge,  and  that 
^Bussia  has  made  great  advances  since 
his  time.     The  ingenuity  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  very  great ;  and,  under  the  in- 
fluence of  Bussophobia,  it  tramples  not 
only  over  the  facts  of  history,  but  the 
facts  of  geography.     I  shall  quote  a  few 
sentences  in  which  it  is  endeavoured  to 
be  made  out  that  this  extraordinary  Hus- 
sian  advance  took  place    between  the 
time  of  Lord  Mayo  and  the  time  of  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Earl  of 
Northbrook.)      In  the  celebrated  des- 
patch of  November  19,  it  is  said  that 
the  'advance  of  Eussia  in  Central  Asia 
had  not  up  to  this  period  assumed  di- 
mensions such  as  to  cause  uneasiness  to 
the  Indian  Government.    Bussia,  it  was 
further  said,  had  advanced  her  outposts, 
reducing  the  distance  of  1,000  miles  to 
400  miles  in  this  time.     Now,  what  I 
represent  to  the  House  is,  that  there  is 
hu^y  any  truth  in  this   description. 
The  ereat  advances  Bussia  made  in  Cen- 
tral Asia  were  all  made  in  the  five  years 
between  1864   and   1869.     Bussia  had 
made  the  march  from  the  Jaxartes  to 
the  Oxus ;  she  had  advanced  over  that 
immense  space.     She  had  planted  her 
standards  in  the  capital  of  Bokhara,  and 
the  whole  of  Bokhara — not  only  400 
miles  from  Cabul,  but  adjoining  it — had 
been  subjected  to  the  Bussian  power. 
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She  had  then  possesBion  of  Samarcand, 
and  erected  toat  great  Principality  of 
Turkestan  and  placed  it  in  the  hands  of 
General  Kauffman ;  and  so  utterly  un- 
true is  it  as  an  historical  fact  that  there 
was  any  opinion  in  favour  of  Bussian 
aggression  that,   at  the  very  moment 
Lord  Mayo  went  to  meet  Shere  Ali  at 
Umballa,  Bussia  was  claiming  no  incon- 
siderable  portion  of  the  territories  of 
«the  Ameer.     She  was  claiming  Badas- 
khan,  lying  immediately  at  the  back  of 
the  Hindu  Kush.    There  is  no  truth 
whatever  in  the  broad  distinction  sought 
to  be  drawn  between  the  time  of  my 
noble  Friend  and  the  time  of  Lord  Mayo. 
I  now  come  to  the  transactions  of 
1873,  in  which  I  had  considerable  re- 
sponsibility.   Nothing  is  so  flag^rant  as 
the  account  which  has  been   g^ven  of 
them.     I  will  show,  first,  what  were  the 
real  facts,  and  then  what  has  been  made 
of  them.     Early  in  1873  two  very  im- 
portant events  occurred.    A  long  nego- 
tiation, conducted  by  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook), 
in  conjunction  with  the  India  Office, 
with  the  object  of  securing  the  territories 
of  the  Ameer  from  Bussian  domination, 
had  come  to  a  satisfactory  oondusion. 
A    disputed     question    respecting    the 
boundaries  of    Afghanistan    was    also 
settled  by  the  arbitration  which  was  be- 
gun in  the  time  of  Lord  Mayo,  known  as 
the  Seistan  Arbitration.     The  Viceroy 
thought  it  desirable  that  all  these  mat- 
ters   should  be    communicated  to  the 
Ameer  by  a  British  officer  deputed  for 
the  purpose ;  and  my  noble  Friend  sent 
a  message  to  the  Ameer  proposing  to 
send  a  British  officer  to  Cabul.     Actu- 
ated by  that  ingrained  suspicion  which 
we  could  not  ^et  out  of  the  minds  of  the 
Afghans,  the  Ameer  thought  there  would 
be  danger  in  receiving  such  an  officer, 
and  his  reply  was — **  Thank  you,  I  am 
much  obliged,  but  I  would  prefer  send- 
ing my  own  officer  to  meet  you  at  Simla." 
My  noble  Friend,  mindful  of  his  Treaty 
obligations,  and  of  the  solemn  promises 
of  his  Predecessor,  did  not  send  a  British 
officer  to  Cabul,  and  the  Ameer  was  al- 
lowed to  send  his  own  officer  to  Simla, 
where  the  interviews  took  place  in  the 
months  of  June  and  July,   1873.     On 
the  1st  of  July,  in  consoouonce  of  a  com- 
munication from  my  noble  Friend,  I  sent 
this  telegram — 

**  Great  caution  in  ncoManrj*  in  atumrinpf  Amocr 
of  material  aisifltance  which  may  raifie  undue 
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aad  unfounded  expectations.  He  already  shows 
■ymptoms  of  claiming  more  than  >vc  iiinv  'wish 
to  giTe."— [/6iV/.  p.  108.] 

When  I  sent  that  telegram,  I  had  on 
my  mind  the  demands  which  the  Ameer 
liad  preYiouflly  made  upon  Lord  Mayo. 
In  the  course  of  a  very  few  days  my 
noble  Friend  found  that  Shore  Ali  was 
really  making  the  same  demands  he  had 
made  upon  Lord  Mayo  in  1869.  In  a 
demitch,  dated  the  30th  of  July,  my 
noDie  Friend  behind  me  said — 

**  Two  points  in  connection  with  the  promised 
Mraxmnoe  were  then  brought  fon^-ard  by  the 
finToj.  He  requested,  in  the  first  place,  that, 
in  die  event  of  any  aggression  on  the  Ameer's 
territories,  the  British  Government  would  dis- 
tinctly ftate  that  tho>'  would  consider  such 
as  an  enemy." — \^Ibid.  p.  114.] 


It  iSy  observe,  an  unconditional  gua- 
rantee, exactly  what  the  Ameer  asked 
from  Lord  Mayo.  The  next  document 
is  of  the  same  order ;  it  shows  distinctly 
what  the  Ameer  wanted — 

**  The  EnToy  asked  that  a  written  assurance 
nig^t  bo  given  to  him  to  the  cficct  that  if 
BoHW  or  any  State  of  Turkestan  or  elsewhere 
under  Russian  influence  should  commit  on 
aggression  on  the  AmLcr*s  territory',  or  should 
otherwise  annoy  the  Amc(T,  the  British  Govcm- 
ment  wonld  consider  such  aggressor  as  an 
cnem  J,  and  that  they  would  ]iromiso  to  afford 
to  the  Ameer  promptly  such  as^stuncc  in  money 
■nd  in  arms  as  might  bo  required  imtil  the 
danger  should  be  passed  ur  the  invasion  re- 
pelled. Also  that,  if  tho  Ameer  sliould  be  un- 
■hfe  to  cope  single-handed  with  thu  invudor, 
the  British  Government  sliould  prumi>tly  do- 
ipetch  a  force  to  his  assistance  by  whatever 
route  the  Ameer  might  require  the  sumo,  tho 
nid  force  to  be  employed  against  the  invader 
nd  to  return  to  British  territory'  when  the 
isTasion  was  repelled.  No  return  ft^r  tlie  n»siHt- 
anoe  above-mentiuned  to  be  required  by  tho 
British  Government  frum  Afghanistan/* 

Bo  here  yuu  have  the  full  expectation  of 
the  Ameer.  Not  only  were  wo  to  give 
kim  an  unconditional  guarantee  against 
ill  fbreign  aggression,  but  we  wi'ro  to 
make  a  promise  that  our  troox)s  were  to 
aiarch  through  hin  territory  by  \ihut 
Kmte  he  chose,  and  to  mari'li  out  again 
the  moment  they  had  acconiplislied  his 
]NirpOBG.  That  was  a  request  it  uas 
(|iiita  imjKwsible  to  grant.  It  was  not 
the  only  one  he  made.  We  liavo  albo 
mdence  that  ho  vanted  to  speak  about 
IB  unconditional  guarantee  for  tlie  buc- 
CMsion  of  his  adopted  heir,  Abdullah 
Jan.  He  had  nothing  whatever  to  offer 
to  the  British  GoTemment  in  return  for 
vnreaaonable  requests.  My  noble 
~  wiahed  to  re-open  tho  question  of 


British  Kesidents  in  a  general  and 
friendly  manner,  in  a  manner  unaccom- 
panied with  threats  and  violence,  and 
that  would  have  been  consistent  with  the 
Treaty ;  it  would  not  have  been  as  in- 
consistent as  doing  it  in  a  violent 
manner,  and  accompanied  with  threats. 
It  was  not  in  the  least  inconsistent  to 
ask — ' '  Will  you  re-consider  this  matter  T ' 
But  the  Envoy  distinctly  told  my  noble 
Friend — **  I  have  no  power  to  treat  with 
you  on  that  matter,  none  whatever;'* 
and  there  was  nothing  for  it  but  to 
leave  it  out  of  the  negotiations.  I  wish 
now  to  read  a  second  telegram  I  sent  to 
^ny  noble  Friend  with  reference  to  a 
communication  he  proposed  to  make  to 
the  Ameer — 

"  Cabinet  thinks  yon  should  inform  Ameer 
that  we  do  not  at  all  share  his  alarm,  and  eon- 
sider  there  is  no  cause  for  it;  but  you  may 
assure  him  we  shall  maintain  our  settled  policy 
in  favour  of  Afghanistan,  if  he  abides  by  our 
advice  in  external  aflfairs.'* — [Ibid.  p.  108.] 

In  consequence  of  that  telegram,  my 
noble  Friend  gave  the  following  assur- 
ance to  the  Ameer : — 

"  It  would  be  the  dutv  of  the  Ameer  to  refer 
the  question  [of  foreign  invasion]  to  the  British 
Government,  who  would  endeavour,  &c.  In 
bueh  event,  should  these  endeavours  i)rove  fruit- 
less, tho  British  Government  are  prepared  to 
assure  the  Ameor  that  they  will  afl'ord  him 
assistance  in  the  sliape  of  arms  and  money,  and 
will  albo,  in  case  of  necessity,  aid  him  with 
troops." 

Tliat  was  the  promise  given  by  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me ;  it  was  a  promise  dis- 
tinctly in  advance  of  that  given  by  Lord 
Mayo ;  it  was  more  clearly  worded,  and 
more  definite.  It  is  commonly  said  by 
tlie  supporters  of  the  Government  that 
we  gave  liim  no  promise  at  all.  I  wish 
to  direct  attention  to  a  remarkable 
document — a  telegram  from  the  present 
Viceroy,  at  the  time  the  Treaty  of  Gan- 
damuk  was  under  consideration,  and  one 
very  much  like  a  telegram  to  me  from 
my  noble  Friend  behind  me;  On  tlio 
7th  of  April,  1879,  the  Viceroy  tele- 
graphed— 

**  If  in  return  for  41h  artirli-,  which  places 
liis  foni^i  ri  I'lticnsin  our  liiinds,  YakoobKhiin 
jssk.H  jiinliitii-n  ironi  fin*ifrn  invMsioii.  A  «iiH- 
tiiict  aii«\v»  r  will  ber«  <iuircd." — [AJyhuurujHnt^ 
No.  7,  1S71>.] 

And  on  the  13th  of  April  the  Secretary 
of  IState  telograplied  to  the  Viceroy — 

'*  If  Yakodb  faithfully  conducts  his  foreipii 
poliey  under  our  direction,  we  shall  be  prvparwl 
to  6upi>ort  him  against  any  foreifpi  aggrewioa 
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which  may  result  from  such  conduct  ^"ith  money, 
arms,  und  troops,  to  bo  omploved  at  our  discre- 
tion, when  and  whoro  wo  think  fit." — [Ibid.'} 

This  is  the  answer  of  the  present  Oo- 
voniment — not  one  step  in  advance  of 
tho  promise  I  made  before.  The  truth 
is,  the  promise  given  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment was  more  conditional,  more 
carefully  guarded,  and  left  more  loop- 
holes for  escape— a  groat  deal  more  so 
than  the  promise  made  by  me.  And  yet 
there  is  no  ^lember  of  the  Government 
— there  is  no  supporter  of  tho  Govern- 
ment now  making  electioneering  speeches 

who  does  not  say  that  we  refused  the 

Ameer  any  promise  whatever.  [Vis-' 
count  Cranbrook:  Ilear,  hear!]  Tho 
noble  Viscount  seems  to  approve  that 
declaration.  I  lay  before  the  House  the 
facts.  Lord  Northbrook  did  give  a  pro- 
nuBO  to  the  Ameer,  which  in  substance 
was,  word  for  word,  tho  promise  we  gave 
in  1873,  only  it  is  more  wrapt  up  in  ver- 
biage, and  left  more  loopholes  for  escape. 
One  word  with  respect  to  my  telegi-am, 
of  which  much  has  been  made,  stating 
that  we  did  not  share  tlie  Ameer's  alarm. 
I  am  constantly  taunted  with  having 
Mumittod  a  great  error  in  saying  that  I 
did  not  share  the  Ameer's  alarm.  I 
avow,  in  tho  presence  of  this  House, 
that  i  did  not  share,  and  I  do  not  share, 
the  VnunVs  alarm.  It  appears  to  me 
to  W  an  undignitiod  policy  on  tho  part 
of  Kncland  to  bo  perpotua  ly  screammg 
.KmH  those  advances  of  Kussia.  lam 
IZ   jind  I  wa*  w^^^  alarmed  by  these 

?'^'    :,  ^A*  .vnsistont  with  the  commu- 

.\-.*xio  h^a  iust  made  to  the  Ameer 

'^''l  VW*  S    acknowledged  that  his 

th.t >«**«*  ;*\^  ,^,,  ^^         to  tell 

rTiC'USTtimothatwewerein 
V,«  «'  .'  .vv«iWo  ahmn  because 
^"^     ^";T^*U^ Khiva?    I  wish  to 

'^'     '^'\-^'  .,*-,M.-!ion!i  which  has 
•^^~'     \;\*,    w  ^kSo  YiMvunt  oW>o. 

^>.o>iNvX\     I  wish  to 

.,     .Var      IhAVoabso- 

u   •.  vu'.toiitfcl  fairness 

it..  I  Miovo  him 

A  uo  \v  hi*  l*w>- 

^!    *..M*  ^.ic«iitalion 
..,^.v.u*.     ».'-w** 

\     '  >  ...  .Ji, '.o  P"^- 


.,«^' 


*  ^V  \*i» 


^  ■   fc 
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transactions  of  its  F^redecesBors  intended 
to  prejudge  them  and  to  prejudice  tho 
public  mind.  I  have  not  known  such  a 
thing  done  before.  It  is  usual  to  pre- 
sent Papers  to  Parliament,  and  to  leave 
Parliament  to  form  its  own  judgment. 
In  this  case,  10  days  or  a  fortnight  before 
Parliament  met,  a  despatch  was  pro- 
duced containing  this  passage— 

"  The  capturo  of  Khiva  by  tho  forces  cf  the 
Czar  in  tho  spring  of  1873,  a'nd  the  total  Fubor- 
dinntion  of  that  Khanate  to  Russia,  cans^'d 
Shcro  AH  considerable  alarm,  and  led  him  t<j 
qiieBtion  tho  value  of  the  pledges  with  rcforeDCo 
to  Afp^hanistan  which  had  been  given  hr  Hid 
Imi)crial  Majesty  to  England,  and  which  had 
been  communicated  to  His  Highness  by  the 
British  Government.  Actuated  by  his*  ff-an 
on  this  score,  the  Ameer  sent  a  special 
Envoy  to  Simla  in  tho  summer  of  that  year, 
charged  with  tho  duty  of  expressing  them  to 
tho  Government  of  India.  Finding  that  the 
object  of  the  Ameer  was  to  asc(*rtain  dt-finitvlv 
how  far  he  might  rely  on  tho  help  of  the  Uritidh 
Government  if  his  territories  were  threatened 
by  Russia,  Lord  Northbrook's  Government  was 

Sroparcd  to  assuro  him  that,  under  certain  c«.<n- 
itionn,  tho  Government  of  India  would  assist 
him  to  ropol  unprovoked  aggression.  I*ut  Ilvr 
Miiji'sty's  (vDVcmmont  at  homo  did  not  share 
His  Highness* s  alarm,  and  tho  Victroy  ulti- 
mately informed  the  Ameer  that  the  discussion 
of  the  question  would  be  best  postponed  to  a 
more  convenient  season.*' 

Now,  my  Lords,  if  tho  object  of  a  nar- 
rative is  to  give  to  persons  ig^norant  of 
the  facts  a  true  impression  of  them,  I 
say  that  no  man  reading  that  paragraph 
would  have  the  slightest  notion  of  tho 
facts.  It  professes  to  give  the  object  of 
Shere  Ali's  mission  to  the  Viceroy.  He 
could  not  have  sent  this  mission  occauso 
he  was  frightened  about  Khiva,  because 
this  was  a  month  before  Khiva  was 
taken,  and  at  the  moment  when  General 
Kauilmann's  column  was  at  death's  door 
for  the  want  of  water.  This  Memoran- 
dum passes  over  in  silence — apparently* 
intentional  silence — all  the  extravagont 
demands  made  by  JShero  Ali.  It  pro- 
fesso.s  to  give  an  account  of  the  action  of 
the  Home  Government ;  and  here  it  con- 
descends to  quote  one  half  of  the  telegram 
and  suppress  the  other — a  transaction 
which  1  have  never  known  before  in 
any  public  document  issued  under  the 
authority  of  tho  Secretary  of  State. 
LaRtly,  it  proft»sses  to  give  an  account  of 
the  action  of  the  Viceroy;  and  in  this 
account  it  omits  every  fact  and  state- 
ment as  to  th(>  pi*oiriise  whi<'h  my  noble 
Friend  (tho  Earl  of  Northbrook)  had 
sivou  to  tho  Amoer,  and  which  turned 
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out  to  be  exactly  the  promises  which  Hor 
IC^esty's  Goyemment  were  now  willing 
to  grant.  I  must  say  such  a  document 
ataods  alone  in  the  history  of  those  pro- 
ceedings. I  do  not  attribute  it  to  the 
noble   viscount  opposite.     In  the  first 

Slace,  I  know  very  well  that,  in  the  or- 
inary  way  of  transacting  the  business 
of  the  India  Office,  a  despatch  of  that 
nature  would  not  be  drafted  by  the  So- 
cretary  of  State;  but  he  was  in  the  hands 
of  a  clique  of  Bussophobists,  and  he 
had  not  the  previous  knowledge  to  en- 
able him  to  correct  the  facts.  My  belief 
is  still  the  noble  Viscount  was  ignorant 
of  the  facts ;  and  every  one  of  your  lieu- 
tenants only  makes  the  matter  worse  by 
ignorance  of  the  facts.  The  other  day 
a  speech  was  made  by  a  Member  of  the 
Qorernmcnt,  no  less  than  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
Of  the  honour  of  Mr.  Bourke  I  have  no 
donbt — no  more  than  of  my  own ;  but 
what  did  he  say  at  King's  Lynn  ?  Ho 
stated  broadly  that  nothing  whatever  in 
the  nature  of  a  promise  had  been  mado 
to  Shere  AH ;  and  only  the  othor  day  at 
IdTerpool  Viscount  Sandon,  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet,  stated  broadly  that 
nothing  of  the  kind  had  ever  been  givon 
to  Shere  Ali.  All  this  was  the  result  of 
that  misleading  despatch  of  the  noble 
Viscount.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  dono 
with  all  the  transactions  in  connection 
with  which  I  have  any  personal  responsi- 
bility, and  I  now  come  to  the  transactions 
of  the  present  Government.  After  1873,1 
hare  no  doubt  it  is  porft'ctly  true  tliut 
the  Ameer  was  more  or  less  in  a  sulky 
and  discontented  state.  lie  was  aff(*cted, 
not  so  much  by  the  refusal  of  tlieso  ex- 
timFagant  requests,  but  he  was  do(<ply 
mortified  by  the  result  of  the  Soistan 
Arbitration.  There  were  other  circum- 
stances that  made  him  sulky  and  dis- 
satisfied. He  refused  to  accept  mon(>y 
offered  by  my  noble  Friend ;  and  various 
specalations  had  been  made  as  to  the 
caose  of  that  refusal.  In  my  own  mind, 
my  Lords,  there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to 
the  cause.  As  I  have  already  men- 
tioned to  the  House,  my  noble  Friond 
had  spoken  as  directed  by  the  Home 
Ooremment  about  re-considering  the  ar- 
rangement, and  we  may  well  suppose  that 
the  refusal  to  take  money  arose  from  an 
apprehension  that  it  mi^ht  revive  the 
notion  of  sending  British  officers  to 
CabuL  If  he  took  the  money  it  might 
inrolTe  him  iu  new  uogotiations.    How- 


ever that  might  be,  I  admit  the  fact  that 
the  Ameer  was  sulky ;  and  what  did  the 
Government  do  ?  I  was  extremely 
amused  by  a  passage  in  the  speech  to 
which  I  have  referred,  which  I  need  not 
recall  to  your  Lordships,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  so  much  had  been  done  to 
make  amonds  to  this  unfortunate 
Ameer,  who  had  been  insulted  by 
the  previous  Government.  The  most 
earnest  and  sincere  endeavours,  it  was 
said,  had  been  made  to  conciliate  the 
Ameer,  and  had  failed.  How  had  the 
present  Government  tried  to  conciliate 
the  Ameer?  I  will  tell  you  what  the 
Gt>vernment  did.  In  the  first  place, 
they  were  very  nearly  a  year  in  Office 
before  they  did  anj'thing.  Thoy  came 
into  Office  in  1874,  and  they  took  no 
notice  of  Cabul,  or  anything  connected 
with  it,  for  a  whole  year.  At  last,  on 
the  22nd  of  January,  1875,  they  made 
their  first  move.  Heaven  knows  why 
they  made  it ;  I  do  not  know,  ex- 
cept tliat  they  were  button-holed  by  Sir 
Bartle  Frero.  What  was  the  first  move 
of  the  Government  to  conciliate  the 
Ameer,  and  make  him  more  friendly 
than  he  had  been  ?  Thoy  issued  an 
order  to  my  noble  Friend  that  ho  was 
immediately  to  send  a  British  Mission 
to  Cttbul — a  thing  the  Ameer  had,  of 
all  others,  rejected  with  horror ;  and — 
could  it  be  bnlioved  ? — they  gave  this 
order  to  the  Viceroy  without  otforing  a 
single  halfpenny  of  return  to  the  Ameer. 
I  grant  that  the  despatch  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  most  temperately  worded. 
Ntjthing  could  run  nioro  smoothly  thnu 
the  instructions  to  the  Viceroy.  There 
was  not  one  single  word  about  Treaties, 
promises,  or  engagements  of  any  kind. 
It  must  have  boL*n  written  by  one  ab- 
solutely ignorant  of  the  whole  previous 
history.  I  can  only  say  that  the  in- 
struction of  the  Government  seems  to 
me  to  have  been  a  case  of  the  most  as- 
tounding rashness  and  ignorance  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  That  instruc- 
tion was  given  in  a  Correspondence 
whi<*h  lasted  alt4>gothor  16  months.  To 
whom  was  the  blame  attributable  ?  A 
great  part  of  it  was  due  to  the  Govern- 
ment at  home ;  and  if  the  whole  of  it 
was  due  to  ni}'  noble  Friend,  I  suppose 
no  Mi'inber  of  tJiis  House  who  sits  op- 
posite would  venture  to  suggi*Htthat  the 
Viceroy  is  in  that  cimditicm  that  he  is 
to  receive,  without  a  single  remonstrance 
or  i.>xphination  of  his  own  views,  such  an 
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order  from  the  Secretary  of  State.  My 
noble  Friend  knew  perfectly  well  that 
he  was  bound  by  Treaties  and  obliga- 
tions to  the  Ameer,  and  that  the  tradi- 
tional policy  of  the  Indian  Government 
for  40  years  was  absolutely  opposed  to 
the  step  which  he  was  directed  to  take. 
He  accordingly  addressed  a  remon- 
strance to  the  Home  Gk)Yomment  on  the 
4th  of  Juno,  which  they  took  four  months 
to  answer.  And  what  was  the  Ghovem- 
ment  answer  ?  They  persisted  in  their 
instructions  ;  and  here  again  they  of- 
fered nothing  to  the  Ameer,  but  they 
advised  the  Indian  Government  to  begin 
the  negotiations  with  what  they  them- 
selves called  ostensible  pretexts — that  is 
to  say,  to  begin  the  transactions  by 
swerving  from  the  straightforwardness 
which  we  had  hitherto  shown  to  the 
Ameer.  What  was  the  answer  of  my 
noble  Friend  ?  He  intimated  distinctly 
that  he  would  not  be  a  party  jbo  any 
such  transaction,  and  in  his  despatch 
my  noble  Friend  sayi 


"  Tho  result  of  our  deliborations  is  that  wo 
are  convinced  that  if  a  Mission  is  sent  to  Cabul 
tho  most  advisable  course  would  bo  to  state 
frankly  and  fully  to  the  Ameer  tho  real  purpose 
of  it." 

Now,  I  ask,  is  there  one  Member  of  this 
House  who  does  not  respond  to  that 
opinion  of  my  noble  Friend  ?  Promises 
were  made  to  the  Ameer  that  his  terri- 
tory should  remain  safe  against  external 
attack.  Why,  that  is  going  back  from 
previous  promises  ;  it  is  a  great  deal 
less  than  Lord  Mayo  promised,  and  a 
great  deal  less  than  I  promised.  That 
is  your  conciliatory  policy. 

And  now  I  come  to  a  further  transac- 
tion, which  I  am  the  more  ready  to  do 
on  account  of  a  cheer  lately  given  by 
the  noble  Viscount.  Lord  Lytton  him- 
self says — 

"  There  is  in  the  Treaty  of  December  nothing 
whatever  to  preclude  tho  British  Government 
from  pointing  out  to  the  Ameer  at  any  time 
the  propriety  of  receiving  a  British  officer  as 
permanent  liosident  at  Cabul  in  any  fair  or 
friendly  manner." 

I  entirely  agree  with  that ;  but  I  have 
already  shown  that  you  did  not  do  this 
fairly,  because  you  began  with  osten- 
sible pretexts,  which  the  Ameer  was 
sharp  enough  to  see  through  at  once. 
And,  more  than  that,  having  beeun  in 
a  manner  not  fair,  you  proceeaed,  in 
the  second  place,  in  a  manner  not 
friendly,  but  aooompanied  by  the  mort 
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violent  threats.  That  is  denied  by  the 
friends  of  the  Gt>yemment  in  their 
speeches  all  over  the  country  ;  but  I 
will  proceed  to  prove  that  it  is  so.  On 
the  8th  of  July  Lord  Lytton  wrote  to 
the  Ameer — 

"It  will  for  thiB  reason  cause  tho  Viceroy 
sincere  regret  if  your  Highness,  by  hastily  re- 
jecting tho  hand  of  friendship  now  frankly  hfld 
out  to  you,  should  render  nugatory  tho  fncndly 
intentions  of  his  Elxcellency,  and  oblige  him  to 
reg^d  Afghanistan  as  a  State  which  has  volun- 
tanly  isolated  itself  from  the  alliance  and  sup- 
port of  the  British  Govomment." 

Thus,  in  the  face  of  a  solemn  Treaty, 
and  also  in  face  of  repeated  promises  of 
one  of  the  noblest  of  your  Viceroys, 
you  break  faith  with  this  unfortunate 
Prince.  You  tell  him  that  unless  he 
agrees  to  accept  your  Envoy,  whom  you 
promised  not  to  send,  you  would  cast 
him  adrift  and  break  idl  your  Treaties 
with  him.  Is  that  what  you  call  acting 
in  a  fair  and  friendly  manner?  Bat 
that  is  not  all.  In  another  Paper  which 
passed  from  Lord  Lytton  in  the  course 
of  these  negotiations  I  read — 

**  But  unless  the  Ameer  agrees  to  tho  arrange- 
ment indicated  in  paragraph  4  of  this  Note,  and 
cordially  enters  into  it,  it  wiU  not  be  practically 
in  my  power  to  undertake  any  obligation  on  his 
behalf,  or  to  do  anything  tor  his  assistance, 
whatever  may  bo  tho  dangers  or  difficulties  of 
his  future  position." 

Here  you  have  repeated  that  we  shall 
cast  him  off.  But  here  is  a  third  re- 
petition of  the  s^me  thing.  Lord 
Lytton  says — 

''But  tho  moment  we  cease  to  rogard  Af- 
ghanistan as  a  friendly  and  firmly  aUied  State, 
what  is  there  to  prevent  us  from  providing  for 
the  security  of  our  own  Frontier  by  an  under- 
standing with  Russia,  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  wiping  Afghanistan  out  of  tho  map 
altogether  P  If  tho  Ameer  doos  not  desire  to 
come  to  a  speedy  understanding  with  us,  Rusaia 
does,  and  she  desires  it  at  his  expense.'* 

Now,  that  is  a  most  extraordinary  pas- 
sage, coming  from  the  Viceroy.  For 
what  does  it  mean  ?  That  if  the  Ameer 
does  not  come  to  a  speedy  understanding 
with  us  we  shall  come  to  an  understand- 
ing with  Hussia,  and  we  shall  do  it  nt 
his  expense.  Here,  my  Lords,  is  a  threat 
not  only  of  our  anger,  but  almost  that 
we  are  prepared  to  hand  him  over  to 
Eussia.  Now,  I  must  ask  tho  Qovern- 
ment,  in  their  answer  to  me  to-night,  to 
tell  me,  if  they  can,  what  authority  the 
Viceroy  had  for  making  that  statement  ? 
The  Viceroy  has  told  us  in  a  published 
despatch  that  he  went  out  to  India  after 


V 
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personal  conforonce  not  only  with  Her 
Majesty's  Ooyemment,  but  with  the 
Russian  Ambassador.  A  most  extraor- 
dinaiy  statement  that  for  a  Yicoroy  to 
make.  What  had  he  to  do  with  the 
Bossian  Ambassador?  Was  it  by  the 
Hossian  Ambassador  ho  'was  told  that 
Russia  would  agree  to  wipe  Afghanistan 
off  the  map  ?  Am  I  to  assume  that  there 
was  some  understanding  between  Eussia 
and  us  in  certain  circumstances  to  divide 
Afghanistan  ?  But  what  I  want  to  point 
out  is  that  those  words  had  the  effect  of 
showing  the  Ameer  that  he  had  nothing 
to  expect  unless  ho  3rielded  to  us,  and 
that  he  was  under  some  danger  from 
Russia  unless  ho  should  make  up  his 
mind  to  do  what  wc  asked  him.  There- 
fore, I  say  that  our  demands  on  the 
Ameer  to  receive  a  British  officer  were 
not  made  in  a  fair  or  a  friendly  manner, 
but  with  the  most  violent  threats  and  in 
a  manner  which  was  a  breach  of  tlie 
Treaty.  And  we  continued  to  speak  in 
the  same  tone  and  with  the  same  throats. 


The  principle  laid  down  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  tnis — ^that  wo  wero  to  ask  the 
Ameer  to  do  certain  things,  and,  when 
he  had  done  so,  to  bid  him  open  his 
month  wider  and  see  wliat  good  things 
would  come  to  him.  The  great  object 
of  the  Government  was,  in  the  first  place, 
to  draw  up  certain  offers  to  the  Anieor 
which  would  not  give  him  what  ho 
wanted  ;  and  in  not  giving  him  what  he 
wanted,  I  must  say  the  Government  were 
perfectly  right.  No  Government  would 
give  the  Ameer  what  ho  wanted.  Wo 
were  porfetrtly  right  not  to  givo  him  an 
unconditional  guarantee.  But  the  second 
object  of  the  Government  was  not  ho 
right,  and  that  was  to  persuade  the 
Ameer  that  we  were  giving  him  what  ho 
wanted.  I  am  making  a  serioun  charge 
against  the  Government.  I  wish  to  stiy 
nothing  outside  the  Ilouse  which  I  am 
not  ready  to  say  inside  it.  And  now  I 
wish  to  lay  before  the  House  the  osten- 
sible proofs  that,  as  you  began,  so  you 
continued  these  d«.'plorable  transactions. 
One  of  the  demands  of  the  Ameer  was  a 
dynastic  guarantee  for  his  sim.  Groat 
care  was  taken  by  Iler  Majesty's  Go- 
▼emment  that  the  promises  given  Hhould 
Ikil  short  of  anything  that  was  in  the 
least  nnconditional.    They  say — 

*'  Her  MAJc«iy*f  Govemmmt  do  not  do»in'  to 

Doooce  thmr  trAditiunal  puliov  <if  abntPiitifii 

sli  unnccenMry  intHrfun'm-o  in  th«*  internal 

of  Afghanistan.     But  thu  frank  r«  c<^^ni- 


tion  of  a  dc  facto  order  in  the  succossion  cstal)- 
lished  by  a  dv  facto  Government  to  tho  throno 
of  a  foreign  Stito  does  not,  in  their  opinion, 
imply  or  nccessitHte  any  intervention  in  tho 
internal  affairs  of  that  State." — \^Aftj}kaniitan^ 
No  1,  1878.  p.  158.] 

That  is  to  say,  you  wero  willing  to  ac- 
knowledge lum  as  a  de  facto  Sovereign, 
and  his  son  as  a  de  facio\x\i\x.  Perfectly 
right ;  but  what  follows  was  not  so  right. 
I  want  to  show  what  Lord  Lytton  was 
prepared  to  tell  tho  Ameer  ;  but  first  let 
me  say  that  Lord  Mayo  wrote  to  me  in 
a  published  despatch  that  the  Ameer  had 
a  special  horror  of  those  de  facto  guaran- 
tees.   He  said — 

"  Had  tho  Viceroy  endoavourod  to  lay  down 
in  that  letter  an  ahntnict  principle  with  regard 
to  the  dn  facto  rulo,  it  would  have  been  taken  as 
little  short  of  an  insult.'* 

With    regard    to  dynastic  guarantees. 

Lord  Mayo  said — 

"  I  authorize  tlio  Agrnt  to  tell  the  Amoer  thjit, 
if  His  Highness  wihhcs  to  iiiaki.'me  his  frifnd,  I 
will  be  a  warm  and  true,  a  fast  and  firm,  frirnd 
to  him,  doing  all  that  is  prsirtirally  in  my  pow<»r 
to  stmd  by  him  in  hi:4  ditliculties,  to  cordially 
support  him,  to  strengthen  his  throne,  to  esta- 
blish his  dynasty,  and  to  confirm  the  8uccessi«>n 
in  tho  i)ers(m  of  his  sou,  Sirdar  Abdullah  Jan." 
—[Ibid,  p.  18o.] 

Now,  my  Lords,  you  will  observe  that 
these  promises  all  distinctly  procee<l  on 
the  principle  of  not  giving  to  the  -tVinoor 
that  which  ho  asked.  Now  I  como  to 
tho  endeavours  of  Her  MajostyV  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  Ameer  believe  that  we 
were  giving  him  all  lie  asked.  On  the 
nth  of  October,  1876,  Lord  Lytton  ad- 
dressed tliis  letter  to  the  Ameer — 

**  Your  Hiirhnt'RS  will  thuM  !>«■  assurrd  by  tho 
A^ent  that  I  shall  bo  pn^i»ari«l  to  (nuiiijIv  with 
th«?  wishes  which  you  announeed  through  your 
Ai?rnt  at  Simla  in  IHT.'i.  an<l  to  wliich  you  have 
adhert'd  in  more  recent  communications."  — 
[M/W.  p.186.] 

Here  is  another  passage — 

"Tho  conditions  on  which  the  (iov«'nior 
(General  in  (*otincil  i;*  now  prcpan-d  to  riit«r 
into  elosrr  and  more  drli  III  to  rrlati(»ns  with  the 
(rtivi'rnment  of  Afj^hauistan  an*  in  ovory  parti- 
cular the  siinir  as  th«»Mt'  tlrsirr«l  by  tin*  AnnM-r 
hiuisilf  on  thu  t)ctasi«in  <f  his  visit  to  rmballa 
in  l.SGl>,  ami  ajrain  in  luon'  or  l»*ss  |^i  rural  t«  riiis 
so  urj^i'd  by  liim  cm  tho  (lovfrnnitnt  of  ln<lia 
throujrh Ilia  Minister SvudNoor  Mahomed  SSliah 
in  1873."— [/Alt/,  p.  1S7.J 

This  is  quite  distinct.  But  I  am  sorry 
to  say  this  was  not  all.  Those  wero 
public  documents  sent  to  tho  Ameer 
through  th«^  usual  and  otru-ial  channel. 
I^>rd  Lytton,  tin*  Viri»roy,  had  in  his  camp 
a  gentleman  who  was  u  !»»  roonal  friend 
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of  tlie  Ameer,  Oaptain  Grey,  who  was 
employed  to  write  a  letter  to  him  to  say 
that  the  Viceroy  was  prepared  .to  ^ve 
him  everything  that  former  Viceroys  had 
given.     He  further  says — 

"  In  tho  absence  of  a  Treaty  between  the  two 
States  the  Minister  at  homo  exercised  discretion ; 
but  when  a  Treaty  is  made  everyone  will  be 
bound  by  its  terms.*' 

My  Lords,  this  is  the  first  time  that  a 
distinction  is  set  up  between  a  Treaty 
obligation  and  a  solemn  promise  of  the 
Viceroy  ;  and  I  maintain  that  if  you  are 
to  rule  India  at  all  you  must  rule  it  on 
the  principle  that  an  Englishman's  word 
is  as  good  as  his  bond.  But  the  Ameer 
was  not  deceived  by  these  promises. 
He  knew  very  well  that  they  were  in- 
sincere, and  that  he  would  not  get  what 
he  wanted.  I  will  not  weary  the  House 
with  all  the  subsequent  negotiations,  but 
will  only  read  one  extract,  which  is  a 
sufficient  comment  on  the  transactions 
now  before  your  Lordships.  The  Viceroy 
wrote  a  despatch  to  the  Government 
summing  up  those  transactions,  and 
saying— 

"These  concessions  which  have  been  sanc- 
tioned would  not  practically  commit  the  Govern- 
ment mure  than  the  former  renewal  of  the 
assurances  already  given  by  Lord  Mayo  in  tho 
year  1869." 

Here  you  have  the  Government  of  India 
assuring  the  Ameer  that  it  was  prepared 
to  give  him  everything  that  former  Vice- 
roys had  offered,  and  then  writing  home 
that  it  had  offered  nothing.     I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  with  a  review  of  tho 
miserable    negotiations    at    Peshawur, 
though  I  could  justify  all  I  said  of  them 
nine  months  ago.     I  will  only  mention 
three  things.     First,  the  Ameer  was  told 
that  ho  had  misapprehended  the  demands 
of  tho  British  Government,  and  then  was 
accused  of  ovading  those  demands.  Next, 
ho  was  told  tliat  the  British  Government 
had  no  desire  wliatever  to  press  Britisli 
officers  upon  him ;  and,  lastly,  that  it 
was  desired  to  send  those  officers  not  to 
Cabul,  but  to  other  parts  of  the  country. 
I  ask  tho  House  what  confidence  could 
bo  placed   in  tlioso  assurances?    Tho 
Oonferonco  was  closed  by  the  Viceroy's 
terminating  it  abruptlv.     Ho  knew  that 
a  messenger  was  on  his  way  from  tho 
Ameer,  conceding  everything  that  tho 
British  Government  demanded ;  and  in 
order  to  prevent  the  Envoy  coming  and 

E lacing  him  in  an  embarrassing  position 
0  tolographed — **  Close  the  Coaferezioe 

Tk$  Dnki  of  Argyll 


up,"  and,  acoordingly,  the  Conference  was 
closed.  I  wonder  what  would  be  the 
effect  on  the  Ameer  of  such  conduct  as 
this  ?  I  am  told  all  over  the  country  that 
it  was  my  noble  Friend  and  myself  who 
alienated  the  Ameer  and  drove  him  into 
the  arms  of  Eussia.  Will  that  stand 
after  the  transactions  I  have  narrated  to 
the  House,  and  of  which  I  have  given  an 
authentic  proof?  But  I  am  happy  to  say 
I  have  a  witness  whose  authority  will 
not  be  controverted  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  I  have  the  authority  of  the 
Viceroy  himself.  In  his  despatch,  drawn 
up  at  the  close  of  the  Conferences  on 
May  10,  we  have  these  ominous  words — 

**  Seeing  no  immediate  prospect  of  further 
support  from  the  British  Oovemment,  and  f etr- 
ing,  perhaps,  his  surmise  correct,  he  would 
naturally  become  more  urgent  in  his  advance! 
to  Eussia." 

That  is  the  confession  of  the  Viceroy— 
that  he  had  closed  these  negotiations  in 
a  manner  which  he  knew  would  tend  to 
throw  the  Ameer  into  the  arms  of  Bossia. 
But  there  is  another  passage  in  that 
despatch  of  May  10  which  I  will  read  to 
the  House,  and  it  is  this— 

"The  further  course  of  Cabul  politics  we 
cannot  foresee,  and  do  not  attempt  to  predict ; 
but  we  await  its  natural  development  with  in- 
creased confidence  in  the  complete  freedom  and 
paramount  strength  of  our  own  position.*' — 
[Afghan  Papei't,  1878,  p.  172.] 

That  is,  he  awaited  the  natural  develop- 
ment of  a  situation  which  he  himself 
had  confessed  was  a  situation  which 
would  throw  the  Ameer  into  the  arms  of 
Russia,  Was  there  ever  so  cynical  a 
confession  made  by  a  Viceroy?  Was 
there  ever  such  a  confession  made  by  the 
head  of  the  British  Government—that  he 
had  contrived  a  state  of  things  in  which 
the  Ameer  would  be  thrown  into  the 
hands  of  Kussia,  and  awaited  with  con- 
fidence the  development  of  the.  situation  ? 
Tho  British  Government  was  in  the  posi- 
tion of  men  who,  having  set  traps  for 
somo  wild  animal,  retired  into  the  jungle 
to  watch  for  their  prey.  Now,  that  des- 
patch, though  dated  May  10,  1877,  was 
not  produced  and  laid  before  Parliament 
for  18  months.  Parliament  was  left  in 
complete  ignorance  of  tho  fact  that  you 
had  withdrawn  your  Agent  from  the 
Ameer ;  that  you  had  suspended  diplo- 
matic relations  with  him  ;  and  that  vou 
had  done  so  under  circumstances  which, 
according  to  your  own  confession,  would 
throw  mm  into  the  arms  of  Bussia.    I 
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ask,  wliat  is  the  use  of  putting  into  the  iatan  woro  active  as  far  back  as  1873,  and  to 

mouth  of  the  Sovereign  on  that  Throne  ^^^^^  conclusivo  proof  of  tho  falsity  of  the 

*r   7^  ..!_    1    1  u      -D    T  exoiLso  given  by  tho  Russian  Mission  to  Cabul 

that  she  meot^  with  gladness  her  Pariia-  ^^^  year." 

meat,  and  will  accept  their  advice,  when 
you  conceal  from  that  Parliament  all  tho 
fiscts  that  would  enable  them  to  give  her 
their  advice?    But  you  say  that  the 
Eastern  Question  had  thon  risen  above 
the  horizon.     Do  you  believe  that  Eussia 
did  not  know  what  was  going  on  in  Af- 
ghanistan ?  Russia  knew  you  had  quar- 
relled with  the  Ameor ;    and  yot  the 
knowledge  which  tho  Russian  Govern- 
ment had  you  refused  to  Parliament  and 
the  people.    Every  attempt  has  been 
made  Bince  the  war  broke  out  to  prove 
that  your  trap  succeeded,  and  that  the 
Ameer  was  thrown  into  the  hands  of 
Russia.      What  do    you  acknowledge 
yourselves?    It  was  14  months  before 
there  was  any  word  of  the  Russian  Mis- 
sion ;  in  fact,  a  complete  separation  in 
point  of  time  between  your  negotiations 
and  that  Mission.     What  did  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  himself  confess  ? 
He  wrote  in  the  month  of  October,  1877, 
to  aay  that  the  Ameer  was  rather  friendly 
in  hu  manner,  and  the  noble  Marquess' 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's)  advice  was 
— "  Let  him  alone,  he  will  come  right." 
I  believe  that  was  perfectly  true.     If 
you  had  treated  him  Kindly,  if  you  had 
sent  back  your  Envoy  to  him,  he  would 
liaTO  come  round.     That  is  the  confession 
On  the  part  of  the  Government,  that  up 
to  Octooer,  1877,  there  were  no  indica- 
tions  of  hostility  on  the  part   of   the 


I  now  come  to  the  last  attempt  made 

to  prore  that  the  unfortunate  Ameer  had 

been  treating  with  Russia.     I  wish  to 

more  for  copies  of  Papers  which,  it  is 

^eged,  have  been  found  at  Cabul.     Iti 

referring  to  the  following  paragraph,  I 

muat  inrorm  those  Members  of  the  llouso 

who  may  not  be  aware  of  the  fact  that 

there  is  a  well-known,  though  of  course 

an  indefinite,   connection  between  tho 

Goremment  of  India  and  The  Pioneer 

newspaper.    "When  tho  Govemmont  of 

India  wish  to  make  an  announccinont, 

they  do  it  through  the  columns  of  llie 

Fim^s0r.    The  other  day  this  paragraph 

i^peared — 

*^Th§  Plfow#rr  now  urcrts  that  an  immcn!<e 
■Mi  of  ooTTCspoodonce  has  hocn  found  uml  1-ii<l 
brfiifs  the  GovemmeQt,  includinic  inHtru<-tii>nM 
frooi  the  RoMian  OoTcmmcut  to  its  afi^onts  in 
Owtnl  Aiis,  poiniini^  out  tho  courso  they  wrro 
to  fbDow  wiUi  ShiTO  Ali.  Thoie  pnpors  nro  n»id 
•e  ifcew  tiwt  Raeun  intriguea  a^niimit  Afghun- 


Your  Lordships  will  find  that  this  para- 
graph has  been  repeated  in  every  paper 
in  tliis  country  that  is  in  the  interest 
of  tho  Government.  It  has  likewise 
been  practically  repeated  by  Sir  Henry 
Rawlinson  in  the  article  to  which  I  have 
referred.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  re- 
ceive this  intimation  with  very  great 
scepticism.  In  the  first  place,  I  cannot 
help  remarking  that  this  discovery  has 
been  made  just  in  the  nick  of  time  before 
a  General  Election.  Next,  I  observe  that 
the  paragraph  refers  to  the  year  1873. 
In  the  third  place,  I  notice  in  the  Papers 
just  presented  to  Parliament  a  most 
extraordinary  despatch  from  General 
Roberts.  Surely,  if  there  is  a  man  in 
the  world  who  is  likely  to  have  known 
something  about  this  alleged  Corres- 
pondence it  is  General  Roberts.  Well, 
General  Roberts  writes  a  despatch  to  the 
Viceroy,  in  which  he  gives  his  g^unds 
for  thinking  that  the  Ameer  was  thrown 
into  the  hands  of  Russia  since  1873  ;  but 
he  does  not  pretend  that  there  are  any 
Papers.  He  says  that  the  unfortunate 
Prince,  Yakoob  Khan,  after  his  abdica- 
tion, when  he  was  accused  of  being  an 
accomplice  in  the  murder  of  Major 
Cavagnari,  and  when  he  may  be  said  to 
have  had  a  rope  round  his  neck,  told 
him  (General  Roberts)  that  his  father 
had  been  offended  with  the  British  Go- 
vernment since  1873.  Your  Lordships 
will  judge  of  the  value  of  a  statement 
made  by  a  man  under  such  circum- 
stances ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  they 
have  no  documontary  evidence  to  show. 
At  all  ovents,  I  challenge  the  Govem- 
m«.'nt  to  produce  this  Correspondence.  I 
myself  am  not  wholly  without  informa- 
tion from  India,  and  it  is  possible  that 
my  infoiiuation  may  be  as  accurate  as 
that  of  the  Government.  My  information 
is  to  tho  ofToct  that  these  documents  do 
not  in  tho  least  support  the  accusations 
against  tho  Ameer,  and  I  challenge  the 
Government  to  produce  them.  It  has 
been  said  that  they  cannot  be  produced 
b<jcause  their  production  would  give 
offence  to  Russia.  But  in  these  Blue 
Books  Kovoral  documents  which  must  be 
most  olFonsive  to  Russia  have  been  pub- 
lished. I  frankly  say  I  shall  not  believe 
the  account  of  thcHO  documents  unless  I 
SCO  tho  documents  themselves.      It  is 
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quite  possible  that  Eussia  may  have  been 
intriguing  for  a  long  time,  and  it  is  pos- 
sible that  the  Ameer  may  have  been  in 
communication  with  Russia ;  but  I  wish 
to  see  the  evidence,  and  I  am  the  more 
confirmed  in  this  wish  by  the  way  in 
which  you  use  documents  to  which  I  am 
able  to  refer. 

Next  I  pass  to  the  accusation  brought 
affainst  the  unfortunate  Ameer,  Shere 
Ali,  whom  you  hunted  to  death,  that  for 
many  years  since  1873  he  had  been  in 
active  and  treasonable  correspondence 
with  the  Russian  Government.  No  one 
has  made  this  accusation  in  broader 
terms  than  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  In  his  speech  the 
other  day  he  said  that  Shere  Ali,  thrown 
over  by  us  in  1873,  had  opened  a  com- 
munication with  General  Kaufmann, 
and  had  ever  since  been  in  disloyal 
communication  with  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment. That  speech  of  Mr.  Bourke's 
made  me  determine  to  go  through  every 
one  of  the  letters  between  the  Ameer  and 
General  Kaufmann  which  have  been 
going  on  for  seven  or  eight  years.  It  is 
universally  stated  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  that  Correspondence, 
which  began  in  1870,  assumed  a  new 
character  after  the  time  of  my  noble 
Friend.  The  general  result  of  my  exa- 
mination is  this:  Between  the  years 
1870  and  1872— the  year  before  the 
time  of  my  noble  Friend — there  were  in 
all  six  letters.  The  first  of  them,  from 
General  Kaufmann,  occasioned  great 
alarm  to  the  Ameer ;  but  Lord  Mayo 
said  to  him — **  Never  mind ;  it  is  all 
nonsense ;  there  is  no  cause  of  alarm. 
Do  you  answer  him  in  civil  terms,  and 
no  harm  will  be  done  whatever."  The 
Ameer  took  Lord  Mayo's  counsel,  and 
ever  after  that  the  Ameer  showed  Gene- 
ral Kaufmann' s  letters  to  our  Agent  at 
Cabul,  and  also  his  own  answers.  Be- 
tween the  years  1873  and  1876,  when 
my  noble  Friend  came  away,  there  were 
eight  letters,  which  is  exactly  the  same 
proportion  as  before.  I  find  there  is  no 
change  whatever  in  the  tone  of  the 
Ameer.  Not  only  is  there  no  change 
for  the  worse  after  1873,  but  between 
1873  and  1876  two  of  General  Kauf- 
mann's  letters  occasioned  to  the  Ameer 
the  most  violent  suspicion.  On  one  oc- 
casion General  Kaufmann  had  said  he 
wished  for  the  prosperity  and  success  of 
the  country  under  the  protection  of  His 
Imperial  Majesty  and   the  Queen    of 

Ths  Duh  of  ArgyU 


England.  The  Ameer  took  mortal 
offence  at  this  letter,  and  ooming  to  the 
Viceroy's  Agent,  he  said — **  VHiat  can 
General  Kaufmann  mean  by  saying  that 
we  are  under  the  protection  of  Russia?  " 
The  Agent  told  him  he  did  not  see  that 
stated  in  the  letter,  and  accordingly  the 
Ameer  sent  back  a  civil  reply.  This 
Correspondence  contains  another  letter, 
which  is  a  very  awkward  one  for  the 
Government  to  deal  with.  The  last 
letter  of  that  series  was  sent  in  February, 
1877,  and  in  that  letter  General  Kauf- 
mann used  the  expression  about  the 
country  of  Afghanistan  being  a  neigh- 
bour of  Russia.  The  Ameer  took  offence 
at  this  account,  and  asked — '^  Have  we 
not  Bokhara  between  Afghanistan  and 
Russia?"  He  was  extremely  alarmed 
and  jealous,  and  he  did  not  answer  that 
letter  for  five  or  six  months.  Look,  my 
Lords,  at  the  circumstance  which  hap- 
pens. The  account  of  these  transactions 
at  Cabul  was  forwarded  to  Peshawur  on 
the  9th  of  September.  Now,  I  have 
ascertained  from  the  hifi^hest  authority 
that  the  course  of  posts  between  Pesha- 
wur and  Simla  is  four  days.  That  ac- 
count of  the  Ameer  and  his  alarm  in  re- 
gard to  Russia  must  have  been  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  of  India  be- 
fore the  1 6th  of  September,  the  day  on 
which  Lord  Lytton  opened  his  new  accu- 
sation against  the  Ameer  of  having  in- 
trigued with  Russia  through  this  Cor- 
respondence. My  Lords,  I  confess  that 
when  I  found  out  these  dates  I  could 
not  help  hearing  in  my  ear  that  solemn 
command  which  for  3,000  years  has 
echoed  from  the  altars  of  the  Church — 
''  Thou  shalt  not  bear  false  witness 
against  thy  neighbour." 

I  pass  now  to  the  actual  results  of  your 
policy.  A  few  months  ago  the  Govern- 
ment were  in  high  spirits,  and  thought 
their  policy  had  turned  out  to  be  tho- 
roughly successful.  The  noble  Viscount 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  made  a 
speech  on  the  subject;  but  let  me  tell 
the  noble  Viscount  this — that,  g^uting 
the  military  success  in  overcoming  the 
forces  of  Afghanistan,  that  was  part  of 
our  case  and  not  of  his.  AVe  always  said 
that  the  mere  conquest  of  Afghanistan 
could  be  effected  without  serious  difii- 
culty,  and  we  said  that  that  made  it  all 
the  more  cowardly  for  you  to  attack  Af- 
ghanistan except  in  case  of  absoluto 
necessity.  One  of  the  dangers  whi(?h 
wo  had  always  predicted — or,  at  least, 
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which,  the  Ameer  had  always  predicted 
— ^was  the  danger  to  the  life  of  our 
Envoy.  That,  however,  was  treated 
with  the  most  supreme  contempt.  A 
few  days  before  I  left  this  country  for 
America  last  year  I  liad  a  long  conver- 
sation with  Lord  Lawrence,  and  I  said 
to  him — **I  have  always  thought  this 
expression  of  fear  as  to  the  life  of  our 
EnToy  is  an  ostensible  pretext,  like  the 
pretext  of  the  British  Government.** 
Lord  Lawrence  answered — ''It  is  put 
forward  to  cover  other  objections ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  depend  upon  it,  there 
is  real  danger  to  the  life  of  any  Envoy 
sent  to  that  country."  You  sent  that 
unfortunate  man.  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari, 
with  an  inadequate  escort — one  of  the 
sources  of  danger  which  we  always  fore- 
saw and  predicted.  He  had  an  escort 
of  only  50  or  60  men,  and  the  result 
was  he  was  murdered  in  cold  blood, 
with  rery  little  power  of  resistance. 
There  is  not  a  single  Member  of  the 
OoFemment  who  did  not  deplore  deeply 
that  unfortunate  catastrophe ;  but  this  I 
must  say — Sir  Louis  Cavagnari  was  the 
Tictim  of  the  wilful  and  ignorant  o])8ti- 
naey  of  the  jiolicy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ooremment.  Up  to  three  years  ago 
the  policy  pursueid  witli  regard  to  Af- 
ghanistan was  the  policy,  not  of  Lord 
Lawrence,  but  of  England,  for  the  pro- 
▼ions  40  years.  In  supporting  that 
policy,  we  hold  that,  even  if  you  got  a 
ttasident  at  Cabul,  he  would  be  useless 
to  you.  Head  the  Cabul  diaries  of  Sir 
Lcmis  Cavagnari,  and  you  will  see  that 
he  was  virtually  a  prisoner.  You  see 
the  atmosphere  of  suspicion  in  which  lie 
fired,  and  his  utter  ignorance  of  overy- 
thinff  that  was  going  on  around  him 
vntif  his  own  fate  was  sealed.  This 
terrible  result  you  have  produced  by 
TOUT  determination  to  believe  that  a 
British  officer  would  get  you  better  in- 
formation than  a  Mahometan,  who  was 
often  allowed  to  bo  present  at  tlio 
Cabinet  Councils  of  the  Ameer.  Look 
at  the  ignorance  of  General  Eoberts  as 
(o  the  condition  of  the  country  up  to  the 
1 1th  of  December.  Neither  he  nor  you 
had  any  notion  of  the  stonn  that  was 
gathering;  and  yet  on  the  13th  and 
I4th  of  that  month  General  Eoborts 
was  within  an  inch  of  having  his  whole 
cantonments  carried  by  the  enemy.  The 
object  of  the  policy  of  Her  ^lajesty^s 
Goremment  was  to  make  of  Cabul  an 
iadspendent  Kingdom.     Do  you  know 


the  result  of  the  destruction  of  the 
'*  Kingdom  of  Cabul?"  One  result 
would  be  to  make  your  Empire  conter- 
minous with  that  of  Russia.  A  dis- 
tinguished Russian  Professor  at  St. 
Petersburg  says — **  Let  the  two  Empires 
bo  conterminous,  and  tlien  England  will 
bo  under  recognisances  to  keep  the 
peace  with  us."  That  is  the  Russian 
view  of  the  matter,  and  that  is  the 
result  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  whole  of  your  policy 
has  been  founded  upon  tho  theory 
of  what  is  called  the  **  Caspian  base  of 
Russian  operations,"  and  not  on  the 
old  base,  the  Saraarcand  base  of  opera- 
tions, and  there  is  before  us  an  endless 
prospect  of  trouble  and  of  war.  Now, 
my  Lords,  those  who  support  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fid  ways 
reproaching  us  by  saying — '*  You  tell 
us  the  objections  to  our  policy,  but  you 
never  tell  us  your  own."  Well,  it  is 
not  for  me  to  advise  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  think  the  advice 
I  might  give  would  have  any  eflfect.  I 
am  not  about  to  go  into  any  details  of 
policy.  It  would  be  in  the  highest  de- 
gree presumptuous  in  me  to  do  so.  I 
do  not  know  all  the  facta  of  this  wonder- 
ful scrape  into  which  you  have  got,  and 
into  which  you  have  got  your  country. 
13 ut  I  will  say  a  few  words,  not  as  to  the 
details  of  our  policy,  but  as  to  tho  frame 
and  temper  of  mind  which  is  the  basis 
of  your  policy.  In  the  first  place,  I  ask 
the  Government  to  believe  in  tho  truth 
of  what  they  say  themselves.  You,  tho 
Government,  have  told  us  that  you 
have  confidence  in  the  permanent 
strength  of  our  position  in  India.  That 
was  tho  language  of  the  Viceroy  before 
tho  war.  Why,  then,  I  ask,  have  you 
entered  into  this  unnecessary  war? 
Why,  then,  do  you  put  your  head  down 
to  the  p^ound  and  fancy  in  alarm  that 
you  hear  the  tn»ad  of  some  tired  and 
thirsty  Russian  eulunms  ?  Why  do  you 
tlien  lift  up  your  heads,  and  say — '*  Good 
heavens !  what  are  we  to  do  ?  Here  are 
the  Russians  a<lvanciiig  on  Merv.  Let 
us  go  on  to  Candahar,  let  us  send 
British  officers  to  Cabul,  only  let  us  do 
something,"  which,  according  to  Lord 
Melbourne,  means  *'  lotus  do  something 
foolish."  I  believe  in  the  permanent 
strength  of  our  position  in  India,  and  I 
will  tell  yt)u  why.  We  have  there  an 
Empire  of  160.000,000  people — races 
wliich  are  faithful  to  us.     Wo  have  a 
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maritime  position  on  each  side.  We  can 
readily  pour  troops  into  India — such 
troops,  that  is  to  say,  as  we  have  to  pour 
— and  we  have  a  railway  system  which 
is  completed  to  the  Frontier.  Well,  on 
the  other  hand,  what  is  the  character  of 
Hussia  ?  What  is  the  character  of  this 
Central  Asian  Empire  of  which  you  are 
so  jealous  and  so  much  afraid  ?  Theirs 
is  a  country  essentially  of  a  few  scattered 
races,  of  a  few  mountain  valleys,  fertile 
more  or  less,  separated  by  hundreds  of 
miles  of  the  most  hideous  deserts  that 
exist  in  the  world.  Why,  from  the  Oxus 
to  Merv  the  distance  is  170  miles,  150 
miles  of  which  is  sand.  Colonel  Burnaby 
tells  us,  from  authentic  sources,  of  the 
amount  of  transport  required  by  an 
Indian  Army  before  it  could  move  in 
that  country.  No  Army,  he  says,  could 
traverse  that  country  with  less  than  one 
baggage  animal  to  two  men.  Think  of 
the  enormous  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
an  invasion  of  a  country  like  that !  Then 
there  is  this  further  consideration — 
namely,  that  we  have  really  no  right  to 
a  monopoly  of  Empire  in  the  East.  Kussia 
has  an  Asiatic  Empire  older  than  our 
own.  She  is  by  nature  an  Asiatic 
Power.  We  are  an  Asiatic  Power  by 
accident.  Bussia  has  a  legitimate  field 
of  operations  in  Central  Asia.  Within 
my  own  recollection  we  have  annexed 
to  our  Indian  Empire  upwards  of 
30,000,000  people  —  probably  six  or 
seven  times  the  entire  population  of 
Central  Asia  from  the  Caspian  to  the 
Wall  of  China.  Eussia,  in  all  these 
places,  has  legitimate  quarrels  with  the 
Khanates  of  Central  Asia.  What  does 
Sir  Henry  Pawlinson  say  in  the  Blue 
Book  before  your  Lordships?  It  will 
enable  your  Lordships  to  say  whether 
it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  Bussia 
should  stand  the  existence  of  a  Power 
in  Central  Asia  which  renders  commerce 
impossible,  and  why  we  should  go  cap 
in  hand  to  the  Emperor  of  Bussia,  and 
say — **  Oh,  do,  for  Heaven's  sake,  tell 
us  you  are  not  going  to  Merv." 
Why  should  he  not  go  to  Merv  ?  Do 
you  hold  that  the  whme  of  Central  Asia 
should  be  kept  for  your  sake  ?  What 
says  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson — 

**  If  Merv  is  conquered  by  Russia,  trade  will 
prosper,  niaii  stealing  will  l>o  suppressed,  culti- 
vation will  bo  increasod,  and  the  condition  of 
the  people  will  be  improved." 

That  is  to  be  the  dreadful  effect  of 
Bussia's  conquest  of  Merv,  according  to 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


the  prediction  of  the  great  prophet  of 
Bussophobia.  What,  my  Ijords,  hap- 
pened the  other  day?  xou  were  told 
we  had  got  an  assurance  from  the  Em- 
peror of  Bussia  that  he  was  not  going 
to  Merv;  and  the  Under  Secretfl^  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  oame  down 
and,  in  a  transport  of  delight,  an- 
nounced the  inteUigence  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Emperor,  when  he  heard 
of  this,  sent  for  our  Ambassador  and  said 
to  him — *'  What  I  stated  was,  not  that  I 
would  not  go  to  Merv,  but  that  I  did  not 
intend  to  go  there  just  now."  And  then 
the  British  Government  goes  to.  the  Oo- 
vemment  of  Bussia  and  says — ^'  Oh,  we 
hope  you  are  not  going  to  retract  what 
you  said."  That  is  a  most  undignified 
attitude  for  the  British  GK>vemment  to 
assume.  Well,  but  we  are  asked— 
*'  What  is  our  policy  ?  "  I  say  it  is  to 
revert,  as  far  as  your  blunders  will  per- 
mit, to  the  policy  pursued  40  years  ago. 
I  altogether  concur  in  a  statement  made 
by  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  that  there  was 
no  reason  why  we  should  be  uneasy  or 
jealous  at  the  progress  Bussia  had  made 
in  Central  Asia,  and  which  was  the  re- 
sult of  the  circumstances  in  whioh  she 
found  herself  placed. 

Viscount  CBANBBOOK :  When  was 

that? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  Just  before 
I  went  to  the  India  Office.  In  those 
sentiments  I  entirely  agree.  I  have  only 
to  thank  the  House  for  the  extreme  in- 
dulgence with  which  it  has  listened  to 
me.  I  have  undertaken  a  somewhat  dif- 
ficult and  rather  laborious  task,  and 
there  is  only  one  more  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  refer.  With  regard  to  some 
matters,  the  Government  have  complained 
very  bitterly  of  what  they'  describe  as 
the  violent  language  out-of-doors.  Well, 
I  hope  that  no  language  has  been  used 
by  me — I  am  sure  I  never  intended  to 
do  so— at  all  personal  in  its  character, 
or  inconsistent  with  personal  courtesy  or 
private  friendship.  But  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  whole  transactions  of  this 
Afghan  War  are  of  a  character  which, 
in  my  opinion,  justify  the  severest  lan- 
guage which  can  be  used  in  Party  war- 
fare, I  believe  it  is  a  policy  which  has 
originated  in  weak  and  unmanly  fear. 
It  has  been  a  policy  of  violence,  some- 
times approaching  deceit.  It  has  been 
a  policy  most  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  England ;  and,  above 
all,  a  policy  which  has  cast  a  lasting 
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■tain  upon  the  honour  of  the  British 
Empire. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Addrofls  be  prcflcntcd 
to  Her  HigoBty  for  Copy  of  any  Correapondonco 
found  at  Cabiu  between  the  late  Ameer  Slioro 
All  Khan  and  the  Russian  Authorities  in 
Turkestan  or  St.  Poter8burgh.~(r^«  Luke  of 

Viscount  CRANBEOOK :  My  Lords, 
it  might  be  Bupposed  from  tho  speech 
joa  have  just  heard  that  evcuts  hnvo 
neyer  moved  during  the  last  40  years, 
and  that  the  policy  of  40  years  ago  was 
that  which  was  suitable  in  present  omer- 
genciesy  and  that  men  ought  to  adhere 
to  a  certain  definito  rule  which  they 
haFe  laid  down  for  themselveH  under  a 
particular  state  of  circumstances,  even 
after  that  state  of  circumstances  has  en- 
tirely changed.  It  has  always  been  as- 
sumed by  the  noble  Duke,  and  it  seems 
to  be  the  foundation  of  tho  speech  he  has 
made,  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
present  Government  none  of  the  events 
which  have  taken  place  would  have 
taken  place  at  all — that  the  Eastern 
Qoestion  would  have  been  solved  easily 
by  the  able  Members  of  the  former  Go- 
Tsmment ;  and  that,  in  fact,  everything 
wrong  which  had  happened  had  been 
brought  on  by  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government.  That  seems  to  me  totally 
oppciied  to  the  facts  of  the  case — as,  in- 
deed, the  whole  history  that  he  has 
given  ia  opposed  to  tho  facts  of  the  case. 
It  is  no  disrespect  to  tho  noble  Duke  to 
lay  that  his  reading  of  events  is  totally 
different  from  mine.  Tho  Duke  of 
Somerset,  in  the  discussion  in  tho  winter 
of  1878,  said — 

**  Are  you  tnrprised  men  take  totaUy  difTeront 
HtimB  ci  OTont8  as  the^  occur,  whm  you  m'O 
kow  differently  hiitory  is  narrated  according  to 
th«  viowa  of  the  writer  P  " 

Welly  I  am  prepared,  as  I  said  in  187vS, 
when  the  noble  Duke  was  not  here,  to  ad- 
here to  the  entire  substance  of  that  de- 
ipatch,  although  I  may  have  been  wrong 
with  respect  to  a  certain  date  in  regard  to 
Khiva ;  but  with  respoct  to  the  special 
paragraph  I  adhere  entirely  to  it, 
Deeause  I  believe  it  was  an  accurate 
itatement  of  the  case.  When  tho  noble 
Duke  implied  that  it  was  not  an  accu- 
late  statement,  ho  refrained  from  telling 
the  House  that  by  the  side  of  that  para- 
Baph  there  were  references  given  to 
npen  which,  a  few  days  alter,  were  iu 
man's  hands.  His  tolegrams  were 
to  specifically;  and  I  say  stiU, 


as  I  said  then,  I  believe  it  to  be  a  per- 
fectly accurate  account  of  what  happened. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL:  And  com- 
plete ?    - 

Viscount  ORANBEOOK  :  And  com- 
plete. When  I  refer  to  that  part  of  the 
noble  Duke's  speech  I  will  show  that  it 
is  complete.  I  think  that,  perhaps,  I 
should  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
House  by  endeavouring  to  follow,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  course  which  the  noblo 
Duke  has  taken.  It  is  one  which,  I 
confess,  I  was  not  prepared  he  should 
take,  because  I  thought  the  debate  in 
the  winter  of  1878  had  exhausted  these 
early  questions ;  and  I  think  it  a  little 
extraordinary  that  the  noble  Duke,  be- 
cause he  was  not  present  on  that  occa- 
sion, should,  having  had  an  opportunity 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament, 
have  come  forward  now  and  gone  into 
the  minutest  details,  with  extracts  cut 
and  dried,  and  brought  forward  all  tho 
questions  which  were  fully  debated,  aye, 
and  decided  against  the  noble  Duke. 
Upon  this  occasion,  after  his  long  in- 
dictment, and  after  speaking  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  having  been  false  in  nil 
that  thoy  had  done,  and  deceitful  and 
treacherous,  tho  noble  Duke  contents 
liimself  with  moving  for  Papers  which 
he  knows  nothing  about,  but  about 
which  he  pretends  to  know  a  jfreat  deal. 
With  respect  to  the  Papers  for  which 
the  noble  Duke  has  moved,  let  me  at 
once  dispose  of  that  part  of  the  question. 
They  will  not  be  pn^duced.  The  noblo 
Duke  has  referred  to  The  Pioneer  ;  but 
he  knows,  or  oiiglit  to  know,  that  The 
rioneer  is  not  the  Government  official 
organ  nt  present;  and  ho  knows,  or 
ought  to  know,  that  a  Press  agent  was 
a]>pointed  to  give  to  all  the  papers  that 
whi<ih  was  ofQcial  infonuatitm.  Tho 
noble  Duke  forgets,  or  chooses  to  forgot, 
that  The  Pioneer  no  longer  occupies  tho 
place  it  formerly  did.  Again,  I  am  to 
be  answerable  for  what  is  stated  by  Sir 
Henry  E  awl  in  son. 

Tiiii  Dike  of  AEGYLL:  No. 

YiscorxT  CE ANhEOOK :  Then,  why 
nro  all  these  tilings  quoted  against  me  ? 
What  does  tln»  noble  Duke  endeavour  to 
do  ?  lie  endeavours  to  draw  from  tho 
(lovornnient  some  statements  respecting 
th<^  l^ipers  found  at  Cabul,  when  ho 
knows  porfortly  well  that  by  no  singlo 
Member  of  tho  Government  has  a  wonl 
been  bn^atlunl  as  to  the  eontonts  of  tlioso 
Papers,  and  that  they  have  taken  the 
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utmost  pains  not  to  be  guilty  even  of  the 
smallest  allusion  to  anything  contained 
in  them,  believing  that,  not  assenting  to 
their  production,  silence  in  regard  to  those 
documents  is  fairest  and  best  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  public.  Now,  the  noble 
Duke,  on  a  former  occasion,  said  that  if 
the  Papers  were  refused  he  would  not 
press  his  Motion ;  therefore,  practically, 
there  is  no  Motion  before  the  House ; 
but  the  noble  Duke  has  taken  your 
Lordships  a  long  way  back  in  making 
his  statement.  He  began  with  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Afghanistan,  which  no- 
body more  deeply  deplores  than  I  do;  but 
when  our  policy  is  founded,  as  we  be- 
lieve, on  justice,  right,  and  advantage 
to  our  Empire,  it  is  not  because  a  great 
calamity  may  have  occurred,  or  that 
calamities  may  occur  in  the  future,  that 
we  are  to  be  drawn  aside  from  what  we 
believe  to  bo  for  the  interests  of  the 
country.  It  is  true  the  Envoy — a  man 
of  noble  character,  of  whom  no  one  can 
speak  too  highly — and  those  who  accom- 
panied him,  perished  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty.  It  is  deeply  to  be  regretted  ; 
it  is  a  source  of  great  sorrow  to  those 
who  were  obliged  to  employ  him  on  the 
service  he  was  so  ready  to  undertake. 
Are  we  to  be  told  that  because  this  has 
happened  England  must  turn  aside 
from  her  policy  ?  If  disaster  to  an  Army 
or  the  murder  of  an  Envoy  had  turned 
England  aside,  England  would  never 
have  attained  to  the  position  which  she 
occupies.  Not  long  ago  our  Envoy  in 
the  Naga  Hills,  with  40  or  50  of  his 
suite,  was  massacred ;  but  nobody  sug- 
gested that  we  should  give  up  the  Naga 
Hills,  or  no  longer  employ  Hesidonts  in 
that  part  of  the  country,  because  the 
people  wore  of  a  treacherous  character. 
The  noble  Duke  says  that  because  what  he 
calls  a  fierce  light  has  played  upon  the 
transactions  in  Afghanistan  England  is 
to  swerve  from  the  policy  which  the  Go- 
vernment has  adopted,  and  which,  I  will 
tell  the  noble  Duke,  it  means  to  pursue. 
He  tells  us  that  we  make  excuses  with 
respect  to  Kussia,  and  that  those  excuses 
are  false.  When  I  heard  the  noble 
Duke  speak  of  Eussia  as  a  Power  not  to 
be  weighed  in  this  matter,  and  then  say 
that  if  Hussia  interfered  in  ^\Jghanistan 
he  would  be  ready  to  use  force  and  drive 
her  from  it — when  I  find  a  Member  of 
a  Government  which  entered  into  nego- 
tiations with  Russia  again  and  again 
with  the  view  of  coming  to  some  arrange- 
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ment  with  respect  to  Afghanistan,  and 
non-interference  with  it,  talking  of  ub  as 
going  cap  in  hand  to  Bussia,  and  being 
guarantors  of  a  rotten  Empire — I  must 
ask  what  was   done  by  the  Treaty  of 
1871?    Did  not  that  guarantee  that  rot- 
ten Empire  to  which  he  alluded  ?    Does 
the  noble  Duke  mean  to  say  the  Treatv 
of  1856  gave  no  guarantee?    I  think 
no  one   can  doubt  that  the  Treaty  of 
1856  was  a  guarantee  of  the  integrity 
and  independence  of  thatcountry ;  and  by 
the  Gx>vemment  of  which  the  noble  Duke 
was  a  Member,  its  main  stipulations  were 
renewed  in  1871.    Then,  with  respect  to 
the  noble  Duke's  references  to  Shore  Ali. 
He  at  last  admits  that  after  1873  Shere 
Ali  was  sulky.     The  noble  Duke  told  us 
that  Shere  Ali  came  asking  for  extreme 
concessions.    I  am  far  from  saying  that 
he  did  not.    He  asked  a  great  deal  more, 
I  have  no  doubt,  than  he  thought  he 
would  get.    The  noble  Duke  was  then 
at  the  head  of  the  India  Office.     He  telk 
us  that  Native  Envoys  are  much  better 
than  British  ones.    It  appears  that  his 
Viceroy  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  thought 
it  worth  consideration,  and  worth  wmle 
pressing  upon  the  Ameer's  Envoy,that  we 
should  have  British  Besidents  in  different 
towns  of  Afghanistan.  It  stands  to  reason 
that  for  the  dominant  power  a  Native 
never  could  be  a  better  Hepresentative. 
He  could  represent  you  in  much;  but 
not  in  the  position  of  an  English  Am- 
bassador, who  would  speak  with  autho- 
rity on  your  behalf.     The  real  point  is 
with  respect  to  the  passage  the  noble 
Duke  read  from  my  despatch.     I  stated 
that  the  Ameer  had  asked  for  certain 
things  which  the  Government  of  that 
day  had  refused ;  that  the  Government 
in  India  had  been  prepared  to  go  fur- 
ther than  the  Gt)vernment  at  home  ;  and 
that,  in  consequence  of  a  missive  from 
home,  they  did  not  go  so  far.     Upon 
that  point  I  think  I  shall  show  wliat 
will  justify  my  statement.     The  noblo 
Duke  was  not  present  on  a  former  occa- 
sion when  I  was  told  he  had  meant  cer- 
tain things.      I   cannot  contradict  any 
assumed    understanding    between     the 
noble  Duke  and  his  Viceroy.     Nor  is  it 
necessary  to    my   argument    to    throw 
doubt    upon    their  having  meant  what 
respectively  they  have  said.     I  had  to 
look  to  the  Papers,  and  I  confess  it  ap- 
peared to  me  tliat,  according  to  them,  tlio 
statement  I  made  was  correct.     Yint  of 
ali,  there  comes  the  telegram  which  the 


N. 


105S      J^fghani$Uln-'The      (Febbuaby  20,  1880}  Polieyofth$  Oov&rntn&nt.  1054 


noUe  Duke  read  of  the  1st  of  July, 
1873,  fix>in  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Viceroy — 

**  Tout  telegram  of  the  27th  June.  I  do  not 
object  to  Uie  general  sense  of  the  para^ptiph, 
which  Tou  quote  as  a  communication  to  Hussia 
from  the  Foreign  Office;  but  grout  caution  is 
neoeflwrr  in  assuring  Ameer  of  material  ass^ist- 
mace  which  may  raise  undue  and  unfounded  ex- 
pectation. He  ahready  shows  symptoms  of 
claiming  more  than  we  may  wish  to  give.*' — 
[JfykmnUtun,  No.  1,  p.  108.] 

That  being  sent  from  home,  it  seemed  to 
me  that  it  put  a  check  on  the  Viceroy  in 
the  firstinstance,  and  told  him  to  be  very 
caatioaB  how  far  he  admitted  any  of 
those  demands  for  material  assistance. 
On  the  24th  of  July  the  Viceroy  tele- 
graphed to  the  Secretary  of  Stat< 


**  Ameer  of  Cahul  alarmed  at  Russian  pro- 
great,  diiaatisfied  with  general  assurances  [they 
were  not  specific  as  to  material  assistance],  and 
ansioiu  to  know  definitely  how  far  ho  may  rely 
on  our  help  if  invaded.  I  propose  assuring  him 
that  if  he  unxeaervedly  accepts  and  acts  on  our 
•dnoe  in  all  external  relations  we  will  help  him 
with  money,  arms,  and  troops,  if  nccess^iry,  to 
expel  nnproToked  in\'asion.  We  to  be  the  judge 
of  the  neceofity.   Answer  by  telegniph  quickly." 

There  was  a  telegram  specifying  what 
th^T  were  prepared  to  do  for  the  Ameer) 
and  it  would  haye  been  a  simple  matter 
to  haTe  sent  an  answer  of  approval ;  but 
ivhat  did  the  GoTomment  reply  ? — 

"  India  Office,  dated  26th  July,  1873. 

**  Cabinet  thinks  you  should  inform  Ameer 
that  we  do  not  at  all  share  his  alarm,  and  con- 
there  is  no  cause  for  it ;   but  you  may 
him  we  shall  maintain  our  hfttled  policy 
iiTonr  of  Afghanistan,  if  hu  abidus  by  our 
in  eztemai  affairs. *' — [////{/.] 


Ifaterial  assistance  is  asked — money, 
anna,  and  troops ;  you  reply  that  you 
will  adhere  to  your  "  settled  policy  in 
fiiToar  of  Afghanistan.''  **  Favour,"  not 
eren  and  support  promised.  AVliat  fol- 
lows? There  were  conversations  ^oinp: 
on,  and  the  noble  Earl  who  was  Viceroy 
fthe  Earl  of  Northbrook)  wrote  to  tlie 
Ami 


'*  I  hare  had  some  convernition  with  your 
Envoy  on  the  subjc'ct  cf  tlie  i>oIi<-y  wliich  tin; 
Britiui  Govemnii*nt  would  purHiir  in  th>«  ovt  nt 
cf  an  attack  upon  your  lli^hiu'sri'  t<'iTit«>ri<.«. 
Aeony  of  the  record  of  th«•^M»  convt-r-sitioiiH  is 
•tliTTii^  to  this  letter.  13 ut  the  ([utstion  is,  in 
wtf  opinion,  one  of  snch  imiK)rtaiR'«>,  Dial  tin- 
dilcaautMl  of  it  should  be  poHtixmrd  to  a  more 
nilaUe  opportnnity." — [/6ii/.  ii.  1I<>.] 

What  ia  the  meaning  of  that,  "  post- 
'  to  a  more  suitable  opportunity," 


if  a  pledge  has  been  given  and  a  pro- 
mise made?  What  was  the  question 
postponed  ?  To  that  no  reply  has  ever 
been  given.  What  did  the  Ameer  make 
of  it?  Did  ho  say — *' You  have  given 
mo  a  promise  in  these  conversations? 
You  have  gone  beyond  the  promise  of 
Lord  Mayo?"     Far  from  it.     He  said — 

*'  The  friendly  declaration  of  your  Excellency 
to  the  ciTcct  that  you  will  maintain  towards 
myself  the  same  ijolicy  which  was  followed  by 
Lord  Lawrence  and  Lord  Mayo  has  been  the 
cause  of  much  gratification  to  me.  iSlj  friend  I 
under  this  circumstance  of  the  case  it  was  not 
necessiiry  to  hold  all  those  conversations  with 
Syud  Noor  ^lahomed  Shah  at  Simla.  The 
underst'inding  arrived  at  in  Umballa  is  quite 
sufficient."— [/*/V/.  p.  119.] 

I  ask  anybody  reading  those  documents, 
without  any  interpretation  from  those 
who  wrote  or  received  them,  whether  I 
did  not  give  an  accurate  account  of  what 
appeared  on  the  face  of  the  documents — 
that  the  Viceroy  of  India  had  been  pre- 
pared to  give  these  assurances  to  the 
Ameer,  that  from  home  he  was  checked, 
and  that  eventually  ho  said  the  matter 
was  postponed  to  another  opportimity  ? 
At  all  events,  that  is  my  reading  of  his- 
tory, and  I  believe  it  to  be  a  just  and 
true  one.  There  had  not  been  any 
forcing  of  officers  on  Afghanistan  when 
the  Ameer  refused  them.  What  did 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) write  on  this  subject? — 

"  The  independence  of  Afghanistan  is  a  mat- 
ter ol"  importance  to  the  IJritish  Govenmient, 
and,  .-Ls  an  ct<.s4'ntial  part  of  arraiigomentH  for  its 
pFutt'CtioTi,  ir»r  Mnji-.sly'rt  (Jovminniit  would 
«till  ho  gla«l  to  station  Agmts  ujion  whom  thtjy 
couhl  relv  at  Herat  nn<l  Candahar.  In  the 
(tvent,  therefort',  of  the  Ameir,  within  a  rea- 
sonable time,  s]ioiitaneously  manifesting  a  desire 
to  eonw;  to  a  frimdlv  understanding  with  yuur 
Kxei'llrnev  on  lli«'  basis  of  the  terms  lately 
oflVnd  to  Itut  d«-elined  by  hini,  liis  advances 
sluMild  not  be  rtjfcted."— [M/r/.  p.  224.] 

It  was  added  that  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
ho  continued  to  maintain  an  attitude  of 
isolation  iind  scarcely  veiled  hoi>tility, 
the  JJritisli  (lovernmeiit  stood  unpledged, 
and  would  bo  at  liberty  to  adopt  such 
measures  for  tlio  protection  and  per- 
nuun.'nt  reguhitiou  of  the  North- Western 
Frontier  us  circuiiihtjinces  and  due  regard 
f(U'  our  iutensts  might  dictate.  That 
Seems  to  iim  to  he  a  perfectly  intelligible 
]»oMtinn.  It  is  assumed  that  Lord  Mayo 
had  come  to  a  s<  ttled  determination  that 
he  would  not  liavo  Kuropean  Agents  in 
Afghanistan.  I  quite  admit  tliat  his 
mind  was  against  it,  and  that,  on  tlie 
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whole,  he  thought  it  would  not  be  bene- 
ficial. But  how  long  had  he  been  in 
India  at  the  time  ?  At  the  time  of  the 
Umballa  Conferences  he  had  had  only  a 
month  or  two  to  consider  these  great 
questions.  He  described  his  policy  as 
an  **  intermediate  policy."  Anyone 
who  knew  that  noble  Lord  would  be 
perfectly  certain  that  he  would  not  come 
to  a  hurried  conclusion  in  a  single  month 
as  to  what  his  policy  ought  to  be.  I 
have  seen  in  the  newspapers  a  letter 
Lord  Mayo  wrote  to  Sir  Henry  Bawlin- 
son,  which  shows  that  his  mind  was  still 
open  on  the  subject,  and  that  he  had  not 
concluded  finally  against  sending  Euro- 
pean Agents  into  Afghanistan.  "Writing 
on  the  10th  of  June,  1869,  he  said  gene- 
rally that  he  was  opposed  to  sending 
European  politicals,  &c.,  and  sceptical 
as  to  the  propriety  of  placing  a  British 
Hesident  at  Herat ;  but — 

"  T  "will  reserve  my  opinion  until  I  hoar  the 
reasons.  I  do  not  believe  from  what  the  Ameer 
said  at  Umballa  that  ho  would  offer  any  oppo- 
sition to  an  EngUsh  Ap^cnt  being  placed  at 
Candahar,  Herat,  or  Balkh,  though  ho  would 
strongly  object  to  the  appearance  of  one  at 
Cabul. '  But  I  do  not  think  he  wished  for  it 
anywhere,  fc«iring  the  effect  it  might  have  on 
his  own  subjects.*' 

What  Colonel  Bume,  Dr.  Bellew,  and 
Captain  Grey  have  written  of  the  con- 
versations in  Durbar  shows  that  Lord 
Mayo  had  the  question  in  his  mind  as 
one  open  to  consideration,  one  on  which 
he  was  ready  to  hoar  argrunents,  and 
that  he  did  not  consider  himself  pre- 
cluded from  doing  so  by  any  pledge  or 
statement  on  the  subject.  It  seems  to 
me  clear,  from  what  is  recorded  of  the 
Conferences,  that  if  the  Ameer  could 
have  obtained  some  of  the  concessions 
he  desired  he  would  have  been  ready  to 
admit  English  officers  to  some  of  the 
towns  of  Afghanistan.  The  noble  Duke 
interprets  the  Treaties  as  precluding  us 
from  urging  the  matter  ;  but  I  read  them 
differently.  It  was  a  question  which 
was  clearly  open  to  re-consideration, 
and  the  Viceroy  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  was  tlie  person  who 
re-opened  it.  The  proceedings  of  1877 
were  very  long ;  they  do  not  seem  to  me 
to  be  relevant  on  the  present  occasion, 
and  they  were  fully  discussed  in  1878. 
What  they  amount  to  is  this  :  A  propo- 
sition was  made,  in  conformity  with  the 
wish  expressed  by  my  noble  Friend  then 
at  the  head  of  the  India  Office  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  that  English  agents 
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should,  be  admitted  into  Afghanistan. 
The  noble  Earl,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
right  as  Viceroy,  resisted  the  proposal 
as  inopportune,   while  admitting  that 
advantages  would  be  derived  from  car- 
rying it  out,   and  sent  home  reasons 
against  it.  The  noble  Duke,  who  ffround- 
lessly  accused  Lord  Lytton  of  being  a 
wild  elephant  carrying  on  a  policy  re- 
gardless of  orders  from  home,  praises  the 
resistance  offered  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
by  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Duke  says  we 
made  pretence  of  giving  more  tlum  we 
really  did  give  by  the  Treaty ;  but  what 
is  the  real  state  of  the  case  ?  The  Envoy 
was  furnished  with  copies  of  the  Treaty, 
with  all  its  conditions  set  out  in  full  for 
him  to  consider  and  study,  and  the  Ameer 
was  as  capable  of  understanding  it  as 
anyone  in  this  House.     He  was  quite 
awake  as  to  what  we  offered  to  him^  and 
he  refused  it.     He  knew  that  the  founda- 
tion of  negotiations  was  the  admission 
of  Besidents  into  the  Frontier  cities  of 
Afghanistan.     He  sent  to  us  an  Envoy, 
who  passed  his  whole  time  in  creating 
delays ;  and  when  he  died,  his  Colleague 
was  found  to  have  no  instructions  and 
no  authority  to  accept  any  terms.    We 
are  taunted  with  having  then  broken  off 
all  relations  with  the  Ameer.    We  should 
have  been  wantine  in  self-respect  had 
wo  not  withdrawn  &om  the  negotiations ; 
but  we  gave  him  an  opportunity  of  re- 
considering his  position  and  of  coming 
to  a  better  mind.    No  pressure  was  put 
upon  him ;  but  he  was  left  to  himself. 
What  then  happened  ?    A  Bussian  Em- 
bassy appeared   at  Cabul,  and  in  my 
mind  wo  had  then  but  one  course  to 
adopt.     I  must  say  that  on  this  point 
we  have  had  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordinary   publications    that    ever    was 
penned,  and  that,  too,  from  the  Under 
Socret€u:y  of  the  noble  Duke  when  he 
was  at  the  head  of   Indian  affairs.     I 
was    greatly  amused  when   the    noble 
Duke  was  saying  that  we  did  not  seem 
to  have  a  policy,  and  that  we  did  not 
know  how  to  deal  with  the  difficulties 
which  he  said  we  had  created,  when  I 
thought  of  the  extraordinary  pamphlet 
of  Mr.   Grant  Duff.      That   gentleman 
sooms  to  think  that  Liberals  can  do  no 
wron^,  and  ho  certainly  lives  in  a  Para- 
dise the  entrance  to  whicli  is  not  gained 
by  wisdom.     Mr.  Grant  Duff  says  that 
if  the  Liberals  had  been  in  Office  none 
of  these  things  would  have  happened. 
But  he  adds  that  if  we  had  hearu  of  the 


noept 

wauii 


ttion  ot  B  BnuiBii  M iBsion  at  Cabul, 
loald  hare  said  at  St.  Fetorsbui^ — 

AltboD^  this  ia  not  a  direct  broach  of  youc 

'   with  Lurd  Cl&rendon  in  1869,  yet, 

'  >11  the  circunut&nces,  you  muet  mm  that  it 

in  uicoidance  vilh  the  spirit  of  that  ogrOB- 

ttmt  you  should  bo  ut  Cnbul  just  at  this 

iDtt  request  you  to  withdraw." 

And  ICr.  Grant  Duff  most 


"  Snch  Teqoests  are  always  complied  with  by 
natioiu  which  do  not  mean  to  go  to  war." 

I  aMome  b;  this  that  his  polite  request 
WM  to  be  ratforoed  hj  war  on  our  part. 
He  then  goes  on — 

"The  next  step  would  hare  been  to  say  to  the 
Amter  in  the  moat  courtoouB  Imguage— '  We 
,0  word,  and  the  ItuSHJan 
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real  and  definite  objects.  Afghanistan 
wae  to  be  the  basis  far  Russia  to  attack 
iia.  There  ia  no  doubt  about  it.  No 
Huasian  would  deny  it.  England, 
whose  policy  for  40  years  had  been  that 
Afghanistan  should  be  friendly,  strong, 
aud  independent,  was  to  find  her  in- 
fluence suddenly  threatened  or  destroyed, 
the  friendship  and  strength  transferred 
to  a  hostile  Power  to  which  she  would 
probably  become  dependent.  What  waa 
our  course  ?  We  were  to  stand  by  and 
request  £useia  to  withdraw.  Afghan- 
istan, which  was  to  be  the  buffer  be- 
tween us  and  Buesia,  had  become  an 
instmmont  of  Russia  for  our  destruction. 
I  do  not  think  that,  in  the  view  of  Lord 
Lawrence,  the  Afghans  wore  ever  much 
to  be  relied  upon.  Lord  Lawrouce  ex- 
pected that  in  case  of  invasion  of  India 
every  Afghan  would  join  in  the  attack. 
Was  it  not  a  serious  matter,  then,  when  a 
groat  military  Power  had  put  her  hand  on 
Afghanistan,  which  had  the  command  of 
thurassot)  in  India?  ThonobleDukesaid, 
with  justice,  we  were  most  reluctant  to 
go  to  war.  We  sent  a  Mission  to  Shere 
Ali.  It  was  stopped,  not,  indeed,  with  in- 
Bolout  language,  for  the  Afghan  com- 
mander (vas  a  friend  of  Major  Oavognari; 
but  he  had  orders  to  fire  upon  and  repel 
it  by  force.  The  insult  to  us  in  the  face 
of  India  was  nut  less  complete  because 
it  was  not  in  words.  Wo  sent  an  Ulti- 
matum, giving  the  Ameer  an  oppor- 
tunity to  retire  from  the  position  he 
had  taken  up.  That  was  rejected.  No 
answer  came  during  the  time  allowed, 
iind  when  it  did  come  it  was  of  such  a 
character  that  it  could  not  be  received  as 
any  answer  atall.  Then  we  advanced  on 
Afghanistan.  To thegreat regret ofmany, 
we  abstained  from  advancing  upon  the 
capital,  which  was  a  policy  adopted  lest 
wo  should  break  up  the  country.  If  I 
urn  asked  whether  it  is  only  in  the  case 
of  tt  strong  and  independent  Afghan- 
i.^tan  thut  we  should  have  as  ufFective  a 
R-nornntco  for  Iho  security  of  our  Indian 
Empire  as  before,  I  will  nay  that  may  bo 
u  matter  of  argunicnt.  When  you  have 
fi  strong  mail  at  the  head  of  the  State 
he  is  gonuruUy  an  ambitious  man  who 
wishes  to  work  for  himself  and  not  to 
consider  his  neighbours.  But  when  Toa 
have  a  weaker  class  to  deal  with,  a  class 
who  may  have  to  rely  on  you,  you  may 
have  better  means  of  contrpUing  their 
foreign  relations  without  interfering 
with  their  interual  affaixa.  The  noble 
2  U 


MiMJim  disappears  frum  your  cuuiUl.  Uo  not 
TUB  think  yoa  had  better  Kot  back  inUt  a.  guud 
banunn','  and  very  soon  ho  would  have  Liccn 
UBCnahte  ■■  he  was  at  UmboUa." 

Eren  Ur.  Grant  Dull  has  to  go  back  to 
the  time  of  Lord  Mayo.  But  this  is  the 
policj  tlie  noble  Duke  and  his  late 
Under  Secretary  would  substitute  for 
that  which  we  have  adopted.  I  am  very 
nlaotant  to  speak  harshly  with  respect  to  a 
gnat  country  with  which  wo  are  on  terms 
(tf  unity;  but  it  cannot  bo  denied  that 
there  waa  a  correspondence  kept  up  by 
I  with  Cabul  for  the  purpose  of 
ng  interest  with  the  Ameer.  What 
vaa  it  for  ?  We  had  been  told  that  Af- 
gfaaniatan  was  entirely  beyond  the  Hph<.'ro 
«(  Bnaaian  influence ;  but  Kussian  mes- 
■engera  vcre  constantly  coming  to  tho 
Ameer.  Even  the  noble  I>uke  is  in 
faroor  of  "a  strong,  independent,  and 
bieodlf  Afghanistan;"  but  we  found 
*e  were  absolutely  shut  out,  and  tliat  a 
Bnmian  Mission  was  established  in 
Oabnl — ^that  city  in  which  we  had  been 
teld  it  waa  impossible  to  receive  Euro- 
peana,  and  to  protect  them  from  tho 
uaaulta  of  fanatics.  Yet  f<>ralongp<Tiod 
tBiuaian  Mission  wan  there;  the  niem- 
ben  of  it  went  freely  about  tho  town  ; 
vero  received  everywhere  with  lionour ; 
Ihey  were  loaded  with  proscnts,  and  it 
*■•  obrioua  that  the  Kussiaus  were  on 
the  best  terms  with  the  Ameer.  Tlie 
aoble  Duke  said  that  there  was  no  need 
far  oe  to  interfere  with  Bussia  in  Central 
Asa ;  and  I  aay,  as  I  did  last  year,  that 
there  wae  room  for  both  of  us  in  Central 
Aaa,  but  not  room  for  both  in  Afglmn- 
BliB.  The  noUe  Duke  must  know  that 
Ae  Hufrii"  llimion  waa  sent  there  fur 
TOL.  OQL.       [tbisd  ex&ize.] 


I 
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vhole,  he  tbooght  it  would  not  be  bene- 
fieial.     But  how  lone  bad  ho  been  En 
ladia  at  the  time  ?     At  the  time  of  tliD 
UmboUa  Conferences  he  had  had  odIj  s 
month  or  two  to  consider  these  gn*t 
questions.     He  described  Ms   policy  as 
an     "  intermediate     policy."      Anvone 
who  knew  that  ooble   Lord  would  In- 
perfectly  certain  that  he  would  not  cod 
to  s  hnrried  conclusion  in  b  single  me* 
as  to  what  Ms  poliujr  ought  to   h. 
have  86fn  in  the  nowanapvn  n 
Lord  Mayo  wrote  to  Sir  Htmry  11 
son,  wMch  showB  that  his  mind  v      ,   ^. 
open  on  the  subject,  and  that  he 
concluded  finally 
pean  Agents  into 
on  the  lOthof  June, 
rnlly  that  ho  was  opposed 
European  politicala,  &v., 
as  to  the  propriety  of  plan 
Resident  at  Herat ;  but— 

"I  -"ill  mervo  mj  ophdor       ^*'j^Li»»''I,^irf.  "  r — 
resrons.     I  do  nol  belien)  fr*         ^ J5'5f<ii'<J^  Ijfc  !!«*• 

«id  Bt  VtaUlU  Ui»l  fa»  wv       ^Jf^Jtl"^^        lz.1  tmi  a 
fatiim  to  on  Engluh  Aunr 
Candaliur,  Hciat,  (t  hiSV 

Htronglr   object  X-i   Uiu  »■ 

Cubiil.     But  I  do  iiol  U         »      - 1 

<5; 


shotiJ'  _^  .*^«i  aOBBptea- 

The  ^     O'V*  *.*«Pf 

„  '^M»^*t^^}aB*.  be  Iwstrf 

.^  ''TJCr^'^  ffBhftdposeesaim 

-.£V:>?^>^^^     to  admiiiirtp 

'^■7  ^-^.f^  "Zi,  aod  to  eee  that  Kib- 

''  ^'^^i^a*^  b«  k«pt  up.    APw- 

'-      '<'^     ^ZimA  to  that  etTert ;  hut 

■^  A  ibe  eontrary,  we  inTil«A 
/  ^^  in  tad  disonoB  with  uilho 
-  r^  d  goTeming  the  countrj. 


•CI,  ana  mat  ne  ^-^^-■•-.■■.^;t^-^ii 
aeaitwt  aendi'  ^T^^^'V/SfJrtJo' 
Ab'luuibtan  -^'i**fi' b^i.'Si  «••> 
ne7l8«n,he  '^*W<t^S^S^^'*> 
,.   ..-™„.        S^'^^]S^  ^ 

>V^jV*>^l57iWM«  >>•  remembered  that   tka 
^  ^^r^i^ffl^lfaha  has  had  a  long  time  to  pre- 


■^t  i«  not  impoesililo,  nor  even 

that  wo  may  bo  able  to  haai 

'LioaBtry  to  Sir^rs  who  may  b« 

■  "  thoir  own.     With  regard  to 

ble  Duke  and  my- 


a^  as  it  is  not  usual  to  apprisa 


What  Colonal  Bohf 
Captain  Grey  bayB 
versaliona  in  Durl 
Mayo  hiul  the  qu« 
one  open  to  consid 
he  was  ready  to 
that  he   did   not 
eluded  from  dov 
etatenwot  on  th 
me  clear,  ftota  • 
Conferotjf'Oi",  tl 
have  obtjiini-d 
ho  dcsii^il  he  • 
admit  KjiKlixh 
towns  ofAfah 
intnrprot*  the 
iiwiu  urging  t! 
differently, 
was    clt'urly 
and  the  M,.- 
Enrl  of  Norl 
rivupmiMl  it 
wenj  viTT  li' 
lo  be  relcT, 
and  they  w 
What  ihoy 
ritioa  wrtK  r 
wish  px[ir<  ' 
atthehmt.i 
qnosa  uf  s 


Ism 


__    _  my  opponenl 

"1^  bnak  out.  But  one  thj&g  I  as- 
'T^jbaie  has  been  no  concealtaeol 
?[-.  oar  policy,  and  I  venture  to 
""^K*  has  been  no  want  of  hones^ 
jjlj  oor  policTT.  The  noble  Duke  coia- 
^^iM  the  Papers  were  not  published 
CJ^thsy  ought  lo  have  been.  But 
it--  y«f«  published,  and  Parliament 
ws  iMg  discussion  on  the  snbjed 
^^t^  war  closed.  It  is  true  the  nobis 
r^v«  absent ;  hut,  baring  taken  a 
^  {awt«at  in  the  snbjc-ct,  be  baa 
^^I->  abook  which  he  teUs  us  uobody 
^  __w«H»d.  1  do  not  know  how  many 
^t  k>T*  f**^  it :  but  to  many  a  busy 
j,^  A  is  a  task  of  no  ordinary  moment 
y  Ml  threogh  a  Damphlet  in  two  bulky 
pjfifM*— a  mon>  laagthoaod  one  to  replv 
j^  Ai>3wb«ilM>i>&«id(ttailsintowhiea 
1^  adilw  Poko  has  gone  to-night,  I  foel 
,^  if  I  attamptod  to  reply  in  equal  de- 
^  iaMad  at  being  about  to  conoluda, 
l^oU  hate  ipne  on  till  midnight. 
^IpjtJ,  rifrsrd  t"  somo  of  the  points  p*- 
1,^  tLi,  I  "ill  »ay  that  wo  s.^nt  tb« 
gjwy  IP  C«lr.il  with  the  oonsvnt  of 
if^l,  Kliaa  lumwlf,  and  the  oaoort 
^fi  as*  *MP*i'''T»-d  by  Sir  Loois  Ca- 
^_aii«»anili'it"iit  furthuparposo.acid 
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"itogo 
.bill  die- 
for  their 

t'^j;^^^T'^  1  have  bcea 

C.*^^^^^*^  "1  induced  to 

^T^0^i  MZ-it  "  '■'^^  bound  to 

rJt^^^^^^V  protection,  that 

1^1    *4JHL^^  i'    liQVO   occurred. 

""       -  ■    ^-  ^j„g.  ^j.(iB  joined  by 

0  nibble  of  tho  town, 
w^^^  ^(1  was  laid  to  the  ploce 

jW^^^fc^  jio  men  woro,    SirLouia 

Ia.^^  'SB  to  htive  fallen  early, 

■gJW  fi  fought  bravdly.     One  of 

SFUr  lAnt  young  Irishman,  more 
*r  three  timoa  endeaYOured 
B  to  charge  the  mob  from  the 
1^0  Embaasy,  but  at  last  he,  too, 
1 1  must  for  a  moment  pause  to 
Rtli  respect  to  that  young  man, 
J  received  a  groat  doal  of  informa- 
a  the  subject,  thnt  hi)  had  a  bril- 
t  career  before  him  ;  he  understood 
1  tbe  business  tti  which  bo  was  en- 
,  and  he  was  not  afraid  of  theoon- 
is  which  his  duty  entailed  upoa 
h';y  wcro,  no  doubt,  ignorant  of 
what  waB]ii'jiar.d  lor  iliL'iu.for  up  to  the 
mjlast  th(7  had  reawin  to  trust  the 
taint.  Shortly  before  Sir  Louis  Carag- 
mi  wrote  in  one  of  his  letters  that  he  be- 
Bmd  tiiMt  the  Ameer  would  prove  a  good 
^f.  But  the  outbreak  was  a  sudden 
mt.  As  to  erenta  tending  to  make  the 
In  Bmpirea  of  Buaaia  and  England  con- 
iBBiDOiu  in  Asia,  it  appears  to  me  that 
Vl  MIS  between  two  tides,  both  of  which 
■mar  to  be  rolling  one  towards  the 
WMT  ;  but  if  BuBsia  is  faithful  to  that 
vUch  ehe  has  always  said — that  Afghan- 
htm  ii  oataide  the  sphere  of  her  in- 
(■■ftce— I  aeeno  reason  why  Afghanistan 
"ImmM  not  lemoin  between  ourselves  nud 
kgr  ma  it  hss  alwayn  done.  We  have 
4k«B  ^  &  position  for  the  maintenance 
if  fiar  Border  in  India;  we  have  takcu 
i|  «p  irrerocftbly ;  and  though  tho  pro- 
riiiniie  of  the  ^eaty  of  Gandamak  may 
hsT0  perished,  the  principles  of  th 
%«stT  remain,  as  has  been  said  in  tli 
BpMui  fiom  the  Throne,  and  by  tlioso 
MiBGiplea  we  mean  to  stand.  Tho  noble 
Daks  knows,  and  no  one  better,  bow 
•nnta  oootiol  people,  and  how  people 
maontrolled  67  erenta.  But  I  think 
Ai  aoble  Dnke '    a  not  justified  in  the 


be  used  such  strong  language  and  quoted 

tho  Ninth  Commandment  against  him. 
That  noblo  Lord  is  absent  from  this 
House  ;  before  another  year  Las  passed 
he  may  bo  here  to  answer  for  himself, 
and  I  think  it  would  have  been  far  better 
for  tho  noble  Duke  to  have  waited  to 
hear  what  was  to  be  said  before  throw- 
ig  out  such  an  insinuation  against  a 
^hle  Lord  who  is  absent  and  who  is  in 
a  position  of  the  greatest  difficulty.  The 
noblo  Uuke  knows  very  well  that  the 
crisis  is  of  a  dangerous  and  difficult  cha- 
racter ;  but  what  does  he  do?  He  knows 
very  well  that  the  words  of  a  former 
Secretary  of  State  will  ring  through 
India ;  and  yet  he  tries  to  bring  into 
contempt  a  Governor  General,  by  doing 
which  he  really  brings  into  contempt  his 
country.  He  is,  after  all,  the  Bepre- 
sentative  of  his  country  in  India,  and  I 
cannot  think  it  becomes  the  noble  Duke, 
at  a  time  of  crisis,  to  use  the  strongest 
language  and  t«  impute  a  wont  of  vera- 
city  ana  downright  falsehood  to  the  man 
who  presides  over  the  Indian  Empire,  an 
imputation  which  I  am  convinced  will  be 
found  to  be  quite  unjustifiable.  In  con- 
clusion, I  will  only  say  this.  "We  have 
been  forced,  for  the  soke  of  the  proteo- 
tion  of  India,  to  take  the  steps  which  we 
have  taken.  We  have  violated  no  Treaty; 
we  have  in&inged  no  pledges.  We  have 
used  no  force  where  it  was  unnecessary ; 
we  have  broken  no  law,  custom,  Treaty, 
or  pledge.  I  assent  to  the  noble  Duke's 
aphorism  that  an  Englishman's  word  ta 
as  good  as  bis  bond ;  but  I  defy  him  to 
show  me,  when  he  goes  through  the 
I'apere,  that  forfeiture  of  our  word  has 
taken  place.  We  are  now  in  this  posi- 
tion. Wo  bold  tho  Froiitiers  of  India 
strongly,  and  we  hold  the  Passes  by  our 
own  Forces.  We  have  trusted  others 
and  they  have  failed  us.  Wo  must  be- 
conio  our  own  porters,  and  secure  our 
own  gates  ;  and  wo  are  determined  that, 
whotovur  may  bo  the  course  of  events, 
tortile  protection  of  our  vast  Dominion, 
wo  will  continue  to  hold  tho  advantages 
we  have  obtained. 

The  JiuiL  OF  NOETHBEOOK:  My 
Lords,  when  the  noblo  Viscount  (Tis- 
count  Cranbrook)  complains  that  tho 
noblo  Duke  has  hrougnt  forward  this 
subject  to-night,  be  forgets  that  Mem- 
bers of  tho  Cabinet  have  been  going 
about    the     country    making    election 


wm  is  whinh  h*  Jiaa  spoken  of  a  noble   speeches  upon  the  very  topics  which  ho 
JtaA  who  ii  TiMcaj  in  India,   when  I  now  argues  ought  not  to  bo  revived.    I 
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Duke  spoke  as  if  my  noble  Friend  the 
other  night  used  language  with  respect 
to  the  former  condition  of  Afghanistan 
which  did  not  appear  to  be  justified. 
But  your  Lordships  will  remember  that 
it  is  a  very  short  time  since  Afghanistan 
was  united.  Lord  Lawrence,  in  a  Minute 
dated  November  28,  1868,  says — 

"  The  history  of  the  country  is  a  history  of 
anarchy  and  ci>il  war.  The  Suddozai  brothers 
were  always  each  other's  worst  enemies.  Ameer 
Dost  Mahomed  Khan  had  the  advantage  of  suc- 
ceeding to  a  family  which  was  hated  and  de- 
spised. Ho  was  at  feud  with  some  of  his 
brothers,  with  whom  he  waged  war,  and  whom 
he  expelled  the  country.  He  had  the  utmost 
difficulty  in  controlling  the  others.  He  barely 
maintained  a  semblance  of  order  to  the  end  of 
his  life.  Long  before  his  death,  everyone  had 
foreseen,  ho  had  himself  predicted,  commotion, 
conflict,  and  war  to  the  death  between  his  own 
sons.  Can  there  really  be  a  hope  that  we  can 
bind  together  such  discordant  elements?  Is 
there  any  Chief  likely  to  come  to  the  front  whom 
it  would  bo  right  for  us  to  endeavour  to  main- 
tain in  full  power  over  the  country  P  " — [Ibid, 
p.  61.] 

Afghanistan,  therefore,  is  of  very  recent 
cohesion,  and  was  brought  together  by  a 
strong  man.  Shere  Ali,  too,  fought  for 
his  Throne  for  five  or  six  vears  before  he 
brought  the  whole  of  Afghanistan  under 
his  rule ;  but  your  Lordships  will  agree 
with  me  that  over  a  great  part  of  Af- 
ghanistan he  had  very  little  influence ; 
though  he  was  feudal  superior  he  was 
very  little  else.  Lord  Lawrence,  in  the 
same  Minute,  says — 

<'  It  appears  to  me,  also,  that  it  will  always  be 
found  exceedingly  difficult,  for  any  extended 
period,  to  maintain  a  united  and  strong  Govern- 
ment in  Afghanistan.  The  genius  of  the  Chiefs 
and  people,  as  evinced  in  the  independent 
Pathan  communities  of  the  Border,  is  endence 
to  this  effect.  A  Chief  may  now  and  then  arise, 
who  may  for  a  time  unite  the  different  Provinces 
imder  one  rule ;  but  when  he  has  passed  awav 
the  tendency  again  will  be  to  separation.  With 
the  single  exception  of  the  pressure  of  a  common 
enemy,  and  even  this  circumstance  will  not 
always  avail,  there  appear  to  be  no  tics  to  bind 
the  Afghans  together." — [Ibid.] 

With  regard  to  what  happened  after 
that  terrible  catastrophe,  which  we  aJl 
so  deeply  lament,  the  murder  of  our 
Envoy,  I  am  sure  there  is  not  one  of 
your  Lordships  who  thinks  that  any 
course  was  open  to  us  but  one.  Our 
Army  had  to  retrace  its  steps  and  to 
go  back  and  to  take  possession  of  Cabul 
and  the  neighbourhood.  Yakoob  Khan 
came  into  our  camp  and  told  General 
Eoberts  that  he  desired  to  abdicate ;  and 
after  time  given  for  deliberation,  as  he 

Viscount  Cranhrooh 


persisted,  his  abdication  was  aooepted. 
At  the  best,  he  had  been  a  helpless 
witness  of  the  murder  of  sacred  guests ; 
but  his  conduct  might  almost  be  treated 
as  connivance,  and  such  a  Buler  could 
not  be  a  useful  friend.  We  had  possession 
of  Cabul,  we  were  bound  to  adniinister 
it  so  far  as  we  oould,  and  to  see  that  sub- 
ordination should  be  kept  up.  A  Pro- 
clamation was  issued  to  that  effect ;  but 
there  has  been  no  desire  to  repel  the  Na- 
tive Sirdars.  On  the  contrary,  we  invited 
them  to  oome  in  and  discuss  with  as  the 
best  mode  of  governing  the  country. 
And  though  it  may  be  necessary  that  we 
should  put  down  any  Forces  that  may  be 
brought  against  us  in  that  part  of  Af- 
ghanistan, it  is  not  impossible,  nor  even 
improbable,  that  we  may  be  able  to  hand 
over  the  country  to  Sirdars  who  may  be 
able  to  hold  their  own.  With  regard  to 
the  position  of  the  noble  Duke  and  my- 
self, it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
noble  Duke  has  had  a  long  time  to  pre- 
pare ;  and  as  it  is  not  usual  to  apprise 
the  enemy  of  one's  movements,  I  had  to 
wait  until  I  knew  what  he  would  say 
before  I  could  answer.  My  position  was 
like  that  of  our  old  Frontier.  I  could 
not  tell  by  what  Passes  my  opponent 
would  break  out.  But  one  thing  I  as- 
sert—  there  has  been  no  concealment 
about  our  policy,  and  I  venture  to 
say  there  has  been  no  want  of  honesty 
about  our  policy.  The  noble  Duke  com- 
plains that  the  Papers  were  not  published 
when  they  ouffht  to  have  been.  But 
they  were  published,  and  Parliament 
had  a  long  discussion  on  the  subject 
since  the  war  closed.  It  is  true  the  noble 
Duke  was  absent ;  but,  having  taken  a 
great  interest  in  the  subject,  he  has 
written  a  book  which  he  teUs  us  nobody 
has  answered.  I  do  not  know  how  many 
may  have  read  it ;  but  to  many  a  busy 
man  it  is  a  task  of  no  ordinary  moment 
to  get  through  a  pamphlet  in  two  bulky 
volumes — a  more  len^hened  one  to  reply 
to  it.  And  when  I  see  tne  details  into  which 
the  noble  Duke  has  gone  to-night,  I  feel 
that  if  I  attempted  to  reply  in  equal  de- 
tail, instead  or  being  about  to  conclude, 
I  should  have  gone  on  till  midnight. 
With  regard  to  some  of  the  points  re- 
ferred to,  I  will  say  that  we  sent  the 
Envoy  to  Cabul  with  the  consent  of 
Yakoob  Khan  himself,  and  the  escort 
sent  was  considered  by  Sir  Louis  Ca- 
vagnari  as  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  and 
it  was  not  considered  as  one  at  all  likely 
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to  gire  offSraoe.    At  first  all  seemed  to  go  | 
on  well.    But  there  were  in  Cabul  dis- 
banded regiments  clamouring  for  their 
nay,  and,  no  doubt,  some  persons  or  other 
nounded  them  on  to  attack  the  Envoy. 
I  belieye  if  the  Ameer  could  have  been 
aroused  from  his  torpor  and  induced  to 
take  a  part  himself,  as  he  was  bound  to 
do,  for  those  under  his  protection,  that 
ealamit^  would    never    have  occurred. 
Bat  as  it  was,  the  rising  was  joined  by 
more  and  more  of  the  rabble  of  the  town, 
and  a  reg^ar  siege  was  laid  to  the  place 
where  these  heroic  men  were.   Sir  Louis 
Cayaffnari  seems  to  have  fallen  early, 
and  the  others  fought  bravely.     One  of 
them,  a  g^ant  youn^  Irishman,  more 
than  two  or  three   times  endeavoured 
almost  alone  to  charge  the  mob  from  the 
door  of  the  Embassy,  but  at  last  he,  too, 
ftU ;  and  I  must  for  a  moment  pause  to 
Mj  with  respect  to  that  young  man, 
haTing  received  a  great  deal  of  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  that  he  had  a  bril- 
liant career  before  him ;  he  understood 
well  the  business  in  which  he  was  en- 
gaged, and  he  was  not  afraid  of  the  con- 
isqaences  which  his  duty  entailed  upon 
him.    They  were,  no  doubt,  ignorant  of 
what  was  prepared  for  them,  for  up  to  the 
veiy  last  they  had  reason  to  trust  the ' 
Ameer.    Shortly  before  Sir  Louis  Cavag- 
Bsri  wrote  in  one  of  his  letters  that  he  be- 
liered  that  the  Ameer  would  prove  a  good 
sDy.     But  the  outbreak  was  a  sudden 
one.    As  to  events  tending  to  make  the 
two  Empires  of  Bussia  and  England  con- 
tenninous  in  Asia,  it  appears  to  me  that 
we  are  between  two  tides,  both  of  which 
^vpear  to  be  rolling   one  towards  the 
other ;  but  if  Kussia  is  faithful  to  that 
which  she  has  always  said — that  Afghan- 
istan is  outside  the  sphere  of  liur  in- 
fluence-^! see  no  reason  why  Afghanistan 
should  not  remain  between  ourselves  and 
her  as  it  has  always   done.     We  have 
taken  up  a  position  for  the  maintenance 
of  onr  Border  in  India ;  we  have  taken 
it  up  irrerocably ;  and  thougli  tho  pro- 
visions of  the  Treaty  of  Gandamak  may 
hare    perished,    the  priu(;iplrs   of  tho 
Treatv  remain,  as  has  been  paid  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  by  tlioso 
principles  we  mean  to  stand.    The  no])le 
Duke  knows,  and  no  one  better,  how 
•fents  control  people,  and  how  people 
sre  oontrolled  by  events.    But  I  think 
the  noble  Duke  was  not  justified  in  the 
vay  in  whieh  he  has  spoken  of  a  noble 
Loid  who  ia  Yioeroy  in  India,   when 


he  used  such  strong  langpiage  and  quoted 
the  Ninth  Commandment  against  him. 
That  noble  Lord  is   absent   from  this 
House  ;  before  another  year  has  passed 
he  may  be  here  to  answer  for  himself, 
and  I  think  it  would  have  been  far  better 
for  the  noble  Duke  to  have  waited  to 
hear  what  was  to  be  said  before  throw- 
ing out  such  an  insinuation  against  a 
noble  Lord  who  is  absent  and  who  is  in 
a  position  of  the  greatest  difficulty.  The 
noble  Duke  knows  very  well  that  the 
crisis  is  of  a  dangerous  and  difficult  cha- 
racter ;  but  what  does  he  do  ?  He  knows 
very  well  that  the  words  of  a  former 
Secretary   of   State   will  ring  through 
India;  and  yet  he  tries  to  bring  into 
contempt  a  Governor  General,  by  doing 
which  he  really  brings  into  contempt  his 
country.     He  is,   after  all,  the  Hepre- 
sentative  of  his  country  in  India,  and  I 
cannot  think  it  becomes  the  noble  Duke, 
at  a  time  of  crisis,  to  use  the  strongest 
language  and  to  impute  a  want  of  vera- 
city and  downright  falsehood  to  the  man 
who  presides  over  the  Indian  Empire,  an 
imputation  which  I  am  convinced  will  be 
found  to  be  quite  unjustifiable.    In  con- 
clusion, I  will  only  say  this.    "We  have 
been  forced,  for  the  sake  of  the  protec- 
tion of  India,  to  take  the  steps  which  we 
have  taken .  We  have  violated  no  Treaty ; 
we  have  infringed  no  pledges.  We  have 
used  no  force  where  it  was  unnecessary ; 
we  have  broken  no  law,  custom.  Treaty, 
or  pledge.     I  assent  to  the  noble  Duke's 
apnorism  that  an  Englishman's  word  is 
as  good  as  his  bond ;  but  I  defy  him  to 
show  me,  when    he  goes  through  the 
Papers,  that  forfeiture  of  our  word  has 
taken  place.     Wo  are  now  in  this  posi- 
tion.    We  hold  the  Frontiers  of  India 
strongly,  and  wo  hold  the  Passes  by  our 
own  Forces.     We  have  trusted  others 
and  they  have  failed  us.     We  must  be- 
<'onie  our  own  porters,  and  secure  our 
own  gates  ;  and  we  are  determined  that, 
whatever  may  be  the  course  of  events, 
for  the  protection  of  our  vast  Dominion, 
we  will  continue  to  hold  the  advantages 
wt»  have  obtained. 

The  P:akl  of  NORTHBROOK:  My 
Lords,  wlu'U  tho  noble  YiHCOunt  (Vis- 
coimt  Cranbrook)  complains  that  tho 
noble  Duke  has  brougnt  forward  this 
subject  to-nij?ht,  he  forgets  that  Mem- 
bers of  tho  Cabinet  have  been  going 
about  tho  country  making  election 
speeches  upon  the  very  topics  which  ho 
now  argues  ought  not  to  bo  revived.    I 
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was  somewliat  amused  when  the  noble 
Yiscount  endeavoured  to  explain  the  in- 
terpretation placed  by  him  on  certain 
documents  which  I  received  when  I  had 
the  honour  to  hold  the  Office  of  Governor 
General  of  India.  He  apparently  thinks 
that  he  is  far  more  competent  to  inter- 
pret them  than  I  am  myself.  I  can  only 
say  again,  and  I  do  say  most  emphati- 
cally, that,  having  received  an  answer 
from  the  noble  Duke,  in  his  official  capa- 
city, to  a  question  from  me  whether  I 
might  give  such  assurances  as  I  wished 
to  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  I  gave 
those  assurances.  It  seems  now  that  the 
noble  Viscount  thinks  that  no  assurances 
were  given  at  all.  That  is  quite  a  new 
doctrine,  and  I  must  repeat  that,  having 
been  Governor  General  of  India,  and 
having  had  a  solemn  interview  with  the 
Minister  of  Shere  Ali,  I  did  give  assur- 
ances which  I  meant  to  be,  andconsidered 
to  be,  binding  on  the  British  Govern- 
ment. X  must  add  that  the  interpreta- 
tion put  on  that  transaction  by  the  noble 
Yiscount  is  entirely  different  from  that 

? laced  upon  it  by  the  Government  of 
ndia.  They  did  not  by  any  means  take 
the  view  that  no  promise  had  been  given 
to  Shere  Ali ;  for  in  their  despatch  on 
May  10,  1877,  they  said— '*  The  British 
Government  were  prepared  to  assure 
the  Ameer  that  they  would  afford 
him  assistance  in  money  and  arms." 
That  passage  entirely  contradicts  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Viscount,  and  if 
I  wished  for  further  evidence — for  during 
his  speech  I  began  to  think  that  I  did 
not  know  what  I  had  been  doing — I 
might  turn  to  the  evidence  of  the  Envoy 
himself,  who,  at  the  Peshawur  Confer- 
ence, after  explaining  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  said  that  at  the  third  inter- 
view I  gave  him  assurances  which  were 
perfectly  clear  and  satisfactory.  I  re- 
gret that  the  noble  Viscount  should  not 
candidly  admit  that  his  despatch  was  not 
accurate,  instead  of  again  attempting  to 
defend  it.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  cri- 
ticism of  the  noble  Viscount  upon  the 
noble  Duke's  interpretation  of  the 
Treaties  with  Dost  Mahomed  Khan,  I 
can  only  say  that  I  entirely  concur  in  the 
view  taken  by  the  noble  Duke,  and  hold 
with  him  that  the  Treaties  were  binding, 
and  that  they  bound  us  not  to  use  com- 
pulsion upon  the  Ameer  for  the  purpose 
of  sending  British  officers  into  Afghan- 
istan. The  noble  Viscount  has  said  that 
I  desired  to  have  British  officers  in  that 

The  Earl  of  Northhrook 


country.  Oertainly,  had  it  been  poBuble 
at  that  time,  it  would  have  been  vexy  de- 
sirable ;  but  the  difficulties  were  such 
that  the  Ameer  declined  to  allow  them  to 
enter  his  dominions.  My  interpretation 
of  the  Treaties  was,  that  in  those  cir- 
cumstances I  thought  it  would  be  wrong 
to  use  any  compulsion  upon  the  Ameer 
to  induce  him  to  receive  tnem.  The  con- 
tention of  the  noble  Duke  was  that  com- 
pulsion was  employed.  Now,  what  is 
compulsion,  and  what  is  not  ?  Is  it  com- 
pulsion to  tell  the  Ameer  that  if  he  does 
not  do  what  is  wanted,  the  protection  of 
the  British  Gx>vemment  will  be  with- 
drawn ?  If  that  is  compulsion,  that  was 
done.  Is  it  compulsion  to  withdraw 
every  promise  of  protection  that  had 
been  g^ven  to  the  Ameer  by  former 
Viceroys  in  the  most  solemn  terms  ?  If 
that  is  compulsion,  that  also  was  done. 
And  yet  the  noble  Viscount  says  that  no 
compulsion  has  been  used  towards  Shere 
AH. 

My  Lords,  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
refer  further  to  the  causes  of  the  Afghan 
War  of  1878.  I  have  given  my  reasons 
for  objecting  to  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  which  preceded  that 
war,  and  for  thinking  that  the  war  itself 
was  unnecessary  and  impolitic.  Subse- 
quent events  have  confiiined  me  in  the 
opinions  which  I  then  expressed ;  but  I 
do  not  wish  unnecessarily  to  revert  to 
transactions  in  which  I  was  myself  per- 
sonally concerned.  Putting  aside,  then, 
the  War  of  1878,  I  wish  to  submit  to 
your  Lordships'  consideration  some  ob- 
servations upon  the  events  which  have 
occurred  since  the.  death  of  Shere  Ali 
Khan  in  February,  1879,  and  upon  the 
present  condition  of  Afghanistan.  I 
shall  only  allude  to  the  military  opera- 
tions in  order  to  express  my  hearty  ad- 
miration of  the  gallantry  and  discipline 
of  the  officers  and  men,  British  and 
Native,  who  have  been  engaged  in  them. 
I  feel  confident  that  it  will  be  the  earnest 
desire  both  of  the  Government  of  India 
and  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
treat  the  troops  with  liberality  in  any 
questions  that  may  arise  relating  to 
their  pay  and  allowances ;  and  I  nope 
the  report  that  I  have  seen  is  correct, 
that  those  Native  regiments  which  have 
now  been  continuously  employed  in 
Afghanistan  for  some  time  will  shortly 
be  relieved.  I  need  not  dwell  upon  the 
reasons  which  make  such  reliefb  essen- 
tial in  order  to  maintain  the  efficiency 
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and  popularity  of  the  Natiye  Army  of 
India.  Taming  to  political  events,  I  do 
not  see  what  dlse  the  Goyernmont  of 
India  could  hare  done,  after  the  death 
of  Share  Ali  Khan,  than  to  enter  into 
negotiations  with  his  son  Yakoob,  who 
appears  to  have  been  generally  rocog- 
nired  in  Afghanistan  as  his  successor. 
The  position  of  Yakoob,  however,  at 
that  time  was  very  insecure ;  and  as 
■Don  as  we  were  satisfied  of  his  sincere 
desire  for  peace,  and  had  determined  to 
enter  into  negotiations  with  him,  it  was 
dearly  to  our  interest  to  strengthen  his 
anthonritj.  I  do  not  think,  my  Lords, 
that  the  measures  which  were  taken  by 
the  Ghrvemment  of  India,  probably  un- 
der the  instructions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemmont,  were  well  calculated  to  do 
this.  Cessions  of  Afghan  territory  were 
insisted  upon  from  Yakoob,  in  spite  of 
his  almost  pathetic  appeals  to  the  gone- 
xoiity  of,  to  uso  his  own  phrase,  the 
"strong  and  grand  British  Govern- 
ment." Any  cession  of  territory  is  no- 
toriously unpopular  in  Afghanistan,  and 
the  acceptance  by  Yakoob  of  our  terms 
in  this  particular  must  greatly  have 
weakened  his  position  at  Cabul.  I 
know,  my  Lords,  that  the  territory  in 
question  was  considered  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  bo  desirable  in 
order  to  strengthen  the  North-Western 
Frontier  of  India.  I  think  it  was  riglit 
to  retain  complete  control  over  the 
Afridi  Tribes,  so  as  to  secure  the  com- 
mand of  the  Khyber  Pass ;  but  tliis  in- 
▼olTed  no  cession  of  Af||rlian  territory. 
We  have  been  furnished  with  no  opi- 
nions from  tho  Commander-in-Chief  or 
other  military  authorities  in  India  with 
regard  to  tho  other  territorial  arrange- 
ments of  tho  Treaty  of  Giindamak. 
Pending  any  further  reasons  which  muy 
be  fortbooming,  those  arrangements  ap- 
pear to  me  either  to  be  of  no  advantage 
m  themselves,  or  of  no  advantage  sulii- 
cient  to  counterbalance  the  serious  dis- 
■dranta^  that  they  weakened  our  moral 
and  poLtical  position  in  Afghanistan. 
Afker  the  conclusion  of  tho  Treaty 
of  Gandamak,  I  think  that  the  Go- 
venunent  of  India  wore  ill-advised 
in  sending  a  British  Embassy  to  Cabul 
so  soon.  The  arrival  of  the  Km- 
haMjt  the  announcoment  that  Yakoob 
Khaa  was  about  io  visit  the  Tro- 
viaeea  of  Afghanistan,  accompanied  by 
tlM  British  £nToy,  and  that  he  was  to 
pay  Us  respects  to  the  Vi<*oroy  «it  (*al- 
sotta  in  tha  winter,  wero  ju^t  the  \ery 


I  things  which  were  most  likely  to  rouse 
the  apprehensions  of  the  people  of 
Afghanistan  —  jealous,  as  all  moun- 
taineers are,  of  their  independence — to 
strengthen  the  fanatical  party  opposed 
to  the  British  alliance,  and  to  weaken 
the  position  of  the  Ameer.  I  am  satis- 
fied that  the  wise  course  would  have 
been  not  to  have  insisted  upon  any  ces- 
sions of  Afghan  territory  at  Gandamak, 
and,  while  reserving  tho  right  to  send 
British  officers  as  Envoys  or  Residents 
into  Afghanistan,  to  have  waited  until 
Yakoob  had  more  effectually  established 
his  authority  in  Cabul  before  using  that 
right.  We  might  with  advantage,  at 
the  same  time,  have  assisted  him  with 
such  supplies  of  money  as  ho  might  have 
required.  If  some  such  policy  as  I  have 
indicated  had  been  followed,  I  believe 
that  a  peace  as  penuanent  as  any  that 
could  be  made  with  such  a  country  as 
Afghanistan  might  have  been  concluded 
in  the  spring  of  1879,  and  that  the 
events  which  we  all  of  us  now  deplore 
might,  in  all  human  probability,  nave 
been  avoided. 

My  Lords,  I  do  not  desire  to  dwell 
upon  the  fate  of  the  British  Embassy  at 
Cabul,  save  for  the  purpose  of  express- 
ing my  sense  of  tho  loss  which  tlio  Queen 
has  sustained  by  the  death  of  Sir  Louis 
Cavagnari,  whoso  liigh  character  and 
groat  ability  are  well  known;  and  of 
the  members  of  the  Embassy,  all  of  them 
men  of  distinction  and  high  promise.  I 
will  add  one  word  in  recognition  of  the 
gallantry  of  tho  Native  escort  who  gave 
their  lives  in  the  unavailing  d(*fence  of 
tho  Residency.  Those  Native  officers 
and  men  have  added  another  noble  feat 
to  the  recoixl  of  deeds  of  daring  and  de- 
votion which  form  thci  proud  history  of 
tho  Ciueen's  own  Corps  of  Guides.  It 
is,  however,  only  just  to  the  memory  of 
Shore  Ali  Khan,  the  late  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan, that  I  should  observe  how 
completely  the  objection  raised  by  him 
and  his  lather.  Dost  Mahomed  Khan, 
to  the  reception  of  British  Residents  in 
Afghanistan,  on  the  ground  that  their 
safety  could  not  be  insured  against  fana- 
tical attacks,  has  been  justified  by  recent 
events.  The  members  of  the  British 
Embassy  at  Cabul  have  been  murdered, 
and  there  have  been  frequent  fanatical 
attacks  upon  British  officers  and  men  in 
Candahar,  in  onr  of  which  Lieutenant 
Willi-s,  of  the  Royal  Artillery,  'wa!H 
killed.  Tho  massacre  of  the  Enilmhsy 
made  it  uccctsary    to    tend    a   British 
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Army  to  Cabul  in  order  to  punisli  the 
guilty  persons,  for  Yakoob  BIhan  was 
evidently  too  weak  to  fulfil  this  duty. 
This  has  been  done.  Cabul  and  Oanda- 
har  have  been  occupied ;  and  there  can- 
not, at  the  present  time,  be  less  than 
50,000  British  and  Native  troops  in  Af- 
ghanistan. Yakoob  Khan  abdicated  on 
the  12th  of  October  last,  and  since  that 
time  supreme  authority  in  Afghanistan 
has  been  exercised  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment. The  terms  of  the  Proclama- 
tion by  which  this  was  announced  were 
sent  to  India  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  promulgated  on  the  28th  of 
October,  and  the  position  has  remained 
unchanged  during  the  four  months  that 
have  since  passed.  An  announcement 
was  made  in  the  Proclamation  that, 
after  consulting  with  the  principal  Chiefs 
of  the  country,  the  British  Government 
*'  would  declare  its  will  as  to  the  future 
permanent  arrangements  for  the  good 
government  of  the  people ; "  but  no 
such  declaration  has  yet  been  made.  It 
is  clear,  from  all  the  news  which  has  re- 
cently arrived,  that  some  decided  expres- 
sion of  policy  is  absolutely  necessary  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  people  of  Afghan- 
istan, and  to  guide  the  actions  of  the 
British  officers  employed  there.  There 
have,  no  doubt,  been  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  making  any  such  declaration  before. 
But  the  position  of  affairs  now  appears 
to  afford  a  favourable  opportunity.  The 
season  of  the  year  prevents  active 
operations  in  the  field.  The  best  opi- 
nions, especially  that  of  Sir  Gholam 
Hussein  Khan,  seem  to  indicate  that  it 
is  unlikely  that  any  other  combination 
of  equal  strength  to  that  which  failed 
last  Christmas  can  be  organized  against 
us.  Our  military  position  ought  by  this 
time  to  be  secure,  if  only  our  Forces  be 
not  frittered  away  in  small  detachments 
about  the  country.  I,  therefore,  heard 
with  great  satisfaction  the  announce- 
ment made  to  your  Lordships  the  other 
night  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
''opposed  to  annexation"  and  ''in 
favour  of  the  people  of  Afghanistan 
being  eovemed  by  their  own  Chief  or 
Chiefs."  I  trust  that  when  the  Prime 
Minister  addresses  your  Lordships  to- 
night he  will  tell  us  that  this  announce- 
ment, which  has  been  so  distinctly  made 
in  this  House,  will  be  make  known 
without  delav  with  equal  distinctness  to 
the  people  of  Afghanistan.  Your  Lord- 
ships may,  perhaps,  expect  that  I  should 
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give  some  indication  of  the  manner  in 
which,  in  my  opinion,  the  affairs  of  Af- 
ghanistan can  best  be  settled.     I  should 
be  glad  indeed  to  assist  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  best  of  my  know- 
ledge and  ability ;  but  I  have  not  suffi- 
cient information  to  enable  me  to  speak 
with  any  confidence   upon  matters  of 
detail.     For  reasons  of  which  I  am  not 
aware,   no  official  information  of  any 
importance  upon  the  political  condition 
of  Afghanistan  has  been  communicated 
to  Parliament  in  the  Papers  which  have 
been  placed  upon  our  Table  by  Her 
Majesty's  commands.    We  have  no  de- 
spatches from  Sir  Donald  Stewart,  who 
appears  to  have  managed  affairs  in  Can- 
dahar  with  great  ability  and  good  judg- 
ment ;  none  from  Major  St.  John,  the 
political  officer  at  Candahar ;  none  from 
Sir  Frederick  Boberts,  which  enter  at 
any  length  into  the  political  condition 
of  the  neighbourhood  of  Cabul ;  none 
from  the  political  officers  at  Cabul,  Jella- 
labady   or    Peshawur;   none   from    the 
officers  employed  in  the  Kurram  Valley. 
Under    these  circumstances,    the   only 
opinions  which  I  can  venture  to  offer 
must  be  very  short  and  very  general. 
It  appears  to  me,  looking  both  to  mili- 
tary and  to  political  considerations,  that 
it  will  not  be  wise  to  extend  the  area  of 
our  present  liabilities  in  Afghanistan. 
I  looK  with  some  anxiety,  therefore,  to 
the  results  which  may  follow  from  the 
despatch  of  an  Afghan  Governor  in  the 
British  interest  into  Afghan  Turkestan, 
with  British  money,  and  protected  by 
Native  levies  raised  in  the  country.    I 
think  to  raise  any  considerable  force  of 
such  levies  would  prove  a  source    of 
embarrassment,   and  possibly  even    of 
danger.     I  think  it  would  be  particu- 
larly unwise  and  detrimental  to  British 
interests  to  extend  our  liabilities  still 
further  by  permitting  or  encouraging 
Persia  to  occupy  Herat.     In  the  first 
place,  I  cannot  see  by  what  right  the 
British    Government    can    dispose    of 
Herat.    That  city  does  not  belong  to 
them.    It  lies  350  miles  from  the  British 
Force  in  Candahar,  and  has  not  been 
conquered  by  us.     I  think  that  it  is  un- 
likely that  Persia  would  undertake  to 
obtain  possession  of  Herat  without  some 
guarantee  on  the  part  of   the  British 
Government.    It  is  our  interest  and  our 
desire,  no  doubt,  to  see  Persia  prosper- 
ous, and  to  maintain  the  most  friendly 
relations  with  her;    but,    to    put    the 
matter  in  the  mildest  terms,  I  can  see 
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notliiiig  in  the  present   conditions    of 
Persia  which  makes  it  desirable  for  the 
British  Ooyemment  to   undertake  the 
liabilities  which  would  be  involved  by 
such  a  guarantee.     Lastly,  my  Lords, 
the  BUg^gestion  is  contrary  to  the  policy 
which    has  been   steadily  pursued  by 
sucoessive     British     Governments     for 
many  years.     I  do  not  say  that  cir- 
cumstances    might      not     justify      a 
change    in  that   policy;   but  I  desire 
to  point  out  that  it  reste  upon  solid 
grounds.   Moreover,  at  the  present  time, 
U16  British  occupation  of  Afghanistan 
ia  regarded  with  less  hostility  at  Can- 
dbhar  than  elsewhere.    I  know  that  the 
feelinff  among  the  Afghans  of   those 
parts  18  venr  hostile  to  the  Persians,  who 
are  of  a  aifferent  religious  faith,  and 
who  have  constantly  been  at  feud  with 
them.     I  can  imagine  no  rumour  which 
is  more  likely  to  set  against  us  Afghans 
of  influence  at  Candahar  and  elsewhere 
than  that  it  is  our  intention  to  encourap^e 
Persia  to  occupy  Afghan  territory.     My 
Lords,  if  we  wish  to  stand  well  with  the 
Afghans,    and    to    leave  behind  us   a 
friendly  Afghanistan,  so  far  as  recent 
unfortunate  events  will  admit  of  it,  I 
feel  assured  that  nothing  can  bo  more 
politic  than  that  the    Prime  Minister 
should  assure  your  Lordsliips  to-night, 
not  only,  as  he  did  the  other  day,  that 
no  arrangement  has  actually  been  made 
for  the  occupation  of  Herat  by  Persia, 
but  that  such  a  project,  if  it  has  ovor 
been  entertained,   has  been    definitely 
abandoned.     With  regard  to  Herat,  I 
will  only  say  further  that  the  policy  of 
the  British  Qovemment,  for  more  than 
one  veneration,  has  been  clear  and  do- 
dded — namely,  that  that  city  cannot  bo 
permitted  to  come  into  the  possession  of 
Buflsia.     The  Eussian  Government  arc 
well  aware  of  this ;  and  it  cannot,  in  my 
opinion,  be  too  plainly  declared.    My 
Lords,  I  regret  that  the  policy  of  Her 
Majeety*s  Government,  adopted  contrary 
to  the  advice  of  all  those  who  had  any 
knowledge  of  Afghanistan,  should  have 
had  the  effect  of  destroying  the  condi- 
tion of  that  country,  which,  I  believe, 
waa  the  best  for  the  interests  of  India. 
I  mean  that  the  whole  of  Afghanistan 
should  be  under  the  government  of  a 
nn^e    Buler.      It    is    probable    that, 
■■  indicated  in  one  of  the  despatches 
of  the  noble  Viscount   opposite  (Vin- 
eount  Cranbrook),  the  country  may  now, 
l>r  a  time  at  least,  become  again  divided, 
■•  it  haa  been  before ;  but,  in  my  judg- 


ment, the  Afghans  are  more  likely  to 
come  to  some  tolerable  settlement  of  their 
internal  aifairs,  if  left  to  themselves,  than 
by  means  of  our  intervention. 

My  Lords,  the  apprehension  of  danger 
to  India,  from  the  advance  of  Russia  in 
Central  Asia,  naturally  disposes  people 
in  England  to  approve  of  any  pohcy 
which  has  for  its  object  the  defence  of 
the  Indian  Empire,  of  which  we  are  all 
so  proud.  I  will  venture  to  make  a  few 
observations  to  your  Lordships  upon 
this  subject.  Danger  to  India  from 
Hussia  may  arise,  in  the  first  place,  from 
an  invasion.  That  invasion  is  impossible. 
I  do  not  know  that  the  reasons  showing 
how  groundless  such  an  alarm  is  can  be 
more  pithily  put  than  in  the  words  used 
by  the  Prime  Minister  at  the  Mansion 
House  in  November,  1878.  On  that 
occasion,  the  noble  Earl  said — 

"Tho  base  of  oi)erations  w  ho  romoto,  tho 
communications  so  diflicult,  an<l  tlic  u^poct  of 
tho  country  so  forbidding,  thfit  we  have  long 
arrived  at  tho  opinion  that  the  invasion  of  tho 
Empiro  bypossmg  tho  mountains,  which  form 
our  North- Westom  Frontier,  is  one  which  wo 
need  not  dread." 

Tho  experience  which  we  have  ourselves 
gained  since  that  time,  of  tho  difficulty 
of  providing  transport  and  supplies  for 
the  Force  which  wo  have  sent  into  Af- 
ghanistan— a  small  Force  compared  with 
the  Army  which  would  bo  required  for 
an  invasion  of  India — should,  I  think, 
be  sufficient  to  re-assure  anyone  who  may 
be  doubtful  upon  this  matter.  Indeed, 
such  an  invasion,  although  it  may  be 
occasionally  used  as  the  basis  of  popular 
appeals,  has  never  been  dwelt  upon  as  a 
serious  contingency  by  any  person  of 
authority  who  has  either  spoken  or 
written  upon  the  subject.  But,  it  is 
said,  although  an  invasion  in  impossible^ 
wo  have  all  heard  of  Russian  intrigues ; 
these  are  what  we  fear,  and  these  we 
must  take  steps  to  counteract.  8uch  in- 
trigues, my  Lords,  must  be  either  within 
or  without  British  India.  I  have  never 
heard  of  any  evidence  of  Ilussian  in- 
trigues in  India.  Such  intrigues,  if  they 
should  be  attempted,  will  never  succeed 
so  long  as    the    people  of    India  are 

;  well- governed,  and  the  Native  Princes 
and  Chiefs  aro  treated  with  sympathy 
and  justice.  No  foreign  intrigues 
need  bo  feared  in  a  country  whore 
the    people  aro    prosperous    and    con- 

'  tented.  But  these  intrigues  may  be 
outside  India,  and  particularly  in  Af- 
ghanintan.   My  Lords,  in  my  opinion,  no 
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Bussian  intrigues  are  likely  to  have  any 
effeot  upon  the  people  of  Afghanistan. 
Those  who  apprehend  this  judge  from 
what  they  have  seen  of  Eussian  influence 
in  European  Turkey;  but  forget  that 
while,  in  the  one  case,  there  was  a  popu- 
lation of  the  same  religion  and  race  as 
the  Russians,  in  the  other,  the  people 
differ  from  the  Bussiansin  race,  religion, 
and  habits.  If  it  be  said  that  Bussian 
intrigues  will  be,  and  have  been,  used, 
not  with  the  people  of  Afghanistan,  but 
with  the  Buler  of  the  country,  I  answer 
that  undoubtedly  such  intrigues  may 
arise— it  is  impossible  to  guarantee  the 
good  faith  and  friendliness  of  all  Afghans. 
The  real  question  is,  whether  such  in- 
trigues are  likely  to  do  us  any  serious 
injury,  and  how  they  can  best  be  met  ? 
I  read  in  the  Indian  papers  the  other 
day  the  story,  which  it  seems  from  what 
he  has  said  to-night  that  the  noble  Vis- 
count (Viscount  Cranbrook)  believes,  of 
an  agreement  said  to  have  been  made 
between  Shore  Ali  Khan  and  some  Bus- 
sian Agent  for  the  invasion  of  India. 
Probably,  like  most  other  stories,  it  has 
no  foundation  in  fact ;  but  I  wish  to  ob- 
serve that  to  one  who  knows  anything  of 
the  Afghan  power  such  an  idea  is  simply 
ridiculous.  The  Begular  troops  of  Af- 
ghanistan have  never  been  able  to  hold 
their  own  against  our  troops  in  the  field, 
and  if  they  ventured  into  the  plains  of 
India  they  would  be  swept  away  like 
chaff  before  the  wind.  The  real  strength 
of  the  Afghans  consists  in  their  irregular 
levies,  which  are  formidable  in  their  own 
country,  but  useless  for  purposes  of  at- 
tack beyond  it.  My  Lords,  it  is  a  popular 
error  which  is  worth  correcting  that  Af- 
ghanistan is  our  immediate  neighbour  in 
the  North- West.  That  is  not  so.  Our 
neighbours,  for  the  most  part,  are  Tribes 
either  entirely  independent  of  the  Ameer 
of  Afghanistan  or  yielding  him  only  a 
nominal  allegiance.  No  Bussian  in- 
trigues are  likely  to  affect  those  Tribes 
if  they  are  dealt  with  firmly  and  con- 
siderately by  us.  I  well  remember  once 
having  to  consult  the  principal  officers  of 
the  Punjab  on  the  question  whether  our 
Nprth- Western  Frontier  would  be  dis- 
turbed if  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  were 
known  to  be  unfriendly ;  and  they  told 
me  that  they  did  not  think  it  would 
make  any  serious  difference  in  the  con- 
duct of  ihe  Tribes.  The  experience  of 
the  last  four  years  has  shown  that  they 
wei  6  right.  Any  interference  of  Bussian 
officers  in  Afghanistan  would  be  very 
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unpopular  amon^  the  people.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India  have  assured  us  that 
''all  the  national  sentiments  and  pre- 
judices "  of  the  Afghans  were  opposed 
to  the  intimacy  of  Shore  Ali  Khan  with 
Bussia  in  1878;  and,  as  was  the  case 
with  him,  a  Buler  who  introduced  Bus- 
sian officers  into  his  country  would  as- 
suredly endanger  the  stability  of  his 
position.  One  thing  at  least,  my  Lords, 
is  clear — that  it  would  be  of  no  advan- 
tage to  us  that  we  should  invade  the 
country  whose  Buler  we  might  suspect 
of  intrigues.  To  do  this  would  ezchiuige 
the  temporary  inconvenience  of  the  fSai^- 
lessness  of  an  individual  for  the  real  evil 
of  the  hostility  of  a  nation. 

My  Lords,  I  must  say  a  very  few 
words  upon  the  subject  of  Merv.  Six 
years  ago,  when  I  was  in  India,  I  was 
anxious  that  the  Bussian  Government 
should  be  dissuaded,  if  possible,  from 
advancing  to  Merv.  That  they  had  a  just 
cause  of  q uarrel  then  with  the  Turkomans 
I  know,  because  some  Bussian  prisoners 
were  detained  at  Merv,  whose  relief  I 
tried  to  effect  through  the  g^ood  ofiioesof 
Shore  Ali  Khan ;  but  whether  he  suc- 
ceeded or  not  I  have  never  heard.  My 
reason  for  wishing  the  Bussians  not  to 
go  to  Merv  was,  not  that  I  had  any  ap- 
prehensions of  that  place,  in  its  present 
condition  and  that  of  the  country  which 
surrounds  it,  becoming  a  base  of  ope- 
rations against  India,  but  because  the 
Turkomans,  if  driven  out  of  Merv  by 
the  Bussians,  would  have  taken  refuge 
in  Afghanistan,  and  not  improbably  have 
given  rise  to  troubles  between  Bussia 
and  Afghanistan,  which  I  wished  to  pre- 
vent. My  Lords,  I  trust  that  there  is 
no  foundation  for  the  idea  that  the 
British  Government  are  disposed,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  to  assist  tne  Turko- 
man Tribes  against  Bussia.  We  have, 
in  my  opinion,  no  more  right  to  interfere 
there  than  the  Bussians  have  to  interfere 
with  our  operations  in  Afghanistan. 
But,  besides  this,  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  asserting  that  to  ally  ourselves  with 
the  Turkomans  would  do  a  disgrace  to 
this  country.  Their  principal  source  of 
wealth  consists  in  plunder,  and  slaves, 
whom  they  carry  off  by  raids  upon  their 
neighbours,  especially  the  Persians,  and 
hand  over  to  the  slave  merchants  who 
supply  the  slave  bazaars  of  Central  Asia. 
I  know  not  what  the  cause  of  the  Bus- 
sian quarrel  with  them  now  is ;  but  this 
I  know — that  by  means  of  the  extension 
of  Bussian  power  and  influence   over 
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what  are  called  the  Khanates  of  Bok- 
hara,  Khiva,  and  Khokand,  this  inhu- 
man traffic  in  slaves  has  beou  groatly 
checked,  and  that  after  the  conquest  of 
Khiva  by  Hussia  many  thousands  of 
Persian  slaves  were  restored  to  liberty. 
Any  noble  Lord  who  desires  to  know 
more  of  these  Turkomans  will  find  much 
information  in  Dr.  Bollew's  travels  in 
Persia  in  1873,  to  which  allusion  has 
already  been  made  by  the  noble  Duko 
behind  me  (the  Duke  of  Arp:yll).  I  feol 
sure  that  if  the  true  character  and  his- 
tory of  the  Turkomans  were  generally 
known,  no  one  would  recommend  that 
they  should  receive  any  countenance  or 
protection  from  this  country. 

My  Lords,  the  opinion  which  I  have 
expressed,  that  there  is  no  danger  of  a 
Bossian  attack  upon  India,  or  of  any 
serious  result  from  Russian  intrigues 
with  our  neighbours,  does  not  imply  that 
I  am  insensible  to  the  critical  position 
of  the  relations  between  England  and 
Bossia  in  Asia  at  the  present  moment. 
We  have  advanced  from  India  into  Af- 
riianistan.  We  hear  of  the  assembly  of 
Bassian  troops  in  Eussian  Turkestan. 
Troubles  may  arise  in  Afghan  Turke- 
stan, possibly  actually,  certainly  sup- 
posed to  be,  fomented  by  Eussian  in- 
flnenoes.  Within  a  few  months  we  shall 
be  so  placed  that  any  day  the  indiscre- 
tion ox  some  officer,  or  the  caprice  of 
some  Asiatic  Chief,  may  produce  a  eitua- 
tioa  in  which  one  of  two  high-spirited 
nations  may  have  either  to  submit  to 
what  may  appear  to  be  a  rebuff  and  a 
homiliation,  or  to  appeal  to  arms.  Is 
it  necessary,  my  Loras,  that  this  should 
nntinue?  Can  no  stop  be  put  to  a 
tivalxy  which  is  detrimental  to  the  in- 
terests of  both  countries  ?  To  anyone 
who  looks  bevond  the  events  of  the  mo- 
ment, there  is  something  almost  appal- 
ling in  the  position  of  the  British  and 
Boenan  Empires  in  Asia.  These  two 
gigaatio  forces,  which  have  hitherto 
moved,  each  in  its  own  sphere,  over  the 
monntains  and  plains  of  Asia,  diffusing, 
on  the  whole,  peace  and  order  over  coun- 
tries which  were  formerly  the  prey  of 
s&aivhy  and  rapine,  appear  now  to  be 
impelled  by  some  fatal  attraction  to  meet 
IB  deadly  conflict.  It  is  the  duty  and 
die  mivilege  of  statesmen  at  the  head 
at  affairs  to  foresee  and  to  avert  such 
calamities.  Within  the  last  two  years 
we  have  been  on  the  verge  of  war  with 
Bosria,  and  susceptibilities  have  un- 
wwMably  been  aroused  on  both  sides. 


But  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  is  now  a  matter 
of  history.  Peace  is  the  plain  interest 
of  Ilussia,  as  it  is  also  the  plain  interest 
of  England.  It  is,  in  my  humble  opi- 
nion, the  imperative  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  lose  no  time  in 
putting  an  end,  so  far  as  in  them  lies, 
to  the  present  condition  of  affaire,  the 
danger  of  which  I  have  endeavoured  to 
indicate ;  and  they  could  have  no  better 
instrument  for  their  purpose  than  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minister,  four 
years  ago,  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
used  wise  and  peaceful  language  with 
regard  to  British  and  Kussian  interests 
in  Asia.  I  trust  that  he  will  repeat  the 
same  sentiments  to-night,  and  give  your 
Lordships  some  assurance  that  those  sen- 
timents will  be.  or  have  already  been, 
accompanied  by  diplomatic  action.  Such 
an  announcement  would,  I  am  convinced, 
be  greeted  by  the  solid  approval  of  the 
people  of  England. 

LoRDDENMANsaidafew  words  which 
were  not  heard  in  the  Reporters'  Gallery. 

Loud  HAMMOND  said,  if  Persia 
were  allowed  to  possess  Herat,  the  en- 
gagements into  which  Eussia  had  entered 
with  England  not  to  interfere  in  Afghan- 
istan would  no  longer  avail  to  prevent 
her  interfering  with  Herat,  for  it  would 
then  be  no  longer  Afghan  territory. 
Moreover,  Herat  having  become  part  of 
Persia,  Kussia  would  have  aright,  under 
the  10th  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Turko- 
manchai  of  February  21,  1828,  to  ap- 
point a  Cousul  or  commercial  Agent  to 
reside  there,  with  a  suite  not  exceeding 
10  persons;  and  to  the  exercise  of  that 
right  England  could  raise  no  objection, 
for  wo  had  claimed  a  similar  right  of 
Consular  appointments,  and  exercised  it, 
under  the  **mo8t  favoured  nation"  — 
the  9th  —  clause  of  our  Treaty  with 
IVrsitt,  of  March  4,  1857.  Under  our 
previous  Treaty  of  1814,  we  could  only 
have  a  Consul  General  at  Tabreez,  a 
Consul  at  Teheran,  and  an  Agent  at 
Bushire.  But  by  our  Treaty  of  1857, 
wo  were  enabled  to  claim  the  same 
privileges  in  regard  to  Consular  ap- 
pointments that  Kussia  had  secured  by 
the  Treaty  of  Turkomanchni,  and  as- 
serted it  by  the  appointment  in  1858  of 
a  Consul  at  Resht.  It  appears  from  tho 
lUue  Book  respecting  Persia  issued  some 
years  ago  that  Colonel  Sheil,  in  a  despatch 
dated  May  4,  1852,  |>ointedly  called  the 
attention  of  the  then  Secrctaiy  of  State, 
Lord  Malmesbury,  to  tho  fact  that — 
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"  Herat  being  annexed  to  Persia,  Hussia  en- 
joys the  right,  from  which  England  is  excluded, 
of  placing  a  Consul  in  that  city." 

Lord  STRATHNAIRN  said,  the  Op- 
position speakers  exhibited  remarkable 
reticence  with  respect  to  the  designs  of 
Russia,  whose  name  they  hardly  men- 
tioned. [The  noble  Lord  was  under- 
stood to  review  the  historical  relations 
of  Russia  with  Afghanistan  and  Persia, 
with  the  view  of  showing  what  the  de- 
signs of  Russia  were,  and  how  per- 
sistently they  were  pursued.] 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  :  My 
Lords,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  enter 
again  on  the  question  as  to  who  was  the 
cause  of  Shere  Ali's  estrangement ;  but 
I  was  well  acquainted  with  all  the  offi- 
cial Correspondence  on  the  subject  at  the 
time,  and  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  we 
had  a  sufficient  and  legitimate  cause  for 
going  to  war  with  the  Ameer.  When  he 
received  a  Russian  Ambassador,  refused 
to  admit  our  Embassy,  and  in  other  ways 
evinced  hostility,  it  was  quite  time  to 
bring  him  to  reason.  [^Ministerial  Cheers.'] 
Ho  had  raised  a  large  Force  of  Regular 
troops,  had  constnicted  fortifications, 
and  collected  large  stores  of  war  mate- 
rials. Had  we  remained  quiescent,  the 
Russian  Embassy  would  soon  have  been 
followed  by  Russian  officers,  and  a  for- 
midable Force  might  have  been  created, 
which  would  have  been  a  serious  danger 
to  our  North-West  Frontier  in  case  of 
our  being  occupied  in  any  other  quarter. 
I  have  read  an  account  of  a  gallant  offi- 
cer in  South  Africa,  who  was  sent  to 
hold  a  Pass,  and  to  arrest  a  certain 
fugitive  Chief.  Ho  was  strictly  ordered 
not  to  fire  first.  Accordingly,  he  occu- 
pied the  Pass,  and,  faithful  to  his  in- 
structions, permitted  the  enemy  to  climb 
the  hills  on  either  side,  and  to  take  up 
every  position  of  advantage  behind  rocks 
and  trees  ;  and,  when  they  could  cover 
the  officer  and  his  party,  opened  fire, 
and  drove  them  out  with  the  loss  of 
half  their  number.  The  position  of 
that  officer's  party  was  similar  to  that 
which  some  would  have  made  us  hold 
in  Lidia ;  but  the  Government  of  India 
would  not  accept  it,  attacked  the  dan- 
^r  in  good  [time,  and  put  an  end  to 
it.  Regarding  the  Treaty  of  Ganda- 
mak,  I  must  say  that  I  would  have  car- 
ried the  Frontier  a  great  deal  farther 
had  I  had  the  direction  of  it;  but  I 
g^ve  the  Gt>vemment  credit  for  extreme 
moderation,  and  an  earnest  desire  to 
establish  a  ^friendly  Baler  in  Afghan- 

JUrd  Mammond 


istan.  With  regazd  to  the  attacks  of 
fanatics,  the  same  thing  oocorred  on 
our  first  occupation  of  the  Punjaub; 
some  even  broke  into  the  barracks,  and 
killed  a  few  European  soldiers  before 
they  were  themselves  destroyed.  The 
same  apprehensions  of  perpetual  hos- 
tility  were  then  entertained;  out  matters 
soon  quieted  down.  There  is  nothing 
to  cause  apprehension  of  our  position 
in  Afghanistan.  Oabul  is  quiet  at  pre- 
sent, and  furnishing  plentiful  supplies. 
General  Bright  is  received  peaceably 
in  the  Lughman  Yalley,  and  Oandahar 
is  governed  by  General  Stewart  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  people.  I  trust  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  with- 
draw from  Afghanistan  until  perfect 
tranquillity  has  been  restored,  and  until 
they  can  be  assured  of  a  Ruler  who  will 
be  a  safe  and  friendly  neighbour. 

The  Maequess  op  RIPON  said,  he  did 
not  rise  to  make  any  reply  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noble  ana  gallant  Officer 
who  had  just  addressed  their  Lordships 
(Lord  Napier  of  Magdala) ;  but  as  some 
of  his  remarks  had  been  cheered  by  noble 
Lords  opposite,  he  should  await  with 
some  curiosity  the  reply  which  would  be 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
the  very  wide  statements  of  policy  which 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord's  speech  had 
disclosed.  There  were  two  omissions  in 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Viscount  oppo- 
site (Viscount  Oranbrook).  He  did  not 
give  any  description  of  the  success 
which  had  attended  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  he  also  abstained 
from  giving  any  indication  of  the  policy 
which  the  Government  now  intended  to 
pursue.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Bipon} 
knew  very  well  when  they  endeavoured 
to  show  that,  up  to  the  present  time,  the 
Government  policy  had  been  unsuccess- 
ful, their  Friends  were  in  the  habit  of 
replying  that  they  had  had  misfortunes, 
and  the  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minister, 
on  the  opening  night  of  the  Session,  had 
also  advanced  that  plea ;  but  it  could  not 
bo  said  to  afford  the  Government  any 
excuse,  for  those  misfortunes  had  aU 
along  been  predicted  by  those  who  had 
most  knowledge  and  experience  in  In- 
dian affairs  as  the  necessary  result  of 
their  Afghan  policy.  For  a  long  time 
they  had  had  no  distinct  statement  of 
what  the  policy  of  the  Government  was. 

,  No  two  Ministers  described  it  aUke. 
Ultimately,  however,  there  were  three 
points  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 

;  ment  were  generally  agreed  a0  the  bases 
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of  their  policy.  The  first  was  to  make 
Afghanistan  a  strong,  independent,  and 
friendly  neighbour ;  the  second  was  to 
acquire  a  "  scientific  Frontier ; "  and  the 
third  was  to  obtain  the  right — wliich 
was  the  fixed  object  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess whose  absence  tliey  all  regretted 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)— of  keeping 
officers  in  the  various  towns  and  cities 
of  Afghanistan.  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopo) 
made  a  very  jubilant  speech  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  14th  of  Au- 
gust last,  in  which  he  said,  not  that  Her 
Sbyesty's  Government  desired,  but  that 
they  had  g^t,  this  strong,  friendly,  and 
independent  Afghanistan.     His  words 


"The  policy  lately  pursued  had  ^ined  for 
this  ooontry  a  friendly,  an  independent,  and  a 
•trong  Afghanistan."  —  [3  Hanaard^  ccxlix. 
10180 

His  (the  Marquess  of  Bipon's)  answer 
to  that  was  that  instead  of  those  ob- 
jects being  obtained  the  policy  of  the 
Oovemment    had    made    Afghanistan 
weak  with  the  weakness   of   anarchy; 
had  made  it  hostile  with  all  the  hos- 
tility of  a  blood-feud  burned  into  the 
people's  hearts  by  the  flames  of  their 
aesolated  villages,  and  had  destroyed 
its  independence  by  the  overthrow  of 
its  ffovemment,  the  imprisonment  of  its 
BoMTy  and  the  occupation  of  the  country. 
In  confirmation  of  this,  he  would  quote 
ss  an  authority  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson, 
the  "  veiled  prophet,''  who  sat  in  the 
India  Office,  and  sent  forth  his  prophe- 
des  to  the  world  in  The  Nineteenth  Cen- 
tmy,  to  be  followed  afterwards  by  the 
sets  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
who  had  said,  on  that  point,  that  the 
disintegration  of  Afghanistan  had  scat- 
tered to  the  winds  the  prospect  so  long 
satertainod  of  a  strong,  friendly,  and 
independent  Power  on  our  North-West 
Frontier.     The  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Cranbrook)  had  said  that  evening  that 
he  was  not  so  sure  that  a  united  Afghan- 
istan now  was  of  any  use ;  and  he  put  i 
fimrard  the  novel  doctrine  that  it  would  \ 
be  better  it  should  be  broken  up  into  a  ! 
number  of  independent  Chieftainships.  ' 
As  to  the  "  scientific  Frontier,"  the  noble  . 
Eaii  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had  ' 
•aid.  even  before  the  Treaty  of  Oan- 1 
damak  was  signed,  that  that  Frontier  was  ' 
obtained,  and-had  doscribod  it  as  invul- 1 
Mb,  But  if  the  Government  had  got , 
.  iBTolnemUe  S^ontier,  why  could  they 


not   rest    behind  it  and  be  satisfied? 
Scarcely,  liowever,  had  the  words  of  the 
noble  Earl,  in  wliich,  on  the  first  night 
of  the  Session,  he  repudiated  annexa- 
tion,   reached    thoir   ears,    when   tlioy 
were  informed  by   The  Times  that  the 
Government  were  engaged  in  negotia- 
tions with  Persia  which  seemed  to  point 
to  an  entire  reversal  of  the  policy  of  the 
,  last  50  years,  and  which  involved  schemes 
I  relating  to  places  far  beyond  the  **  scion - 
,  tific  Frontier."     Who  wore  the  military 
authorities  who  considered  the  Frontier 
invulnerable?      He  listened    with    the 
greatest  interest  to  hear  what  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  who  spoke  from  the 
Oross-Benches  (Lord  Napier  of  Magdala) 
would  say,   and  he  observed  that  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  carefuUv    ab- 
stained from  saying  either  that  he  ap- 
proved the  Frontier,  or  thought  it  invul- 
nerable.   Military    men,   like    General 
Hamley,  speaking  from  a  purely  scien- 
tific point  of  view,  had  condemned  the 
Frontier,  and  said  something  quite  dif- 
ferent ought  to  have  been  taken ;  and 
even  Sir  Henry  Hawlinson  now  told  us, 
in    The  Nineteenth  Century^  that  it  was 
necessary  to  occupy  both  Candahar  and 
Cabul.     Thus  the  '*  scientific  Frontier" 
still  required  to  be  supplemented  by  suc- 
cessive aggressions  upon  Afghanistan. 
Lord  Lawrence,  that  great  and  illustrious 
statesman  whose  loss  all  England  now 
deplored,  had  told  them,  from  his  expe- 
rience, that  if  they  sent  an  Envoy  to 
Cabul  he  would  be  kept  in  ignorance  of 
all  that  was  going  on,  and  would  proba- 
bly be  murdered.     The  Blue  Book  that 
liad  boon  laid  on  the  Table  showed  that 
the  gallant   Sir  Louis  Cavognari   was 
ignorant  of  tho  danger  up  to  the  last 
hour,  and  was,  unfortunately,  sacrificed 
to  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.    One  thing  he  hoped  would  be 
the  result  of  our  late  experience — that 
the  Government  would  not  send  gallant 
men  to  occupy  such  posts  with  inade- 
quate escorts.  If  the  Government  wanted 
to   send    thum,  they   must    send  them 
with  Armios.     He  thought,  from  all  that 
had  happened,  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  the  policy  of  Hor  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  complotely  broken  down ;  and, 
if  so,  he  would  ask  what  they  were  seek- 
ing now  ?    The  noble  Viscount  said  that 
there  had  been  no  concealment  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  these  trans- 
actions.    But  if  their  Lordships  carried 
back  their  memories  to  1877  they  would 
find  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  re- 
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sorted  to  every  device  to  evade  and  to 
stifle  inquiry.  Even  during  the  last 
year,  when  the  wax  had  broken  out,  and 
when  the  transactions  of  1877  had  been 
brought  to  light,  the  Government  had 
still  been  as  chary  as  possible  of  declara- 
tions of  policy,  and  not  till  after  the 
Treaty  of  Gandamak  had  any  clear  de- 
claration been  made.  How  did  matters 
stand  now  ?  His  noble  Friend  the  late 
Governor  General  of  India  (the  Earl  of 
Northbrook)  had  expressed  his  satisfac- 
tion on  hearing  the  Prime  Minister  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session  say  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  was  op- 
posed to  annexation ;  but  the  statement 
they  had  just  hoard  from  the  noble  Vis- 
count the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
was  not  so  explicit,  and  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Ripon),  therefore,  trusted  that  before 
the  debate  closed  they  would  hear  plainly 
from  the  Government  what  were  the 
objects  that  they  still  desired  lo  obtain 
in  Afghanistan.  He  was  well  aware  of 
the  difficulties  by  which  the  Government 
were  beset,  and  the  complications  in 
which  they  were  involved ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  they  would  best  overcome 
those  difficulties  and  escape  from  those 
complications  if  they  spoke  plainly  and 
clearly  as  to  their  intentions.  He  was 
convinced  it  would  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Government  to  declare  their  policy, 
and  that  to  do  so  would  be  in  accordance 
with  constitutional  usage.  By  such  can- 
dour they  might  obtain  from  Parliament, 
not  a  blind  confidence,  but  a  confidence 
intelligent  and  reasoned.  The  greatest 
needs  of  India  were  tranquillity  and 
economy.  The  first  duty  of  her  Govern- 
ment was  to  husband  her  finances,  and 
to  promote  the  simplest  elements  of  the 
well-being  of  her  people.  The  condition 
of  the  country  afforded  small  scope  for 
showy  schemes  or  feats  of  high  policy. 
The  pressing  work  to  be  done  was  hard, 
dreary,  and  unostentatious.  But  it  was 
vital ;  and  it  ought  to  be  the  great  aim 
alike  of  the  Government  and  of  Parlia- 
ment to  bring  to  an  end  these  unhappy 
complications  beyond  our  Frontier,  in 
order  that  the  whole  strength  and 
thought  of  the  Indian  Government 
might  be  devoted  to  their  true  task. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  the  state  of  your  Lordships' 
Benches  appears  to  me  to  indicate  some- 
thing of  unreality  in  this  debate,  and 
I  am  not  surprised  that  such  is  the  case. 
At  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening,  when 
the  Houae  was  much  fuller  than  it  is 
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now,  the  debate  introduced  by  the  noble 
Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  took 
a  scope  which  was  more  extended  than 
either  the  period  at  which  we  have  ar- 
rived or  the  Notice  put  on  the  Paper  war- 
ranted. Just  15  months  ago,  there  was 
in  this  House  one  of  the  most  interesting 
and  lengthened  debates  we  have  had  for 
some  years.  It  was  commenced  by  Lord 
Halifax.  During  the  present  deoate  I 
watched  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
Duke.  He  commenced  at  the  usual  hour 
of  Business,  and  by  the  time  the  clock  indi- 
cated the  hour  of  7  he  had,  in  one  conti- 
nuous stream,  gone  over  the  whole  ground 
— the  history  of  the  old  Treaties  with  Af- 
ghanistan, of  the  XJmballa  Conferences, 
the  Conference  of  1873,  the  Conference 
with  Sir  Lewis  Pelly,  and  the  question 
whether  we  were  or  were  not  at  liberty 
to  propose  to  send  a  Resident  into  Af- 
ghanistan. He  quoted  citation  after 
citation,  what  was  said  and  what  was 
written  on  that  subject ;  but  every  one,  I 
believe,  of  the  quotations  which  the  noble 
Duke  used  to-night  were  used  in  the  de- 
bate 15  months  ago.  They  were  ad- 
vanced by  those  wno  agreed  with  him, 
and  answered  by  those  who  differed  from 
him.  The  debate  was  kept  np  with  great 
vigour.  The  noble  Earl,  lately  GK)ver- 
nor  General  of  India,  stated,  with  the 
greatest  detail,  his  views  on  every  point 
raised.  I  was  allowed  to  reply  to  those 
noble  Lords,  who  then  advanced  the 
arguments  which  the  noble  Duke  has 
advanced  to-night.  I  do  not  doubt  that 
I  did  not  convince  those  who  differed 
from  me,  any  more  than  did  their  argu- 
ments convince  me.  What  I  do  know  is 
that  at  the  termination  of  the  debate 
there  was  a  majority  against  the  views 
of  the  noble  Duke,  larger  than  any  ma- 
jority that  I  remember  in  modem  years 
on  any  great  public  question.  Over  200 
voted  against  the  views  of  the  noble 
Duke,  and  something  more  than  60  for 
them.  A  debate  also  on  the  same  ques- 
tion  took  place  in  the  other  House,  and 
there  a  verdict  was  given  against  his 
views  by  a  majority  nearly  double  that  by 
which  the  House  of  Commons  usually  sup- 
ports the  Government.  The  noble  Duke 
addresses  us  with  an  energy  and  eloquence 
which  we  all  admire.  He  was  deficient 
to-night  in  neither  the  one  nor  the  other 
quality ;  yet  he  must  have  felt  for  once 
that  his  arguments  fell  flat  on  the  ears 
of  his  audience,  because  the  House  was 
conscious  that  these  questions  had  been 
settled  months  and  years  ago.  Mo  doubt, 
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lie  has  Boffered  the  dieadyantage  of  not 
being  present  on  the  occasion  to  which  I 
hare  referred.  At  that  time,  I  believe, 
he  was  in  hopeless  correspondence  with 
the  newspapers.  The  noble  Duke  after- 
wards published  two  volumes,  which 
enter  into  the  same  question.  13 ut  that 
is  not  all.  Betuming  to  this  country, 
he  re-opened  the  question  on  a  Motion 
for  Papers,  in  the  spring  or  summer 
of  last  year ;  and  on  that  occasion  ho 
stated  in  full  detail  the  yiows  ho  has 
advanced  to-night.  This,  therefore,  is 
absolutely  the  fourth  time  when  tho 
views  he  takes  have  been  more  or  less 
elaborately  brought  before  your  Lord- 
ships' attention.  With  regard  to  the 
debate  of  1878,  and,  indeed,  every  de- 
bate, I  may  make  one  observation.  It  is 
always  an  advantage,  after  a  conflict 
baa  arisen  of  opinion  and  argument,  to 
ascertain,  if  you  can,  whether  there  are 
any  gveat  and  cardinal  points  upon  which 
this  ocmflict  shows  there  is  identity  or 
■imOarity  of  opinion  between  the  two 
contending  Parties.  The  result  of  what 
oceurred  in  the  debate  of  1878,  I  think, 
showed  that  there  were  two  points  upon 
which,  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  there 
was,  in  the  main,  great  similarity  of 
opinion.  Both  those  points  have  been 
referred  to  to-night,  and  Lord  Lawrence 
ezpreseed  his  opinion  upon  them  in  tho 
course  of  the  debate  of  1878.  Ho  is 
one  of  those  who  have  been  accused  of 
inactivity.  Now,  I  never  thought  that 
was  a  just  statement  with  regard  to 
Lord  Lawronco.  Indeed,  I  have  never 
heard  any  person  express  more  strongly 
than  he  did  tho  opinion  that  it  wns 
vital  to  our  interests  in  India  to  pro- 
tect Afghanistan  from  foreign  influiMiro 
and  from  foreign  encroachment.  lUit 
the  question  was  as  to  tho  way  in  which 
that  should  be  done ;  and  it  was  there, 
and  only  there,  that  he  diiFiTcd  from 
those  who  supported  tho  views  of  I  lor 
Ifajesty's  Oovommcnt.  What  was  Lord 
Lawrence's  opinion  on  that  sulg'oet  ?  He 
repeated  in  this  House  tho  opinion  lio 
had  expressed  somo  years  before.  II(» 
had  said  before  that  wo  should  endra- 
voor  to  come  to  somo  mutual  arrnnp^e- 
ment  with  Russia  with  respect  to  Af- 
ghanistan ;  but  failing  such  an  arran^e- 
Bent,  we  should  give  Kussia  to  under- 
stand that  an  advanco  towards  India  ' 
would  "  entail  on  her  war  in  all  parts  of 
the  world  with  England.''  That  was 
Loid  Lawrence's  opinion,  and  ho  re- 


peated it  in  this  House  in  debate.  He 
admitted  tho  correctness  of  a  quotation 
from  one  of  his  letters,  to  the  effect  that 
if  Hussia  got  possession  of  Afghanistan 
it  would  be  the  cause  of  trouble  to  us  in 
India,  and  said  he  considered  that  we 
should  do  all  in  our  power  to  avert  that 
state  of  things,  that  we  should  come  to 
an  arrangement  with  Hussia ;  but  that  if 
Hussia  would  not  enter  into  such  an  ar- 
rangement with  us  in  regard  to  Afghan- 
istan, or  having  done  so  should  violate  the 
understanding,  then  that  *'  ulterior  mea- 
sures should  be  taken  inEn gland  to  protect 
India."  Lord  Lawrence  was  not  against 
activity ;  but  he  wished  that  that  activity 
should  be  in  England.  Now,  we  agree  with 
Lord  Lawrence  in  saying  that  Afghan- 
istan should  be  protected  from  foreign 
influence  and  from  foreign  encroach- 
ment ;  but  we  thought  the  best  way  to 
protect  A/ghanistan  was,  not  by  threat- 
ening Hussia  with  war  in  all  parts  of  the 
world,  but  by  strengthening  our  Fron- 
tiers in  Afghanistan,  and  thereby  giving 
us  at  once  an  influence  over  Afghan- 
istan, and  protection  for  ourselves,  sup- 
posing our  position  was  attacked.  I 
maintain — and  I  believe  I  shall  have  the 
assent  of  an  enormous  majority  in  your 
JiOrdships'  House  when  I  aflirm  it — 
that,  of  tho  two  policies,  that  of  Lord 
Lawrence  is  tho  more  dangerous,  and 
that  of  the  Government  the  safer.  I 
mention  this  to  show  that  on  that  point 
there  was  an  agreement  between  the 
two  sides  of  the  llouse  as  to  the  end  to 
be  attained,  and  that  the  only  dilForenco 
was  Qs  to  how  ft  sliouhl  be  done.  But 
tlien.'  is  another  point  on  wliich  anagree- 
nioiit,  and  tliat  a  remarkable  one,  is  to 
be  found.  It  turned  out,  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  that  upon  tho  point  of 
liavin^  Hosidonts  in  Afghanistan  tho 
only  diUcrenco  betwc^on  the  Government 
of  India  as  it  stood  undt'r  tlie  late  Go- 
vernor CJoneral  and  the  (foveninient  of 
India  as  it  now  is,  was  a  quoation  of 
tiiMo  and  of  circumstance.  The  nobh?  Karl 
thr  lato  Governor  General  of  India  was 
of  opinion  tliat  firouni stances  might 
occur  which  would  justify  us  sending  a 
liesidcnt  into  Afghanistan,  and  giving 
her  assurancos  of  protection  against  on- 
er* )a(linn  aits  from  without.  The  Go- 
V4'rnor  G<*npral  and  his  Council  were  of 
opinion  that  if  l\ussia  advanced  to  Merv 
tlie  time  would  have  come  whcm  wo 
must  have  a  IJrsident  at  Herat.  Well, 
then,  is  there  not  an  end  to  this  docla- 
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mation  about  immorality  and  breaoH  of 
faith  on  the  part  of  our  Government  in 
proposing  that  there  should  be  a  Besi- 
dent  in  Afghanistan,  when  the  only  ques- 
tion is  as  to  the  time  the  Eesident  should 
be  sent?  It  was  7  o'clock  before  the 
noble  Duke  ended  his  retrospect  on  these 
questions,  which  were  all  argued  and 
settled  in  1878.  At  7  o'clock  he  said  he 
would  now  come  to  the  subject  of  his 
Motion  ;  and  I  must  allow  that,  after  an 
hour  and  three-quarters,  it  was  nearly 
time.  He  said  his  object  was  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  consequences  which  had 
resulted  from  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gh)vemment ;  and  I  listened  with  great 
attention  to  hear  what  those  conse- 
quences were.  With  regard  to  the  con- 
sequences, there  are  three  matters  which, 
in  my  humble  judgment,  might  be  re- 
ferred to.  One  was  the  Treaty  of  Gan- 
damak.  That  is  a  consequence,  no 
doubt,  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Another  matter  was  the 
sending  of  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari  to  Cabul, 
and  his  unfortunate  fate  there  ;  while  a 
third  is  the  war  which  has  since  taken 
place,  and  the  military  occupation  now 
going  on.  These  are  the  consequences 
which  have  flowed  from  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  and  what 
were  the  observations  of  the  noble  Duke 
about  these  ?  He  never  mentioned  the 
Treaty  of  Gandamak.  He  did  not  criti- 
cize it  or  say  it  was  open  to  censure,  and 
other  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken 
scarcely  referred  to  it  at  all.  Indeed,  no 
speaker  to-night  has  found  fault  with 
that  Treaty,  unless  it  were  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook),  who  did 
me  the  honour  to  turn  his  back  upon  me 
during  his  speech,  so  that  I  did  not  hear 
one  word  he  said.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Ripon)  said 
Sir  Henry  Rawlinson  disagreed  with  the 
Treaty ;  but  he  did  not  say  whether  he 
agreed  with  Sir  Henry  Kawlinson  in 
that  respect.  With  regard  to  Sir  Louis 
Cavagnari,  I  own  I  can  hardly  mention 
his  name  without  emotion.  I  do  not 
know  whether  your  Lordships  have  all 
read  the  diary  and  narrative  letters  given 
by  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari  as  to  his  resi- 
dence at  Cahul.  I  confess  I  never  road 
anything  which  touched  me  more,  hav- 
ing regard  to  what  was  his  fate.  They 
were  written  in  the  words,  simple  and 
unaffected,  of  an  English  gentleman  and 
soldier,  who  went  about  without  ner- 
vousness,   excitement,    or    ostentation, 
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simply  doing  the  business  lie  was  sent 
to  do,  and  endeavouring  to  bring  about 
the  best  result  he  oould.    That  is  a  happy 
country  which  produces  such  sons,  and  that 
country  is  to  be  pitied  which  loses  such  a 
son.  Our  sending  an  Envoy  to  Cabul,  and 
not  to  one  of  the  other  places  originally  in- 
tended by  the  Government,  was  the  work 
of  the  Ameer  himself.     He   said — **  1 
should  prefer  his  being  at  Cabal,  because 
he  will  be  with  me  and  under  my  proteo- 
tion."     I  do  not  agree  with  those  who 
think  the  escort  was  too  small.  It  would 
have  been  most  unwise  to  have  made  it 
stronger,   for  the  Ameer  himself  de- 
clared that  a  small  escort  would  give  to 
the  Envoy  greater  safety  than  would  a 
larger  following.    This  was  certainly  the 
case  as  far  as  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari  was 
concerned.    It  was  thought  to  be  the 
best  arrangement  that  oould  be  made, 
and  I  cannot  speak  without  great  pain 
of  the  circumstances  which   followed, 
particularly  as  far  as  the  Bala  Hissar 
was  concerned.     It  was  said  that  the 
presence  of  the  Envoy  was  much  dis- 
liked by  the  people  of  Cabul.    I  will 
not  say  that  in  the  evidence  published 
in  the  Blue  Book  there  may  not  be  ex- 
pressions impljdn^  that  there  might  be 
such  a  feeling  ;   out  a  perusal  of  the 
whole  evidence  leaves  on  my  mind  the 
impression  that  there  was  no  imfriend- 
liness  on  the  part  of  the  people,   but 
rather  the  reverse,  as  they  believed  the 
presence  of  the  Envoy  would  do  them 
good,  and  lead  to  some  improvements  in 
the  Government.     It  was  not  difficult  to 
understand  how  this  melancholy  occur- 
rence  arose;   but  it  certainly  was  one 
which  could  scarcely  be  anticipated.     It 
appears  that  the  Ameer,  with  a  licence 
of  speech  which  men  very  much  in  want 
of  money  not  unfrequenfiiy  employ,  told 
the   troops,    who  were  clamouring  for 
arrears  of  pay,  that  they  should  have 
the  money  when  the  Envoy  arrived  on 
the  19th  of  May,   and  he  repeated  it 
more  than  once.    The  regiments  did  not 
got  paid,  and  they  were  very  ang^y, 
when,  unfortunately,  one  of  the  officials 
told  them  to  go  to  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari. 
Then   followed  the  unfortunate   occur- 
rence ;  but  it  did  not,  in  any  way,  put  a 
different  complexion  upon  the  policy  of 
the  Government.  What  would  the  noble 
Ijord  have  done?    The  Government  of 
this  country  having  met  with  this  out- 
rage at  Cabul,   would  they  have    sat 
down  quietly  and  not  avenged  it  ?    I  do 
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not  ihink  00.  What,  then,  are  the  con- 
aequences  and  the  results  of  the  policy 
of  the  Gk)Yemment  to  which  he  refers  ? 
I  was  surprised  that  he  contented  him- 
self with  moving  for  Papers,  instead  of 
pattinff  on  record  a  Besolution  which 
would  nave  been  a  definite  statement  of 
his  opinions.  It  is  not  the  part  of  a 
stateonan  to  content  himself  with 
moling  for  Papers;  and  I  think  the 
noble  Duke  would  have  found  great 
diflicolty  in  stating  what  are  the  conso- 
qnenoes  of  which  he  complains.  The 
noble  Marquess  who  has  just  sat  down 
fthe  Marquess  of  Bipon)  stated  that  the 
OoTemment  were  bound  to  explain  what 
their  policy  was.  WeU,  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Session  the  noble  Earl  who 
dts  beside  him  (Earl  Granville)  asked 
my  noble  Priend  the  Prime  Minister 
that  question,  and  my  noble  Friend 
stated  as  clearly  as  he  possibly  could 
that  it  was  impossible  to  state  in  the 
midst  of  a  militarv  occupation  like  that 
of  Afghanistan  what  form  a  settlement 
wonld  take.  The  noble  Marquess  must 
be  well  aware  that,  in  such  circumstances, 
it  would  be  equally  impossible  for  any 
Ooreniment  to  go  beyond  the  statement 
which  was  made  by  my  noble  Friend. 
The  noble  Marquess  also  said — and  it  is 
the  only  part  of  his  speech  of  which 
I  oompiain — that  in  1877  Her  Majesty's 
Ooremment  resorted  to  every  device  to 
evade  a  discovery  of  the  policy  they 
meuit  to  pursue.  These  were  very  strong 
words.  I  think,  my  Lords,  they  are 
hardly  words  which  we  are  accustomed 
to  hear  used  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  policy  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  us  in  politics.  I  know  that 
a  f»w>n^F  oharee  was  made  by  the  noble 
MatquesB  with  respect  to  two  answers 
made  in  this  House  by  a  noble  Mar- 
qoeasy  who  is,  unfortunately,  not  present 
to-night.  The  charge  was  made  more 
than  once  in  the  presence  of  my  noble 
Friend,  and  he  has  more  tlian  once  an- 
•wered  it ;  and  I,  on  his  behalf  and  on 
behalf  of  the  Oovemment,  ropudinto, 
sad  repudiate  with  some  indignation, 
the  statement  that  the  Government  have 
•rer  retorted  to  a  device  to  ovado  n 
diaoorery  of  what  their  policy  real]}' 
waa.  Tour  Lordships  will,  1  think, 
sgree  with  me  that  it  is  scarcely  fair  to 
lepeat  a  charge  which  has  been  more 
than  once  made  and  more  than  ouce  re- 
pelled. I  again  havo  to  express  my 
ngrst  that  a  debate  which  raises  ques- 


tions of  the  highest  importance  was  not 
founded  upon  a  Motion  which  would 
havo  tested,  in  a  more  definite  and  dis- 
tinct manner,  the  opinion  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  ;  but  it  has  not  been,  and 
I  believe  the  reason  it  has  not  been  is 
to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  it  would  be 
impossible  with  any  hope  of  success  to 
introduce  such  a  Motion. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  The  noble  and 
learned  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Earl  Cairns)  stated  that  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  unreality  in  the  de- 
bate of  this  evening.  I  have  very  great 
doubts,  my  Lords,  whether,  if  that  is  so, 
the  fault  is  attributable  to  this  side  of 
the  House.  The  noble  Yiscount  oppo- 
site (Viscount  Oranbrook)  condemned  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll),  and  said  that  there  was  so  much 
of  declamation  in  it  that  he  did  not 
think  it  worth  while  answering  it.  I 
am  not  sure  that  it  is  according  to  the 
self-interest  of  the  noble  Viscount  to 
object  to  declamation ;  but  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack 
took  a  diflfereut  view,  for  he  said  that 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  was 
one  of  great  ability,  though  he  com- 
plained of  its  length  and  the  great  scope 
it  took.  I  venture  to  say  that  any  of 
your  Lordships  who  heard  it,  and  those 
who  read  it  to-morrow,  will  say  that 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke  was  sin- 
gularly void  of  declamation,  and  that  it 
was  full  of  the  most  interesting  matter, 
that  it  was  closely  argued,  and  gave  its 
authorities,  chapter  and  verse,  as  it  went 
along  from  the  Papers  laid  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  before  Parliament. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  complains 
that  my  noble  Friend  began  with  early 
matter,  and  spoke  of  large  majorities  in 
this  House.  Well,  entirely  putting  aside 
the  question  whether  in  politics  there 
is  any  such  thing  as  a  res  judicata,  I 
venture  to  suggest  that  events  have 
since  occurred  whicli  are  calculated  to 
modify  tlie  opinions  of  the  majorities 
of  which  the  noblo  and  learn<Ml  Karl 
ppoko,  and  which,  no  doubt,  Her  ^la- 
jcsty's  CTOvernmont  obtained  on  those 
occasi(mfl.  But,  be  this  ns  it  may,  is  it 
the  noblo  Duke  who  is  to  blame  in  this 
matter  ?  Minister  after  Minister  during 
this  p^roat  speakinj;^  autumn  have  intro- 
du<e(i  things  from  th(»  lM»ginning,  and 
made  statmn  iils  to  prejudice  tlio  policy 
of  thrir  l*r»'«lecessor8  and  to  def<»nd 
themselves.   The  noble  Viscount  avoided 
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answering  the  serious  charges  which 
were  based  upon  his  own  celebrated 
despatch,  and  of  having  committed  a 
most  flagrant  breach  as  regarded  the 
Treaty  by  which  we  were  bound  to 
Shere  Ali.  He  spoke — and,  in  doing  so, 
I  was  still  more  surprised  to  And  that  he 
was  followed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl — of  that  as  a  thing  of  indifference, 
and  he  quoted  Treaties  to  show  that 
parties  to  Treaties  mutually  agreed  to 
modify  those  Treaties.  But,  my  Lords, 
is  that  in  the  slightest  degree  a  defence 
to  the  charge,  that  one  of  the  most 
powerful  nations  on  the  earth,  dealing 
with  a  weak  neighbour,  used  threats  of 
the  strongest  kind  to  force  him  to  agree 
to  a  change  which  he  was  most  anxious 
to  repudiate  ?  The  noble  Viscount  could 
not  give  an  answer  as  to  the  pledges 
given  by  Viceroys  on  the  subject.  Those 
pledges  were  undoubted.  The  noble 
Duke  admitted  the  commentaries  of 
Lord  Canning,  which  were  strongly  con- 
firmatory of  the  statements  of  the  noble 
Duke.  I  think  I  can  say,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  no  Viceroy  up  to 
the  time  of  Lord  Lytton  thought  it  a 
desirable  thing  that  an  Envoy  should  be 
sent  to  Cabul  without  the  cordial  assent 
and  concurrence  of  the  Ameer.  Lord  Can- 
ning was  one  of  those  who  went  further, 
for  he  thought  that  even  with  such  cor- 
dial assent  and  concurrence  it  would  be  a 
most  unwise  and  impolitic  measure  for 
the  Indian  Government  to  adopt.  No- 
body believes  more  in  the  entire  honour 
of  the  noble  Viscount  than  I  do ;  but  I 
must  say  I  did  hear  with  astonishment, 
after  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  and  the  passages  quoted  from  tlie 
Blue  Book,  the  statement  which  ho 
made,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  despatch 
did  give  a  fair  account  of  the  circum- 
stances, and  that  he  still  adhered  to 
every  word  of  it.  At  any  rate,  he  did 
not  take  pains  to  answer  what  the  noble 
Duke  had  said;  but  then  the  noble 
Viscount  fell  back  on  trying  to  make  the 
late  Government  to  blame,  and  he  gave 
an  account  of  what  passed  between  the 
llome  Government  and  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Northbrook).  He  had 
already  heard  from  the  noble  Earl  his 
version  of  the  matter ;  he  ought  to  know 
that  his  own  Viceroy  gave  the  same 
version  of  it ;  and  I  hardly  think  it  was 
worth  his  while  to  repeat  a  statement  so 
entirely  disproved.  Then  the  noble  Vis- 
count has  rather  denied  that  any  throat- 
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ening  language  was  used  towards  the 
Ameer.    I  cannot  oonceive  how  there 
can  be  any  doubt  that  the  language  of 
Lord  Lytton  was  most  threatening ;  and 
I  well  remember  how  it  was  commented 
on  as  such  at  the  time.     Some  time  ago 
I  pointed  out  the  extraordinary  speech 
addressed  to  the  Envoy,  who  was  ohareed 
to  repeat  it  to  the  Ameer.  It  was  fuU  of 
threats  from  beginning  to  end,  and  not 
only  were  these  threats  made,  but  they 
were  carried  out  by  the  rupture  of  diplo- 
matic relations.    The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  objected  very  much  to  the  noble 
Duke  going  into  all  this  matter,  and 
then  he  made  an  extraordinary  charge 
against   the  Opposition  speakers   that 
they  did  not  say  a  word  about  the  Gun- 
damak  Treaty.     The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  addressed  himself 
largely  to  that  subject,  and  when  he  in- 
formed the  noble  and  learned  Earl  of 
the  fact,  the  latter  said — **  I  could  not 
hear  him ;  he  turned  his  back  on  me." 
That  is  a  position,  I  fear,  we  frequently 
take  with    regard    to    the    noble    and 
learned  Earl,  not  out  of  any  want  of 
respect  to  him,  but  for  certain  private 
reasons  of  our  own.    But  at  one  period 
of  my  noble  Friend's  speech  the  noble 
and  learned  Eaxl  was  reclining  after 
dinner  in  another  part  of  the  House,  and 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  left  the  House 
while  my  noble  Friend  was  addressing 
it.    The  noble  Viscount  boasted  that,  not 
having  time,  he  had  never  read  the  book 
about  Afghanistan  by  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll) .   I  can  assure  him  it 
is  not  a  formidable  work.    It  is  in  large 
type,  and  there  is  only  half  a  volume 
upon  Afghanistan.     I  dare  say  if  the 
noble  Viscount   and  his  Friends    read 
it  they  would   not    like  it;   and  they 
would    find    in    it   much    with    whicn 
they  could  not  agree  ;  but  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  there  is  matter  in   that 
book  which  even  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  might  make  himself  master  of 
with  advantage.     But,  passing  that  by, 
I  must  say,  when  a  person  like  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook),  speak- 
ing on  recent  knowledge  possessed  on 
the  subject  of  India,  addresses  a  thought- 
ful speech  to  your  Lordships,  it  would 
bo  worth   while   for  the  Secretary    of 
State  for  India  to  condescend  to  hear 
what  he  had  got  to  say.     One  of  tho 
great  complaints  against  Her  Majesty's 
Government    is  that  they  have  disre- 
garded the  advice  which  they   might 
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liATe  got.  Mj  noble.  Friond  has  had 
much  to  say  upon  tho  subject  of  the 
Treaty  of  Gandamak,  and  he  has  thrown 
great  doubt  upon  tho ' '  scientific  Frontier. ' ' 
Alloaion  has  been  made  to  the  different 
Tezaiona  of  the  objects  of  the  war ;  and 
though  I  am  aware  that  the  noble  Earl  i 
at  the  head  of  the  Goyernment  lias  j 
denied  that  he  said  that  the  object  was 
to  obtain  a  *'  scientific  Frontier/'  he,  in  a  | 
mbaequent  speech  to  that  denial,  boasted 
that  this  object  of  their  policy  had  been 
achieved.  Then,  the  noble  Viscount  has 
said  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  mean 
to  pursue  their  policy  to  the  end ;  but  I 
confefis,  notwithstanding  what  wo  have 
heaxd  from  him  and  tho  noble  and 
learned  Earl  opposite,  I  do  not  yet  know 
what  that  policy  is,  though  that  may  be 
Yonr  stupid  on  my  part.  What  makes  it 
difficult  to  arrive  at  this  knowledge  is 
that  the  Members  of  the  Government 
contradict  each  other  every  month.  The 
noble  Yiscount  congratulated  the  IIouso 
on  having  successfully  broken  Afghan- 
istan into  small  parts. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  :  That  is  not 
quite  what  I  said.  I  thought  it  was  ^ 
▼eiy  arguable  question  as  to  whether  it 
woold  not  be  better  to  have  Afghanistan 
diTidedy  than  as  a  whole. 

EikBL  GRANVILLE :  I  thought  the 
noble  Yiscount  decided  in  favour  of  a 
diTided  Afghanistan.  However  that 
may  be,  subsequent  to  the  most  uufor- 
tanate  murder  of  that  gallant  hero,  Sir 
Louis  Cavagnari,  two  Ministers — I  think 
three  had  declared  that  it  was  still 
their  object  to  have  a  strong,  friendly, 
independent  Afghanistan.  How  they  are 
to  have  that  with  Afghanistan  broken 
into  pieces  I  do  not  know.  They  bo^au 
bj  weakening  Yakoob  Khan's  position 
bj  demanding  territorial  concessions  from 
him.  Another  point  which  my  noble 
Friend  raised  was  the  sending  of  an  Af- 
shan  Gk>Temor,  with  money  and  with 
NatiTe  levies,  to  Afghan  Turkestan; 
and  I  certainly  shoiud  like  to  hoar 
MHDe  explanation  of  the  wisdom  of  that 
policjr  wnich  the  noble  and  learned  Eurl 
has  defended — the  sending  of  Cavagnari 
with  so  small  an  escort  that  it  was  im- 
possible that  it  could  defend  itself  and 
pvoleot  him.  The  noble  and  learned 
£Brl  said  the  attack  could  not  have  been 
anticipated.  He  gave  an  ingenious  do- 
ssrmtum  of  how  things  mi^ht  have  been, 
wloeli  yonr  Lordships  could  not  give  an 
upon ;  but  Uie  event  whidi  hap- 
waa  always  declared  to  be  a  cer- 
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tainty  by  Dost  Mahomed,  by  Shore  Ali, 
by  Lord  Lawrence,  and  by  every  ex- 
perienced Anglo-Indian  ;  and  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
should  assert  that  it  could  not  have  boon 
anticipated.      The    noble  and    learned 
Earl,  as  he  always  does,  took  exception 
to  the  terms  of  the  Motion.  I  have  never 
known  any  formal  Motion  by  tho  Oppo- 
sition which  has  not  met  with  severe  criti- 
cism as  to  its  form.   The  noble  Duke  calls 
attention  to  tho  consequences  which  have 
resulted  from  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    Do  your  Lordships  realize  what 
the  consequences  have  boon  ?    Can  you 
look  at  it  from  all  points — at  the  murders, 
at  the  military  engagements,  at  the  en- 
tire anarchy  which  prevails,  at  the  hatred 
you  have  excited  in  the  population — and 
not    see    and   reflect  upon    those  con- 
sequences?   And  here  I  note  another 
Ministerial    contradiction.      The    First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  told  us,  a  few  days 
ago,  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  wo 
had  excited  tho  hatred  of  the  popula- 
tion ;  but  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
to-night  candidly  admits  tho  truth  of  that 
charge.  The  Government  admit  that  the 
difficulties  of  the  position  are  enormous  ; 
and  those  difficulties  are  certainly  the 
consequences   of  the  policy  they  have 
adopted.     The  noble  and  learned  Earl 
objected  to  the  Motion  for  Papers.    Tho 
noolo  Duke  stated  that  if  they  were  re- 
fused on  the  ground  of  the  public  advan- 
tage he  would  not  press  for  them ;  and 
if  ho  had  done  so  after  such  a  statement 
it  would  have  been  impossible  for  me  to 
have  supported  him,  for  I  would  never 
press  such  a  Motion  after  tho  Govom- 
ineut  had  made  that  assertion.     On  the 
other  hand,  wo  must  be  allowed  to  make 
our  own  conjectures  as  to  the  reason.     I 
have  exhausted  to  myself  the  different 
reasons  which  tho  Government  can  have. 
One  reason  might  be  that  the  Papers 
would  not  bear  out  the  charges  made 
against  tho  late   Government.      I  can 
hardly  think  they  would  have  been  de- 
terred from  presenting  Papers  because 
they  would  have  been  fatal  to  the  argu- 
ments we  have  advanced.     The  reason 
suggested  by  the  noble  Duke  is  probable 
and  reasonable,  and  is  that  tho  Govern- 
ment do  not  wish  to  excite  needless  irri- 
tation in  Bussia,  or,  it  may  bo,  in  this 
country  against  Kussia.    I  am  not,  how- 
ever, quite  sure  that  that  reason  is  con- 
sistent with  tho  language  held  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  and  their  sup- 
porters, notably  in  a  speech  delivered  at 

2  N 


1091 


AfghanUtan —  The 


[LOBDS]        JPoKeif  of  the  Gevmmmi.    1092 


Manchester  by  the  noble  Marquess  who 
is  absent,  aftd  the  language  of  which 
was  not  calculated  to  produce  a  favour- 
able effect  in  Russia.  No  doubt,  it  is 
statesmanlike  in  international  affairs  not 
to  excite  irritation.  Yet  I  do  not  under- 
stand this  position  from  the  Papers  they 
have  produced.  In  the  Central  Asian 
Papers  there  is  a  letter  which  appears  to 
me  not  to  be  likely  to  suit  Hussia.  It 
speaks  of  the  Afghans  showing  us  the 
cold  shoulder,  under  the  erroneous  sup- 
position that  we  have  been  using  the 
influence  of  the  Sultan  to  keep  the 
Afghans  on  our  side.  It  says  that 
Hussia  made  promises  to  succour  the 
Ameer  which  she  did  not  carry  out,  and 
that  Eussia  urged  the  Ameer  to  proceed 
in  a  course  of  deceit  and  deception  to- 
wards us.  I  cannot  help  thinking  some 
of  us,  two  years  ago,  might  have  said — 
'*  How  un-English !  How  Eussian !  *'  I 
am  afraid  we  are  now  debarred  from 
sajdng  it,  when  we  have  cynically  pub- 
lished to  the  whole  world  that  we  gave  in- 
structions to  our  own  Viceroy  to  act  with 
deceit  towards  the  Ameer.  My  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook),  who 
was,  unfortunately,  listened  to  only  by 
one  Cabinet  Minister,  gave  his  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  method  of  dealing 
with  the  present  state  of  things  in  a  sin- 
gularly calm  and  moderate  tone.  He 
suggested  the  course  he  thought  Her 
Majesty's  Government  might  adopt.  I 
do  not  expect — indeed,  it  is  not  to  be 
expected — the  Government  would  follow 
the  advice  of  a  political  rival,  although 
it  would  have  been  well  if  they  had  for- 
merly paid  attention  to  the  advice  of 
persons  in  that  position.  But  they  will 
remember  that  my  noble  Friend  ex- 
presses not  only  his  own  opinions,  but 
also  the  opinions  of  others,  some  of  the 
most  experienced  in  Indian  affairs  both 
in  India  and  in  this  country.  I  would 
further  remind  them  that  if  they  will 
follow  the  general  tenor  of  that  advice 
it  will  be  absolutely  consistent  with 
principles  which,  since  the  present  Ad- 
ministration was  formed,  were  laid  down 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
also  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  who,  in  writing  in- 
structions to  the  Viceroy  with  regard  to 
the  temporary  occupation  of  Quetta,  told 
him  he  must  be  well  aware  that  the  Go- 
vernment authorized  no  question  of  ter- 
ritorial conquest  on  the  North- West 
Frontier,  and  no  advance  of  that  sort 
would  have  any  advantage  which  would 
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not  be  oounteracted  by  the  enormous 
political  and  financial  difficolties  which 
would  attend  any  advance  from  our 
Frontier  at  that  time.  The  noble  and 
learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack  appealed 
to  us  to  say  whether,  after  the  murder  of 
Cavagnari,  we  could  have  abstained  from 
doing  anything?  I  say,  No.  Being 
placed  in  the  difficulty  which  you  created, 
and  one  having  those  fatal  consequences, 
it  was  necessary  we  shoiild  take  some 
steps.  Whether  we  were  wise  in  taking 
them,  not  to  leave  the  country  as  soon 
as  possible  before  fresh  complications 
arose,  is,  to  use   the  noble   Viscount's 

fhrase,  a  most  arguable  question.  But 
do  think  Her  Majesty's  GK)vermnent 
should  give  a  little  more  earnest  than 
has  already  been  given  that  their  policy 
is  to  withdraw  from  Afghanistan,  not 
as  soon  as  it  is  perfectly  tranquillized — to 
use  the  phrase  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Baron,  a  state  of  things  for  which  we  maj 
have  to  wait  for  some  centuries — but  as 
soon  as  we  have  put  down  the  large 
masses  of  troops  now  in  hostile  array 
against  us.  It  would  really  be  very 
satisfactory  to  the  country  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  g^ve  some 
more  definite  information  of  their  policy 
on  this  subject. 

The  Eaul  of  BEACONSFIELD  : 
My  Lords,  I  agree  with  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Granville)  that  we  should  be  scru- 
pulous always  in  treating  affairs  of 
State,  and  especially  Farliamentary  af- 
fairs, as  res  judicata.  It  was  quite 
open  to  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll),  if  he  thought  this 
House  had  arrived  at  an  unsound  con- 
clusion on  a  matter  of  paramount  im- 
portance a  year  ago,  to  again  ask  the 
opinion  of  your  Lordships  on  the  merits 
of  the  case.  But  that  is  exactly  what 
the  noble  Duke  does  not  do.  Admit- 
ting that  in  a  House  of  Parliament  a 
res  judicata  must  not  be  too  freely 
accepted,  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
that  those  who  urge  that  plea  should 
again  ask  the  opinion  of  the  House 
the   merits  of  the   case  :    whereas 


on 


the  noble  Duke  has  not  even  brought 
forward  a  Hesolution  which  can  in  any 
way  be  interpreted  as  one  challenging 
the  opinion  of  your  Lordships'  House. 
The  noble  Duke  has  studied  the  sub- 
ject, and  in  stating  it,  has  dealt  in 
much  detail,  and,  in  addition  to  his 
talente  and  ardent  eloquence,  he  has  the 
immense  advantage  of  having  written  a 
book — and  a  most  able  work  it  is^-on 
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the  subject.  That  work  unfortunately 
Appeared  at  a  moment  when  it  did  not 
necessarily,  from  the  state  of  affairs 
then  existing,  command  that  attention 
from  the  public  which  it  might  other- 
wise hare  done.  I  believe  it  may  have 
been  that  unfortunate  Treaty  of  Ganda- 
mak  which  satisfied  the  country ;  and 
your  Lordships  did  not,  therefore,  pay 
that  attention  to  the  noble  Duke's  work 
which  it  deserved,  and  the  merits  of 
which  your  Lordships  have  become  fami- 
liar with  in  this  House.  We  have  all 
read  of,  and  some  of  us  have  probably 
suffered  from,  the  Spreta  injuria  farma  ; 
but,  my  Lords,  the  Spreti  injuria  lihri 
may  be  a  grievance  not  less  stimulating, 
and  may  lead  to  interminable  debates. 
Certainly  it  is  a  remarkable  circumstance 
that  in  the  present  state  of  this  country 
and  of  this  question,  the  noble  Duke  and 
noble  Lords  opposite  holding  such  ex- 
treme opinions  upon  it,  not  mitigated  or 
modified  by  any  doubt  whatever,  but 
oonyinced  that  the  Government  of  the 
eoantiT  are  following  a  policy  of  a  most 
pernicious  character,  dangerous  to  the 
otate,  and,  it  may  be,  fatal  to  the 
Empire ;  yet  we  never  hear  of  their 
serious  objections,  except  in  a  form 
which  evades  challenging  the  opinion 
of  the  House,  and  does  not  give  that 
guidance  to  the  country  which  one 
would  suppose  statesmen  influenced 
by  such  strong  convictiuns  would  sook 
the  opportunity  of  disseminating.  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Duke  has  spoken  from 
a  mind  which  is  trained  upon  this  sub- 
ject. It  is,  therefore,  diihcult  to  meet 
one  whose  speech  is  a  mass  of  details, 
who  has  every  extract  written  and 
ticketed,  and  who  can  at  all  times  refer 
to  the  most  minute  circumstances.  The 
noble  Duke  threw  the  decalogue  at  tlie 
head  of  my  noblo  Friend  the  Governor 
General  of  India  (Lord  Lytton),  and  de- 
scribed some  imjxirt  ant  document — Ihope 
not  the  Queen's  Speech — as  **  twaddle." 
Bat  one  must  ask — What  is  the  roul 
question  at  issue?  That  is  what  tlit^ 
country  is  looking  to.  The  real  qut.s- 
tion  cannot  be  decided  by  this  criticism 
of  telegrams.  It  is  a  clear  conception  of 
what  really  is  at  issue  that  alone  ought 
to  gnido  us  in  this  matter.  Well,  my 
Lords,  you  know  that  somo  three  years 
ago  or  more — most  unexpectedly  and 
moet  nndeeired  by  those  who  wero  ad- 
riaing  the  Crown — what  is  called  the 
Eaatom  Question  revived.  It  is  unneccs- 
Mij  to  recall  to  your  Lordships'  recol- 


ection  all  the  incidents  of  that  period. 
It  is  well  known  there  was  a  moment 
when  the  relations  between  Hussia  and 
Great  Britain  were  of  the  most  delicate 
character ;  when,  indeed,  there  were 
those,  certainly  in  Bussia,  who  looked 
on  war  not  only  as  impending,  but  as 
inevitable.  Well,  in  these  circum- 
stances, Bussia  naturally — and  I  do  not 
blame  her — looked  to  a  point  where  she 
thought  she  might  embarrass  the  power 
of  England,  and  weaken  the  influence 
and  authority  which  England  was  exer- 
cising. She  looked  to  Central  Asia 
— the  influence  of  Central  Asia  on 
India  —  to  effect  that  great  object. 
Well,  we  had  to  consider  what  course 
we  ought  to  pursue  in  these  circum- 
stances. The  question  of  the  North- 
western Frontier  of  India  was  no  new 
question.  It  has  not  grown  up  in  these 
few  years,  as  one  would  suppose  from 
some  speeches  in  this  House.  It  is  one 
which  has  long  occupied  the  attention 
and  consideration  of  all  Indian  states- 
men, and,  I  think  I  may  also  add,  of  all 
those  statesmen  in  England  who  aspiro 
at  all  to  the  responsibility  of  the  conduct 
of  our  affairs.  In  this  state  of  things 
we  had  to  decide  what  was  the  best  step 
to  counteract  the  efforts  Bussia  was  then 
making ;  f«)r  though  war  had  not  been 
declared,  her  movements  had  commenced 
in  Central  Asia,  and  the  struggle  had 
commenced  which  was  to  decide  for 
ever  which  Power  should  j)ossess  tho 
great  gates  of  India.  One  would  ima- 
gine, listening  to  the  noble  Duke — at 
least  a  stranger  might — for  we  are  accus- 
tomed to  his  expositions,  but  a  stranger 
charmed  by  his  eloquence,  carried  away 
by  the  fervour  of  his  phrase,  and  over- 
whelmed with  tho  multiplicity  of  his  de- 
tails— a  stranger  might  listen  to  him 
to-night  and  never  form  the  slightest 
idea  that  tho  real  question  at  issuo 
was  whether  England  should  possess 
tlie  gates  of  her  own  great  Empire 
in  India,  and  whether  the  time  had  not 
arrived  when  we  could  no  longer  delay 
that  tho  problem  should  be  solved, 
and  in  a  manner  as  it  has  been 
solved  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Then,  the  noblo  Earl  who  spoke  last 
(Earl  Granville),  and  others  who  pre- 
ceded him,  appealed  to  me  for  a  de- 
finition of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  this  matter.  Quo  would  think  that 
tho  Government  had  never  expressed  an 
opinion  on  the  subject.  If  there  be  a 
public  question  upon  which  tho  Govom- 
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ment  has  expressed  an  opinion    more 
distinct  or  dennite  than  upon  the  North- 
Western  Erontier  of   our  Indian  Em- 
pire, I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what  it  is. 
Why,  the  noble  Earl  himself  said,  the 
first  day  of  the  Session,  that  I  had  given 
a  description  of  our  policy  which,  to  the 
candid  minds  of  noble  Lords  opposite, 
seemed  then  quite   satisfactory.     How 
long  is  it  since  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion ?  The  first  day  of  the  Session  was  in 
this  mouth  ;  and  here,  before  February 
is  passed,  I  am  indicted  and  inveighed 
against  and  condemned  because  I  have 
not  given  another  description  of  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  From  our 
declared  policy  we  have  not  swerved 
for  a  moment.     We  resolved  that  the 
time  had  come  when  this  country  should 
acquire    the    complete    command    and 
possession  of  the  gates  of  our  Indian 
Empire.     Having  come  to  that  resolu- 
tion, we  took  the  most  effective  steps  to 
accomplish  our  purpose.     That  purpose 
was  accomplished  and    achieved   with 
complete   success.      We    obtained    the 
gates  of  our  Indian  Empire ;  they  are 
in  our  possession  now ;  and  I  trust  the 
hour  will  never  arrive  when  they  will 
not  be  in  the  possession  of  this  country. 
Why,  as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  reminded  the  House, 
all  the  objections  and  all  the  suggestions 
on  this  subject  made  by  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  and  his  Friends  are  but  mere 
accidents  of  the  vast  question  which  is 
really  at   stake.     Nothing  which    has 
occurred — though  many  things  have  oc- 
curred which  we  did  not  contemplate, 
and  which  we  deplore — nothing  has  oc- 
curred which  would  for  a  moment  in- 
duce us  to  modify  our  policy.     Nothing 
has  occurred  which  would  induce  us  in 
any  way  to  change  our  policy.   Nor  has 
anything  happened — though  much  has 
happened,   I  admit,   that  one  remem- 
bers   with  deep    regret    and   heartfelt 
pain — nothing  has  happened  which,  so 
far  as  our  conduct  and  policy  are  con- 
cerned, ought  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
influence  us.     The  noble  Earl  in  his 
speech  referred  to  the  unfortunate,  the 
terribly  unfortunate,  death  of  Cavagnari 
and  his  gallant  companions.   Well,  if  we 
could  have  contemplated  that  such  an 
incident  could  have  occurred,  could  we 
for  a  moment  have  admitted  that  that 
possible   occurrence  was   an  argument 
against    the    accomplishment    of    that 
policy,  which  we  deemed  of  first-rate 
imiK)rtance,  and  which  your  Lordships 
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also  ag^reed  and  the  oountiy  decided  to 
be    of   first-rate    importanoe  ?      What 
has  happened,  I  want  to  know,  which 
should  induce  us  in  any  way  to  deviate 
from  a  policy  so  distinct  as  that  which 
we  always  urged,  and  which,  on  the  first 
day  of  the  Session,  even  received  the 
approbation  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
and  his  Friends  ?  My  Lords,  I  am  quite 
at  a  loss  to  follow  the  arguments  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  urged  against  our 
general  policy.     It  appears  to  me  that, 
from  the  very  first,  we  have  acted  with 
entire  consistency  in  this  affair — a  con- 
sistency which  could  only  arise  from  a 
clear  conception  of  the  object  we  had 
to  accomplish.     That  object  has  been 
accomplished.  Then  the  noble  Marquess 
who  preceded  the  noble  Earl  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Bipon)  addressed   Her    Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  a  tone  of  con- 
descending commiseration.     He  said— 
'*  We  are  perfectly  aware  of  the  difficul- 
ties you  have  to  encounter  and  the  in- 
finite complications  in  which  you  are  in- 
volved."   No  doubt  there  are  difficulties 
which  must  attend  the  attainment  of  all 
great  ends.    Beyond  them,  we  know  of 
no  other ;  and  as  for  the  complications, 
what  complications  do  you  mean  ?     We 
have  attained  our  object.     We  are  in 
military  command  of  the  country ;  we 
have  most  of  its  strong  places  in  our 
possession.      "But,"    says   the    noble 
Earl,  "  if  you  have  attained  your  ob- 
ject, why  not  leave  the  country?"    I 
difier,  however,  from    the  noble  Earl. 
We  cannot  leave  the  country  now,  be- 
cause it  would,  indeed,  be  a  stain  upon 
our  honour  if  we  left  the  country  in  a 
state  of  turbulence  and  confusion.     But 
that  state  of  turbulence  and  confusion 
does  not  originate  from    our    general 
policy  or  from  the  accomplishment  of 
the  great  ends  we  have  achieved.     It 
has  originated  from  circumstances  which 
no  human  foresight  could  g^ard  against, 
and  the  consequences  must  be  met  by 
temper  and  decision,  but  certainly  not 
by  withdrawing.     This  is  not  a  moment 
!  in  which  England  in  that  part  of  the 
I  world  should  show  diminished  determi- 
'  nation.     Although  your  Lordships,  un- 
1  fortunately,  have  no  opportunity  of  ex- 

fressing  your  opinion  on  this  occasion, 
think  we  have  a  right  to  conclude 
that  the  feeling  and  the  convictions  of 
your  Lordships'  House  upon  this  sub- 
ject are  the  same  as  when,  more  than  a 
j  year  ago,  you  recorded  your  verdict  by 
an  overwhelming  majority.  I  am  readj 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  20lh  February,  1880. 


wiiMmwH, 


(by    leare    of     the    IIouso) 


Houic  adjounicd  Ht  a  qunrtn-  i>iist  Twflvo 

o'clock,  to  >Lun<liy  next, 


MINUTES.]— New  Writh  Uhvt.j)— For  Kil- 
kenny IJorouffli,  r,  lUinjiiinin  Whitworth, 
es(|nin;,  Manor  of  NorthHteiid :  for  Drof;:ho(la, 
r.  William  Ilogurty  O'lx-'ary,  esquire,  de- 
ceased. 

Select  Committee — Tiimpiko  Acts  C'onlinu- 
anco  Act,  1879,  appointed  and  nomitiatid ; 
Coinmong,  nominated. 

PuiiLic  BiLLH  —  dt'Urt  Committee  —  Cliartcred 
Banks  (Colonijil)  ♦  [4],  nominated. 

Committee — Report — ItieUof  of  Didtrcss  (Ireland) 
[1-84]. 
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to  admit  that  a  change  of  circumstances 
majr  also  induce  a  change  of  opinion, 
and  you  ought  to  enjoy  the  privilege  of 
reooxdlng  it  afresh  in  the  most  com- 
plete degree,  and  with  the  utmost  con- 
viction. But  until  there  is  evidence  of 
a  change  of  opinion  in  tliis  House  much 
stronger  than  we  have  yet  witnessed, 
lot  mo  at  least  believe  that  the  Peers  of 
England  are  still  determined  to  uphold, 
not  only  the  Empire,  but  the  lionour  of 
the  country.  Let  me  believe  that  they 
will  not  sanction  our  withdrawal  from 
Afghanistan,  because  we  have  accom- 
plished our  particular  purpose,  leaving 
the  population  of  that  country  in  a 
state  of  comparative  anarchy,  accord- 
ing to  the  aescription  given  by  the 
noble  Earl  and  his  Friends ;  but  I  do 
not  join  in  these  descriptions  of  Afghan- 
istan. I  believe  there  are  considerable 
portions  of  Afghanistan  in  a  state  of 
absolute  peace  and  great  prosperity. 
The  district  of  Candahar  alone  is  one 
that  might  make  noble  Lords  Iiesitate 
before  they  accept  these  opinions  so 
rashly  enunciated  as  to  the  disorganized 
state  of  the  country.  It  is — I  will  not 
say  a  comer — but  a  remote  district  of 
the  country,  and  a  crowd  of  turbulent 
and  unpaid  soldiery,  tliat  have  bruiiglit 
abont  these  great  misfortunes ;  but, 
my  Lords,  you  must  not  be  distracted 
from  the  pursuance  of  a  groat  na- 
tional policy  by  accidents  of  this  kind 
and  temporary  circumstances,  which  you 
may  rest  assured  will  disappear.  Bo 
firm,  be  resolute,  and  be  dotorminod. 
Let  men  know  that  while  you  m\>  ready 
to  be  just  you  are  resolvo<l  to  be  oboyod, 
and  all  the<«o  difRculties  and  complica- 
tions will  disappear  at  once. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  ho 
wished  to  make  one  remark  in  roply — 
that  the  doctrine  of  the  inutility  of  val- 
leys as  military  Frontiers,  if  the  inovo- 
ments  of  the  enemy  on  the  other  8ide 
were  unknown,  would  ultimately  load  to 
the  adoption  of  the  lino  of  the  Oxus  as  a 
•dentific  Frontier. 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAODALA  ex- 
plained that  the  North- Western  Frontier 
of  India  was  not  open  to  that  objec- 
tion. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 

KESOLUXION. 

Mr.  RAIKES  said,  that  Bills  for 
confirminp;  Provisional  Orders  were  es- 
sentially Private  Bills  which  relateil  en- 
tirely to  the  interests  of  particular  loca- 
lities, and  ought  to  be  referred  to  a 
Gommitteo  upstairs  in  the  same  way  as 
Private  Bills.  The  course  now  adopted 
with  regard  to  them  had  been  found 
highly  iiioouveniont,  particularly  at  the 
end  of  the  Session,  when  these  Bills 
were  usually  brought  in  in  great  num- 
bers. They  generally  came  on  late  at 
night,  at  the  end  of  u  long  fitting  ;  and 
he  could  remember  on  one  occasion 
having  to  write  about  200  Amendments 
in  a  Bill  at  about  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, at  a  time  when  the  House  was  ex- 
ceedingly iTiipatient.  lie  could  not  but 
think  that  the  interests  of  the  public 
would  be  quite  as  well  served,  if  not 
better  served,  by  those  Bills  being  taken 
at  the  time  other  Private  Bills  wero 
taken.  He  begged,  therefore,  to  move 
the  Resolution  which  he  had  placeil 
upon  the  Paper,  whieli  would  insure 
that  all  the  Hills  would  go  before  the 
tribunal  which  was  best  qualiiied  to 
form  an  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered ^  That  all  BiIIk  for  crinfininni^  l*rovi- 
siwnul  (.)nlert}  or  Certii'catcd  Bliall  liu  itet  <lowii 
fur  concidt  ration,  each  djty,  iu  a  iKiKinttu  Libt, 
after  tho  Private  Business,  and  aixan^ed  iu  thu 
HJime  order  as  that  im'st^rilM-d  l»y  tlic  Standinj^ 
Eleven  o'clockl  I  Orders  for  l*rivate  lUlIs ;  and  every  such  Bill, 
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whsn  or  so  far  aa  it  ia  ncopposed,  shall  after  the 
Second  R^ing  stand  rafaired  to  the  Committee 
constituted  by  Standinu  Ordor  for  unopposed 
Private  BiUs,  and  ahall  bo  subject  to  tho  same 
Rules  and  Orders  of  the  Houss,  ao  far  sj  they 
are  applicable.— (7"4d   Chairman  of   Wayi  aad 


ofSuropum  3\o-it«y. 
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QUE8TI0irS. 


MEROANTILE  MARINE— PISHING  VES- 
SELS—LIGHTS OF,  AT  SEA. 

8m  EDWAKD  WATEIN  aakod  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther he  will  undertake  to  defer  putting 
into  operation  the  regulations  affecting 
the  lighte  to  be  curried  by  fiehing 
Teasels  at  sea  uatil  the  reports  of  the 
offloers  deputed  to  visit  the  various  ports, 
in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the  regu- 
lations already  proposed  by  the  Board 
without  any  such  inquiry  are  feasible  or 
safe,  are  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

VisooDNT  SANDON,  in  reply,  said, 
the  regulations  respecting  these  lights 
were  laid  down  by  a  Commission  ap- 
pointed by  the  Admiralty,  the  Trinity 
House,  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  acting 
in  concert  with  the  representatives  of 
maritime  States.  International  regula- 
tions could  not  be  altered  by  the  action 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  alone.  A  small 
Commission  had  been  appointed  to 
sidte  the  complaints  which  had  been 
mode.  That  Commission's  Keport 
had  received,  and  he  would  give  to  it 
his  best  consideration.  The  Beport  was 
DOW  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  The 
international  regulations  would  not  come 
into  force  until  the  month  of  Beptembi 


WAH  OFFICE  KEGnLATION   ACT,  1878. 

8iE  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  junior  clerks  retired  from  the 
War  Office  under  the  Admiralty  and 
War  Office  Begulation  Act  of  1876, 
will  be  retired  on  the  same  amount  of 
pension  as  those  of  the  same  class  and 
service  retired  fixim  the  Admiralty  under 
the  same  Act? 

Sin  HENBY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N : 
Sir,  the  actual  amount  of  pension  in 
every  cose  depends  upon  the  amount  of 
salary  of  which  on  officer  is  in  receipt  at 
the  time  of  his  retirement,  and  differ- 
enoes  in  salary  may  give  rise  to  differ- 


fOOUUONS} 

ances  in  pension  as  between  War  Office 
and  Admiralty  clerks  of  similar  class 
and  service.  But  the  proportion  be- 
tween pension  and  salary  will  be  the 
same  in  every  case  dealt  with  under  the 
&.dmiralty  and  War  Office  Begutation 
Act  of  1878. 


TURKEY— PROVTNCIAI,  CONSTITU- 
TIONS OF  EUROPEAN  TURKEY. 
Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  ho  will  lay  upon  the  TaUe 
the  Organic  Statute  under  which  the 
several  Provincial  Constitutions  of  Euro- 
pean Turkey  are  being  framed ;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  satisGed 
that  the  Local  Commissions  appointed 
are  constituted  in  a  manner  according 
with  the  spirit  and  intentions  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin ;  and,  whether  the 
Constitution  framed  by  the  Adrianople 
Commission  will  now  be  submitted  to 
the  European  Commbsion  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question,  we  should 
have  no  objection  whatever  to  lay  tho 
Organic  Statute  before Forliamentwhen 
we  receive  it ;  but  we  think,  at  tlie  same 
time,  it  would  convey  very  insufficient 
information  to  the  House,  as  it  is  in  an 
incomplete  form.  At  present,  it  is  being 
translated  at  Constantinople,  and  as  it 
of  great  length  it  is  not  likely  to  reach 
this  country  for  some  time,  if  my  hon. 
Friend  will  communicate  with  me  some 
little  time  hence,  I  shall  be  glad  to  tell 
him  then  whether  we  shall  be  able  to 
,  communicate  it  to  the  House.  Of 
course.  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
have  no  objection  to  communicate  it  as 
soon  as  possible.  With  regard  to  the 
second  port  of  the  Question — 


"  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
satisfied  that  tbe  Local  Commiuions  appointed 
are  cona^tuled  in  a  manner  acooidinr  with  the 
spirit  and  intentions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin," 

I  think  I  informed  tho  House  the  other 
day  that  complaints  had  been  made, 
both  by  Sir  Henry  Layard  and  by  our 
Commissioners  on  the  spot,  with  respect 
to  tho  constitution  of  tbe  Commissions  at 
Adrianople  and  Salonica.  In  conse- 
quence of  those  complaints,  made  by 
tne  Gommisxioners  themselves,  a  greater 
representation  of  tho  Christian  dement 
was  placed  on  the  Commission.  We 
have  no  reason  to  think  that  the  Com- 
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missions  have  been  organized  and  formed  sengers,  and  I  am  in  hopes  that  wo  shall 

in  any  way  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  obtain  valuable  information  upon   the 

Treaty  of  Berlin.     With  reference  to  the  subject.     As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 

last  part  of  the  Question —  ascertain,  it  would  be  impracticable  to 

-Whether  the  Constitution  framed  hv  the  obtain  the  actual  or  average  rates;  and 

Adrianoplc  Commiwion  wiU  now  bo  submitted  I  cannot  think    that  if   they  could    be 

to  the  European  CommiAsion  in  accorduncc  with  obtained  they  would  be  of  much  use,  as 

the  pro\-iaion8  of  the  Treaty,"  the  rates  are  very  various  and  very  fre- 

I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer  that  at  quently  altered.  We  are  not  prepared 
present,  because,  the  question  as  to  to  ask  for  further  powers  of  supervision, 
these  constitutions  being  referred  to  a  ^  *"®  ^^^'  ^^^  gallant  Gentleman  re- 
European  Commission,  it  is  not  yet  ripe  a"®«*«'  .^^^^  *^®  accounts  of  Railway 
for  decision,  for  the  Local  Commis-  Companies,  which  wore  carefully  settled 
doners  hare  not  yet  completed  their  by  the  Act  of  1868  ;  nor  do  I  think  it 
labours.  desirable  that  the  Board  of  Trade  should 

employ  their  inspecting  officers  to  col- 

BEGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1871.  lect  Returns  as  to  the  condition  of  the 

workincr  stock  of  all  the  railways  in  the 

Oexzeai.  Sir  GEORGE   BALFOUR  United  Kingdom. 
aaked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade,  Whether  the  Government  con-  crSTOM.S  RE-ORGANIZATION. 

temnlato   taking  powers   to   causo  the        ^^   ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  Secretary  to  the 

Batfwav  Companies  to  supply  statistical  Treasury,   Whether  the  reorganisation 

data  of  their  operations,  so  as  to  make  ^^  ^y^^  ^^^^.^^^  Department  of  the  Cus- 

known  to  the  public,  the  actual  cost  of  ^0^3  ^t  the  out-ports  wiU  include  the 

carnage  of.  *he  various  classes  of  mor-  j^.tit^^tio^  „f   clerkships  of    the  lower 

chandiae,  of  minerals  and  several  classes  ^1,.;^^^^     ^^j    if  not,  whether  writers 

ofpassengers-asisdoneonthelndian  ^j^^  ,^^;^  ^^J^  recommended  for  pro- 

bnes  and  on  the  Railways  of  New- South  .^^^j^^  under  the   1 2th   Clause  of  the 

Wales:   and    also  show   the  actual  or  /^  i  />,        •!      /•    lmi     -r<  i 

'       .      ^     .,  .  ,  «  Order    m    Council    of    12th   February 

aTeraire  rates  for  the  various  classes  of  lo'-r.      mi  x-i.ii 

\?  l^^Q  ^jIj  receive  promotion   to  clerk- 

mercnandise,  oi  minerals,  ana  lares  tor  ^i  *        p  •  i    i  u-  i  \ 

J' i.-        •!•        Ai  £  ships  of  any  special  class  which  may  be 

passengers  —  distinguishing  those  for  pj.j,if ^d  ? 

local  from  through  or  competitive  traffic;        g,^^  kexry  SELWIN-IBBETSON  : 

whether  it  is   in  contemplation  to  ob-  g;     .^  j^  .^     j^    ,,^^  elerkships 

tain  for  the  Board  of  Trade  such  full  ^^  \^^  j^^^^  ^.^.^.^^^  ^,j,l  ^^  i„,titut.d 

power  of  supervision  over  the  accounts  -    .-,     r«i     •    i  t^        i        *     r  *i     ^i 

\m    Ti      Tk  A  ri  •  -11  in  the  Clerical  I)e])artmoiit  of  tlie  C  us- 

of  the    Railway    Companies    as    will  ^^^^  ^^  j,,„  onti^oHs.     If  a  special  class 

enBUie  Railway    accounts    being    pre-  j^  ^.^^^^^.^  j^^^^^^l   ^.^.^^^^  r„A.«»ne.ulod 

?^*«*  .*?,  ?«??»«*«"  f   a   lucid   and  f^^  promotion  under  Clause  12  of  the 

intellifiriblc    form;    and,    whether    the  /\,i-r»         '^    c  t?  v.  ^n   lu"/* 

•T       ,®  i»    m     1        -11    X  1  i.  Order  m  Council  of  February'  12,  18/0, 

Board  of   Trade  wiU  take  powers    to  ^.j,i  ^^^^  j,^^,j^  ^.j^^^^^  considered  in  the 

«nplo7    inspecting    officers,   to  collect  ^„„,^  ^^  .^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^„  1^^.^.^. 

materials  for  a  Return  to  rarliament  of  jjyij.jQjj  clerkshins 
the  actual  state  of  all  obHolete  working  ^ 

stock  aDpearinfiT  in  the  official  It et urns 

Ke  l^Uway^Companies  as  -  in  good       ^^^'^^^  COMMISSION  oX  ACUacUL- 
working  order  and  repair  ?  "  '^^'^''^'^  DISTKESS. 

VisrouxT  SANDON :  Sir,  the  forms        Mii.    J.    W.    lUKCLAY   nskod  Mr. 

of  the  Returns  wore  carefully  considered  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchequor,  WhotluT, 

vhon  the  Regulation  of  Itailwa^'s  Act  eonnidering  the  great  interest  felt  in  tho 

vas  passed  in  1871,   and  nothing  has  Country  regarding  tho  supplies  of  ngri- 

oocnrred   since    that  time  to  niako  us  cultural  produce  to  be   expected    fmin 

think  it  desirable  to  ask  for  powers  to  America    in    coining    years,    and    tho 

alter  and  extend  those   formH  coni])ul-  anxiety  of  fariu(>rs  to  learn  the  conclu- 

lorily.     Wo  have  l>een  in  coininunica-  siona  of  tho  Assistant  Coinmis.sioncrs  to 

tion  with  the  Clearing  Ilouse  in  order  the    Royal    Commission   on  Agricultu- 

to  ascertain  whether   we   can  procure  ral  Distress,  who  visited  that  Country, 

inrtlier  information  concerning  the  cost  the   Government  will    arrange  for  tho 

per  mile  of  carrying  goods  and  jiSLH-  early  publication  of  their  Report  V 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJEIt:  Sir,  this  is  a  question  which 
^oes  not  rest  with  the  Goyernment,  but 
with  the  Royal  Commiseaoners.  I  have 
communicated  with  my  noble  Friend 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon, 
who  is  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission ; 
and  he  informs  me  that  the  Report 
which  is  expected  from  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  who  visited  the  United 
States  has  not  yet  been  received.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  one  of  our  Friends  has 
been  ill  since  his  return  to  England, 
and  that  has,  no  doubt,  delayed  the 
sending  in  of  the  Report.  Until  it  is 
received,  it  is  impossible  to  say  any- 
thing definite  as  to  its  publication.  The 
attention  of  the  Royal  Commission  has, 
however,  been  drawn  to  the  subject. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be  the  fact 
that  a  secret  or  private  Committee  is 
now  sitting  on  various  questions  affecting 
the  corps  of  Royal  Marines,  and  if  that 
Committee  consists  allnost  exclusively  of 
persons  connected  with  the  Marine 
Office ;  and,  if  he  will  grant  to  the 
Marine  officers  a  Commission  of  an  in- 
dependent character  to  consider  their 
grievances,  similar  to  that  which  was 
granted  to  Army  officers  in  1874  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Sir,  it  is  the 
fact  that  a  Committee,  consisting  of 
eight  members,  is  sitting  to  consider 
various  questions  affecting  the  Royal 
Marines ;  but  only  two  of  these  mem- 
bers are  connected  with  the  Marine 
Office.  It  is  appointed  to  consider 
questions  on  which  their  judgment  has 
been  asked  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
The  War  Office  Commission  of  1874  was 
a  Royal  Commission  appointed,  conse- 
quent on  the  abolition  of  Purchase  in 
the  Army,  for  the  special  purpose  of 
considering  the  best  means  for  securing 
a  reasonable  rapidity  of  promotion,  not 
differing  essentially  from  that  wliich 
obtained  before  the  abolition  of  the  Pur- 
chase system.  That  object  was  attained 
for  the  Marines  by  the  Order  in  Council 
of  January  15,  1878,  which  was  founded 
on  the  Report  of  a  Committee  on  pre- 
cisely the  same  principles  as  tnose 
adopted  by  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Army  Promotion.  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  special  circumstances  which  render 
it  necessary  at  this  moment  to  appoint 
another  Commission. 


TURKEY— MURDER  OF  MR,  OGLK 

Mr.  n.  SAMUELSON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Consid  General  at  Salonica  has  yet 
reported  as  to  the  practicability  of  hold- 
ing a  new  inquiry  into  Mr.  Ogle's 
murder ;  and,  if  not,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  take  steps  to 
obtain  his  report  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  ?  

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER:   Sir,   Mr.   Blunt,   the  Consul 
General  at  Salonica,  in  his  first  reply 
by  telegram  to  Sir  Henry  Lajard,  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  unfavourable  to  the 
prospects  of  a  farther    inquiry  being 
made  into    the    circumstances  of   the 
murder  of  Mr.  Ogle,  owing  to  the  Pro- 
vince of  Thessaly  not  being  in  its  nor- 
mal condition,  and  also  because  such  an 
inquiry,  in  the  present  ciroumstQjicee, 
would  be  likely  to  increase  the  agita- 
tion and  excite  the  feelings  prevalent  in 
the   frontier  district.     Mr.   Blunt    has 
been  requested  to  furnish  a   detailed 
statement  of   his  views,    and    of   the 
grounds  on  which  he  has  formed  them. 
He  has  replied  that  he  will  do  so  as 
soon  as  he  receives  the  Report  he  has 
asked  for  from    Her    Majesty's    Vice 
Consuls  at  Larissa  and  Yolo. 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES— NEGOTIATIONS 
WITH  FOREIGN  POWERS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (for  Mr,  Sampson 
Lloyd)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  negotiating  with  the  Governments 
of  France,  Belgium,  Holland,  and  Ger- 
many (or  with  any  of  them)  respecting 
the  bounties  on  Sugar  exported  firom 
such  countries,  notwithstanding  that  the 
Select  Conmiittee  on  Sug^  Industry, 
which  was  appointed  last  Session,  has 
not  yet  presented  any  Report ;  and,  if 
such  is  the  case,  whether  there  will  be 
any  objection  to  lay  the  Correspondence 
on  this  subject  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  BOijRKE:  Sir,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  in  negotiation  with 
any  foreign  Power  on  the  subject. 

INDIA  STOCK  -  POWERS    OF 
ArrORNEY. 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  his  at- 
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tention  has  been  drawn  to  a  letter  in  i 
the  "  Timoa"  of  the  12th  of  Jtfnuary,  ro- 
nrdiDg'  powers  of  attorney  granted  by  I 
holders  of  India  Fire  per  Cent.  Stock,  j 
for  the  receipt  of  dividends  thoreon ; 
and,  whether  any  stops  are  in  contempla-  i 
tion  to  render  such  powers  applicable  to  | 
the  Four  per  Cent.  Stock  offered  by  tbo  j 
Secretary  of  State  in  Counoil  in  ex-  ' 
ehango? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  I  am  plad 
that  mybou.Friondhaa  put  this  Quostion, 
becanse  it  Rivea  me  tho  opportunity  of 
{nfbnning  the  holders  of  Five  per  Cent 
Stock  that  this  point  has  been  considered,  ' 
and  that  a  Bill  is  now  bein^  prepared  , 
to  render  their  powers  of  attorney  ap- 
plicable to  the  Four  per  Gent  Stock 
offiared  in  exchan^.  I  hope  shortly  to 
introduce  it. 


THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Oaftaik  PIM  asked  the  First  Lord 
vt  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
kaa  been  called  to  an  article  in  the 
"United  Serrico  Oazette  "  of  14th 
Ibbruaiy  instant,  in  reference  to  a 
■Uggortton  that— 

"  A  jtriatod  report  of  tho  st^itc  of  tho  Nnvy 
Aonld  bo  placed  in  tho  hiinds  of  honourable 
Ifembon  at  Isoiit  a  fortnight  boforo  the  Xdvy 
m  were  moved ;  " 


whether  he  is  aware  that  eurh  a  courso 
it  practised  by  the  Secretary  of  tlie 
American  Navy  in  reference  to  the 
American  Congress;  and,  whether  he  will 
Mnnder  whether  the  time  of  this  House 
mig^t  not  be  saved  and  the  public  ser- 
tiee  benefited  by  the  adoption  of  a 
unilar  procedure  ? 

ICb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  the  annnnl 
Beport  of  the  Secretary  of  the  United 
Btatea  Navy  is  presented  on  tho  BOtlt 
of  Norembcr  in  each  year,  and  gives  nn 
inoont  of  the  condition  and  opcrationH 
of  the  NaT;  Department  for  the  pre- 
ceding fiac^  year  ending  tho  30tli  nf 
June,  and  the  Estimates  lor  tho  current 
iMalyear  commencing  July  1.  In  the 
Britiw  House  of  Commons  the  Navy 
liatimatea  for  the  succeeding  year  arc, 
H  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  knows, 
wnall/  explainea  to  the  House  before 
flu  Slat  of  Uarch,  and  placed  in  the 
kands  of  Members  somo  time  before 
that  date;  it  would,  consequently,  not 
be  poarible  to  give  any  complete  or 
■eeuate  account  of  the  conditions  and 
■f  ■tiuui  of  the  Navy  for  tho  current 
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year,  previous  to  the  time  tho  Estimates 
are  moved,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would 
bo  desirable  to  do  so. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— TTIE  ZUI,U  WAR— 
THE  DKSPATCH?;s. 
Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  the 
Secretary  <>i  State  for  War,  Whether 
tho  Report  of  General  Croalock  on 
tho  operations  of  the  First  Division  on 
tho  Houth  coast  of  Zululand  will  bo 
laid  upon  the  Table  and  printed  in 
oxtonso  ? 

CoLOKEL  STANLEY :  Yes,  Sir  ;  that 
Paper  will,  I  believe,  bo  laid  on  tho 
Table  with  others,  I  had  better,  per- 
haps, e.tplain  that  the  War  Office,  and 
also,  I  believe,  the  Admiralty,  forward 
all  8H,ch  Papers  to  the  Colonial  Office  j 
and  that  Department  is  responsible  for 
their  production  to  Parliament.  I  have 
reason  to  beheve  the  Paper  in  question 
will  bo  produced. 

rARLIAJIENT— LUSISE-SS  OF  THE 

HOUSE, 

Mr.  BIQGAE  asked  tlie  Member  for 
North  AVarwickshire,  If  ho  will  consent 
to  postpone  his  Motion  to  enable  tho 
Government  to  proceed  with  the  Belief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  1  beg  to 
Btate  that  I  gave  Notice  of  this  Itesolu' 
liijii  at  tbo  close  of  last  Session,  and 
that  I  renewed  it  on  tho  first  day  of 
tliis  Session.  I  trust  that  if  the  House 
adopts  this  Resolution  it  will  facilitate 
tlie  passing  of  many  measures,  includ- 
ing among  others  Ihe  Bill  for  tho  Relief 
of  ihu  Irish  DiHtress.  1  cannot  accede 
to  the  request  of  thu  hon  Member. 

AliMY— THK  TItOOl'S  IX  fi^OUTH 
AriilCA. 

SiuWALTERB.It.VRTTELOT  asked 
the  !Siicrutiir>'«f  State  for  War,  Whether 
any  uuHwer  has  been  received  fi-om  Sir 
0:iruet  Wolwli'y  with  regard  to  tho  state 
of  our  troops  in  Soulh  Africa ;  and  whe- 
ther, if  GO,  it  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
oflhoH.iuse? 

CowxEi.  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
that  nn  answer  had  been  received,  and 
tliat  if  tho  hon.  uud  gallant  Baronot 
wished  to  niove  for  its  production  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  lay  it  on  tho 
Tuble  of  the  House. 
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IRELAND  — THE  COMMISSIONERS  OF 
NATIONAL  EDUCATION  —  FEMALE 
EDUCATION  IN  GALWAY. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
in  the  Galway  Model  Schools,  Girls' 
Department,  the  amount  expended  by 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  preparing  each  child  for  the 
result  examinations  is  eleven  pounds 
seven  shillings,  and  that  the  per-centage 
of  passes  is  forty-five,  and  of  answering 
in  obligatory  subjects  is  seventy-six,  and 
the  number  of  teachers  supplied  to  other 
schools,  one;  and  that  in  the  King's 
Inn  Street  Convent  National  Female 
Schools  the  amount  of  aid  given  by  the 
Commissioners  for  the  proportion  of  each 
child  is  in  or  about  eleven  shillings  only, 
the  per-centage  of  passes  ninety-seven, 
and  of  answering  in  obligatory  subjects 
ninety- six,  and  of  teachers  supplied  to 
other  schools  twenty-two ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  great  disparity  in 
the  amounts  thus  expended  by  the  Com- 
missioners in  preparing  each  child,  any 
steps  have  been  taken  or  suggestions 
made  by  the  Commissioners  with  the 
object  of  increasing  the  payment  to 
schools  which  exhibit  such  favourable 
educational  results  as  the  King's  Inn 
Street  Schools  ;  and,  if  not,  can  he  state 
the  reasons  for  the  continuance  by  the 
Commissioners  in  their  application  of 
State  funds  in  a  manner  so  dispropor- 
tionate to  the  work  done  ? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  fear  it  is 
impossible,  within  the  limited  space  gene- 
rally allowed  to  answers  to  Questions  in 
this  House,  to  go  into  details  on  this 
somewhat  large  topic ;  but  from  the  in- 
formation given  me  privately  by  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education,  it 
appears  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
been  accurately  informed.  For  instance, 
I  am  told  that  the  cost  of  preparing  each 
child  for  the  result  examinations  at  the 
Galway  Model  Schools,  instead  of  being 
£11  7«.,  is  only  £7  2«.  2(f.,  and  that 
the  percentage  of  passes  is  75  instead  of 
45,  and  that  of  answering  in  obligatory 
subjects  is  80  instead  of  76.  In  the  same 
way,  I  am  informed  that  at  the  King's 
Inn  Street  School  the  amount  of  aid 
given  for  the  proportion  of  each  child  by 
the  Commissioners  is  not  11«.,  but 
£l  3«.  3i.  As  to  the  last  portion  of  the 
Question,  communications  have  passed 
with   the  Commissioners ;    but  1  hope 


to  be  in  a  position  to  giye  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ftill  information  when  the  Esti- 
mates are  brought  on. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN :  I  should  like  to  be 
informed  what  authority  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  for  representing  the  facts 
as  he  has  done? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  Prom  no  infor- 
mation, but  from  facts  supplied  to  me. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN:  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  a  copy  of  the  state- 
ment on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  At  present  it  is 
a  private  statement,  and  I  do  not  know 
how  far  I  might  be  justified  in  laying  it 
on  the  Table. 


IRISH  POOR  LAW  UNIONS  AND  THE 
SEED  SUPPLY  BILL. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  If  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  has  published  a  schedule  of 
those  unions  or  electoral  divisiona  which 
they  intend  to  place  under  the  proyisions 
of  the  Seed  Supply  Bill  should  it  become 
Law ;  if  the  unions  have  been  informed 
of  the  extent  of  the  powers  which  may 
be  placed  in  their  hands  under  this  Bill ; 
and  on  what  date  will  it  be  safe  for  the 
Guardians  of  unions  to  enter  into  con- 
tracts for  seed  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  a  Schedule  of  the  Unions  had  been 
prepared.  Some  chanfi;es,  due  to  altera- 
tions in  the  Bill,  would  have  to  be  noti- 
fied to  the  Guardians,  and  this  would  be 
done  speedily.  As  the  Bill  was  down 
for  second  reading  in  '^  another  place," 
it  was  not  for  him  at  that  moment  to 
make  any  sugeestions  as  to  the  action  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians ;  but  he  would 
be  disposed  to  think  that  they  woold 
probably  be  inclined  to  take  action  now 
without  further  delay. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

PARLIA^IENT— PRIVILEGE-MU. 
PLIMSOLL. 

ADJOURNED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Complaint  made  to  the  House 
[17th  February  J. 

Question  again  proposed, 

"That  the  publication  of  printed  placards 
throughout  the  City  of  Woetminstor,  represent- 
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ioff  the  part  takon  by  Sir  Charles  Russell,  the 
Member  for  the  said  City,  in  tho  procccdinji^s  of 
this  House  as  *  inhuman  *  and  '  dop^ra<linp^/  in- 
juriously reflects  upon  tho  tviid  Mein})cr,  is  an 
attempt  to  cocrco  and  intimidate  him  in  the 
diaehsurgo  of  his  duties,  and  a  broach  of  tho 
PriTileges  of  this  House.  " — (.SVr  Charka  lius' 

9tlL) 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  PLIMSOLL  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  very 
short  time  on  a  personal  matter,  and  to 
pat  myself  in  Onier  I  will  conclude  with 
a  Motion.  Though  I  must  allude  to 
certain  matters  relating  to  the  question 
of  Pririlege  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
nllant  Member  for  Westminster  (Sir 
Charles  Bussell),  I  do  not  intend  in  any 
way  to  discuss  that  question,  or  antici- 
pate the  debate  upon  it.  When  I  saw 
the  hon.  and  eallant  Member  for  West- 
minster, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow),  had  given  a  Notice 
which  would  indefinitely  postpone,  if  not 
defeat,  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  which 
I,  in  conjunction  with  several  of  my  hon. 
Friends,  am  promoting,  and  on  the  suc- 
of  which  we  believe  depend  the  lives 


of  many  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  I 


that  they  had  done  so  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  obstructing  the  pro- 
gresB  of  that  Bill.  Possessed  of  that  idea, 
I  prepared  the  document  to  which  tho 
hm.  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster and  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
fosd  referred  last  Tuesday,  and  I  endea- 
Tcmred  to  g^ve  this  document  every 
publicity  in  my  power.  I  was  possessed 
of  the  same  idea  when  I  replied  to  the 
Quflstionsof  thehon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
ttid  the  hon.  Member ;  but  having  had 
the  adrantage  of  hearing  them  deny 
that  they  bad  any  such  motive,  and 
haTinff  now  considered  that  emphatic 
deniaH  and  had  the  advantage  of  con- 
sulting with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  forLouth — [^Lauffhifr'] — hav- 
ing had  the  advantage  of  consulting  uiy 
hon.  and  learned  and  esteemed  Frieu<l 
the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan;.  I 
beg  to  express  my  regret  that,  under  tho 
impression  to  which  I  have  already  re- 
ferred, I  shonld  have  used  language 
towards  those  hon.  Members  which,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  statements  made  by 
me,  I  now  beg  unemiivocally  to  with- 
draw. Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  preventer!  ])y 
an  accident  from  siting  yesterday  wliut 
I  hare  jnst  said.  I  am  very  glad  of  it, 
for  I  am  now  able  to  say  what  will  bo 


far  more  agreeable  to  the  feelings  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  and  the  hon. 
Member  than  the  very  guarded  and 
qualified  language  which  yesterday  I 
felt  myself  compelled  to  adopt,  lest  per- 
chance next  winter  I  might  find  myself 
face  to  face  with  tho  reflection  that  I  had 
sacrificed  men's  lives  to  the  indulgence 
of  personal  feeling.  I  fear  that  some 
will  think  mo  too  credulous  in  saying 
what  I  am  about  to  say ;  but  justice  to 
tho  hon.  Members  opposite  requires  it, 
and  I  may  say  also  justice  to  myself,  and 
therefore  I  say  it  with  pleasure.  I  ask 
my  hon.  Friends  arouna  me— I  ask  the 
House — I  ask  the  constituents  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  to  believe,  as  I  now  firmly  do, 
for  sufficient  reasons,  that  these  hon. 
Members  had  no  moro  idea  of  opposing 
the  Merchant  Shipping  (Grain  Cargoes) 
Bill  than  myself,  or  the  lion,  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  who  sits  by  my  side. 
I  would  not  say  this  if  I  did  not  bolievo 
it ;  but,  believing  it,  I  am  bound  under 
tho  circumstances  to  say  it.  Before  tho 
year  is  out  we  shall  probably  be  engaged 
ina  General  Election — [**Order!"] — and 
we  shall  be  fighting  for  the  seats  of  hon. 
Members  opposite;  but  I  should  be 
ashamed  to  obtain  any  political  advan- 
tage to  my  Party  by  allowing  Gentlemen 
to  remain  under  an  injurious  imputation 
an  hour  longer  than  I  could  help,  after 
I  knew  that  it  was  undeserved.  I  say 
this,  because  it  is  right  and  due  to  them. 
Sir  CHAPLES  PUSSELL  :  Sir,  with 
tho  permission  of  tho  House,  I  shall  say 
a  word  or  two  upon  what  has  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  ^lember  for  Derby.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  position  of  this 
discussion  is  no  longer  a  personal  matter 
as  between  myself  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  addressed  tho  House  ;  and 
T  only  wish  to  say  that,  it  being  now  a 
matter  affecting  the  interests  and  privi- 
leges of  ]Member3  of  this  House,  1  beg 
to  place  myself  unreser\'edly   in   their 

Mn'.  ONSLOW :  Sir,  I  follow  in  the 
wak(^  of  tho  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster.  Personally,  I  can  only 
say  that  the  ex])lanation  and  apology  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  will  not  only 
satisfy  me,  but  I  hoi)o  it  will  fully  satisfy 
tho  House.  The  reason  why  I  put  down 
the  Notice  was  because  I  conscientiously 
believed  that  Bhip])ing  interests  and  the 
iuterest.s  of  the  British  sailors  would  be 
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enliaiiced  by  a  proper  and  fair  discus- 
sion of  the  Bill ;  and  I  must  repeat  that 
a  Bill  dealing  with  such  vast  interests 
should  not  be  hurried  through  Parlia- 
ment without  ample  discussion.  I  wish 
also  to  say  that  it  has  been  stated  by  the 
Central  News  Agency  that,  in  concert 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth,  I  had  come  to  a  sort  of  compro- 
mise in  the  matter  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby,  and  that  I  would  make 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  give  faci- 
lities for  passing  the  Bill.  I  wish  to  say 
that  no  compromise  of  any  kind  has 
passed  between  us,  and  I  utterly  repu- 
diate the  paragraph,  from  whatever 
quarter  it  came.  My  opposition  to  the 
Bill  has  been  quite  straightforward ;  and 
there  is  nothing  in  my  action  in  the 
matter  which  would  justify  me  in  endea- 
vouring to  come  to  **  terms"  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby.  The  apology  which 
has  just  come  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  due  to  conscientious  motives,  and  I 
would  ask  my  Friends  to  accept  it.  I 
sincerely  hope  that,  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  has  any  cause  of  complaint 
against  myself,  or  any  other  Member, 
he  will  not  again  complain  in  the  way 
which  he  has  thought  fit  to  do  in  this 
iTist&nc6 

Mr.  BENTINCK,  who  was  very  in- 
distinctly heard,  said,  that  ho  thought 
the  question  was  in  a  very  unsatisfactory 
state.  There  had  been  nothing  to  justify 
the  language  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll) ;  and  he  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  a  search  might  be 
made  for  precedents  among  the  Annals 
of  the  House.  He  thought  that  the 
House,  with  a  sense  of  what  was  duo 
to  its  honour,  should  demand  an  apology 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby.  Un- 
less some  such  course  was  pursued  the 
House  would  have  no  security  against 
the  repetition  of  such  conduct  as  was 
now  complained  of. 

The  CHANCELLORoF THE  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  am  sure  that  the  House 
has  heard  with  great  satisfaction  and 
pleasure  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  and  the 
replies  of  my  two  hon.  Friends  behind 
me.  No  one  who  knows  my  hon.  Friends 
could  for  a  moment  have  supposed  that 
their  characters  were  in  the  slightest  way 
affected  by  anything  that  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby;  and  al- 
though it  is  very  satiBfactory  that  the 

Mr.  Onslow 


hon.  Member  for  Derby  should  have 
made  the  statement  that  he  has  made, 
and  withdrawn,  in  the  distinct  and  un- 
conditional manner  in  which  he  has  tKtb- 
drawn  it,  the  imputation  which  he  had 
cast  upon  my  hon.  Friends,  even  without 
that  withdrawal,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
the  House  would  have  entirely  acquitted 
my  hon.  Friends  of  having  done  any- 
thing to  justify  the  application  of  the 
epithet  ''inhuman"   to  their  conduct. 
As  far  as  the  personal  part  of  the  case  is 
concerned,  I  think  we  may  now'  consider 
the  question  at  an  end,  my  hon.  Friends 
having    frankly  accepted    the  apology 
tendered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby. 
But  we  have  to  consider  what  is  the  po- 
sition of  the  House  in  connection  with 
this  matter.    I  am  most  anxious  to  avoid 
introducinfl^  any  unnecessary  element  of 
bitterness  into  any  question  that  comes 
before  us,  and  I  especially  wish  to  avoid 
doing  so  on  the  present  occasion.    Bat 
we  must  remember  that  we  have  an  im- 
portant  trust   committed   to  us  ux  the 
honour   and   the   independence  of  this 
House.     I  will  not  trouole  the  House  by 
going  back  to  old  precedents  such  as 
could  be  very  easily  found,  and  asking 
whether  this  or  the  other  proceeding  is 
in  accordance  with,  or  in  violation  of, 
the  rules  laid  down  in  former  times.  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  with  regard  to 
the  publicity  of  our  debates  and  the  free- 
dom of  criticism  which  is  now  allowed 
to  persons  outside  the  House  a  great 
change  has  come  over  Parliament  and 
the  country  during  the  last  century,  and 
far  bo  it  from  me  in  any  way  to  attempt 
to  restrict  the  great  freedom  which  has 
been  allowed.     On  the  other  hand,  we 
should  be  cautious  not  to  allow  our  de- 
sire to  make  our  debates  as  much  as  pos- 
sible the  open  property  of  the  nation  to 
degenerate  into  a  laxity  which   might 
lead  to  improper  interference  with  our 
proceedings.     I  wish  for  one  moment  to 
refer  to  that  which  may  be  called  the 
foundation  of  our  Privileges — I  mean  the 
clause  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  in  which  it 
is  laid  down  that  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  ought  to  be  free,  and 
that  the  freedom  of  speech  or  proceed- 
ings in  Parliament  ought  not  to  be  im- 
peached or  questioned  in  anv  Court  or 
place  out  of  Parliament.     I  look  upon 
that  clause  as  a  very  valuable  charter. 
It  is  true  that  at  the  time  when  the  doc- 
trine it  contains  was  laid  down  it  was 
not  from  the  people  but  from  the  Crown 
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fluit  any  inrarion  of  the  Privileges  or  in- 
terference  with  the  proceedings  of  Par- 
liament was  to  bo  apprehended ;  but  the 
principle  remains  the  same  at  the  pre- 
sent tmie— namely,  that  the  proceedings 
of  this  House  ought  not  to  be  interfered 
with.  Now,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
if  such  a  proceeding  as  that  complained 
of  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  PlimsoU) — namely,  the  pub- 
lication in  a  form  widely  diffused  and 
appealing  to  the  whole  of  the  consti- 
tnents  of  such  an  important  city  as  that 
in  which  we  sit,  and  of  so  important  a 
borough  as  that  represented  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  of 
statements  having  reference,  not  to  past 
transactions,  but  to  actual  current  Busi- 
ness^ and  couched  in  terms  of  appeal 
from  this  House  to  the  constituencies 
outside  it,  is  to  be  allowed  to  pass  un- 
challenged and  unnoticed  and  to  become 
a  prec^ent,  we  way  find  that  very  se- 
rious eril  may  follow.  Of  course,  we  are 
aware  that  one  class  of  observations  out- 
nde  the  walls  of  Parliament  may  easily 
merge  into  another  class,  and  that  one 
any  be  told  that  what  is  done  hero  is 
wy  litde  more  than  what  was  not  ob- 
jeetod  to  there;  and  so  by  insensible  de- 

Sies  we  may  sHde,  if  we  are  not  caro- 
y  into  a  state  of  laxity  which  would 
be  most  injurious  to  the  independence  of 
fliis  House  and  to  the  froo  conduct  of 
Business  within  it.  I  think,  therefore, 
dhat  it  is  important  on  the  present  occa- 
■OB  that  we  should  at  least  lot  it  be 
clearly  understood  that  we  regard  the 
iksp  taken  in  the  publication  of  these 
piaoards  asone  which  is  distinctly  beyond 
tte  liberties  which  this  House  allows  its 
Members.  I  freely  admit  on  the  present 
seoasion,  considering  that  the  hon.  ^[em- 
bsr  for  Derby  has,  in  a  very  frunk  man- 
■sr,  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  hon. 
Oeutlemen  principally  interested,  witli- 
the  expressions  which  gave  of- 
and  considering  that  there  lias 
rery  great  diifercnco  of  opinion 
as  Id  the  precise  lengths  to  which  lion. 
Msasbers  may  go  outbide  this  House  in 
ssounenting  upon  proceedings  witliin  it 
—I  freely  grant  that  this  is  not  a  case 
in  which  to  pass  words  of  unnecessary 
upon  any  individual.  At  the 
e  timo,  I  think  it  is  right  that  the 
should  distinctly  cx])ress  its  <>pi- 
that  the  proceeding  which  has  bcon 
■token  of  is  i  thout  and  outside  the 
■asstieo  which  \\  is  the  iutention  of  the 


House  to  concede  in  the  criticism  of  its 
debates ;  and,  therefore,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  desirable  that  we  should 
place  upon  record  some  Notice  to  the  ef- 
fect which  I  have  indicated.  The  Motion 
that  I  should  myself  be  prepared  to  sub- 
mit, in  preference  to  the  Motion  which  is 
now  before  the  House,  and  which,  I  pre- 
sume, the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Westminster  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  would 
be  willing  to  withdraw,  is  to  this  effect — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  ITouse,  the  con- 
duct of  tho  honoiimblc  ^lember  for  Derby  in 
publishing  pnntixl  pIucardH  di 'nouncing  the  part 
taken  by  two  honounibk'  Members  of  this  House 
in  the  j)ruceedin{rs  of  tho  House  was  calculated 
to  interfere  with  tho  due  discharge  of  tho  duties 
of  a  ]M  ember  of  this  House  and  is  a  breach  of 
its  Privileges  : — l^ut  this  House,  having  regard 
to  the  withdrawal  })y  tho  honourable  I^Iomber 
for  Derby  of  tho  expressions  to  which  the 
honourable  Member  for  Westminster  has  drawn 
its  attention,  is  of  opinion  that  no  further  action 
on  its  part  is  necesaarj'.'* 

I  think  we  can  in  this  manner  escape 
passing  censure  where  we  think  it  is  not 
necessary  to  do  so,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
distinctly  mark  that  there  is  a  line  to  be 
drawn ;  and  I  think  for  tho  future  that 
line  ought  to  be  drawn  short  of  tho  pub- 
lication of  such  a  placard  as  tho  ono 
complained  of. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdratvn, 

^fotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  'I1i.it,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  con- 
duct of  tlio  honourable  M«.mber  for  Derby  in 
piiblihhing  printed  plaeardH  denouncing  tho  juirt 
takni  by  two  honourable  iMjipbers  of  this  House 
in  the  ]ir(K'et'diiigH  of  the  Housi^  was  calculated 
t(»  interfere  with  the  due  disrbargo  of  the  duties 
of  a  ^I»inb«T  of  this  Ilou^e,  and  is  a  breach  of 
its  l*rivil«^«res : — i'.ut  this  HouKe,  having  regard 
t<»  the  withdniwal  by  the  honourable  MembiT 
for  Derby  of  the  exja'cssions  to  which  the 
luinourable  Mi'inbL-r  for  WestminsttT  has  drawn 
its  attention,  is  of  o]iinion  that  no  further  action 
on  its  part  is  neces^iry." — (J/r.  Chancellor  of  tht 
Exchi^tur.) 

SiK  WILLIA^r  IIARCOUET  entirely 
agreed  with  the  ('liancellor  of  tlio  Ex- 
chequer ns  to  tlio  immense  importance 
of  th<»  question  lioforo  tho  House,  be- 
cauho  it  was  a  quojstiou  of  tho  extent  to 
which  tho  TIuuso  of  ('onimons  would 
raiso  th«'  ri<^lit  of  Privikfgo  as  agninst 
thn  (lisiussion  of  political  action  out-of- 
doors.  ID;  wa^,  however,  surpriHcd,  and 
rr-^rtrtti'd  tlmt  thi*  lAuder  of  tlie  IIouso 
sliouM  Iiuvo  departed  altogether  from 
tho  course  taken  by  his  Predecessor  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  on  tho  last  occasion,  when  a 
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similar  occurrence  took  place.     The  hon.  WeU,  Sir,  what  I  ahonldhave  done— and  I  think 

and  learned    Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  I  may  eay  what  aU  my  Coll^guee  wouW  haje 

»uvi   x^cuu^vL    ^^ix**/^*    xvA    *^        V.  done— would  have  been  to  take  no  notice  of  it  * 
Sullivan),    on  the    15th  of   February, 

1875,  called  the  attention  of  the  House  Now,  an  hon.  Member  of  that  Houbo 

to   the  language  used  with  respect  to  had  recently,  in  a  speech  delivered  to  a 

certain  Irish  Members  by  a  late  Member  Conservative  Association,  spoken  of  one 

of  the  House  (the  present  Mr.  Justice  of  the  most  eminent  Members  of  the 

Lopes).     That  language  was  to  the  effect  House  as  being  a  man  who  would  sell 

that  certain  Members  of  that  House  were  his  soul  for  office;  but  he  had  never 

allied  with  a  disreputable  Irish  band,  heard  that  the  disting^uished  person  who 

whose  watchword    in    the  House  was  had  been  so  spoken  of  had  thought  it 

Home  Bule  and  repeal  of  the  Union,  worth  his  while  to  bring  those  words 

The  matter  was  tc^en  notice  of  as  a  before  the  House  as  a  question  of  Pri- 

question  of  Privilege,  and  it  was  not  vilege.     Mr.  Disraeli  further  observed, 

dooied  by  the  Prime  Minister  (then  Mr.  on  &e  occasion  to  which  he  was  refe^ 

Disraeli)  that  it  might  be  so  treated ;  but  ring — 

he  said— and  the  speech  was  delivered       ,<  ^^  the  same  time,  I  do  not  eay  that  the 

before  any  apology  had  been  made  by  course  we  should  have  pursued  ought  to  prerent 

Mr.  Lopes —  Irish  Membcms  from  receiving  the  satisfactioa 

,,-.,.,,.,.       ,  -.      „    ^,        ,^  to  which  they  are  entitled  m>m  my  hon.  and 

; '  I  did  not  n^  before,  because  I  reaUy  thought  le^mod  Friend,  who  has  now  an  opportunity  in 

this  was  an  affair  which  would  bo  easily  and  ^  fuU  House  of  doing  that  which  is,  I  think,  the 

not  unpleasantly  settled.      The  hon.  Member  privilege  as  weU  as  the  duty  of  an  English  gen- 

for  Louth  has  had  an  opportunity  of  addressmg  {jcman  when  he  has  done  wrong— that  which 

the  House  at  considerable  length,  and  m  the  vem  ,,^  ^^    ^.^use  his  friends  to  respect  him  the 

of  glowing  rhetoric  which  we  always  Usten  to  „iore— I  mean,  frankly  express  hw  regwt  for 

with  pleasure.  having  inadvertently  given  pain  to  others.    I 

Mr.  Disraeli  then  made  some  observa-  hop«  that  mv  hon.  and  learned  Friend  wiU  now 

tions  with  regard  to  the  hon  and  learned  ^^^.tTo  ^X^.■^':^^Z^^^ 

Member  tor  Louth,  which  he  would  not  gj^c,  on  account  of  his  language,  and  that  we 

read  to   the   House,    and   went   on   to  shall  bo  able  to  extricate  the  llouse  from  the 

say —  painful  necessity  of  making  this  a  quetrtion  of 

,,T,  „  T.v  1    .    *      1.  rmilege."— [3 JTaiwarrf,  ccxxii.,  329.32.] 

"  It  was  really  unnecessary,  I  think,  to  touch 

now  upon  the  language  used  by  the  hon.  Mem-  Now,  that  being  the  course  which  VM 

berfor  North  Lincolnshire  (Sir  John  Astley).  taken   in    1875,  why,  he   should  like  tO 

My  recollection  is  that  he  withdrew  the  expres-  ^  ^^^  j^     ^  ^^  foUowed  on  the 

sions  which  were  the  subject  of  the  complaint ;  '  •       o     tt  u  x       n 

and  when  an  hon.  Gentleman  acknowledges  that  present  occasion?     He  WOUld  next  caU 

he  htis  made  a  mistake,  and  has  used  expressions  tho    attention   of  the   HoUSe  to  another 

w^hich,  on  reflection,  he  sees  are  not  justified,  it  case    of    very   groat   importance,   which 

is  the  custom  of  Gentlemen  to  forget  them."  occuiTod  in   1844,   when  a  charge  of  a 

Now,  ho  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  sup-  niost  odious  character  was  brought  by 

posed  that  the  House  of  Commons  was  ^r.  Ferrand  against  Sir  James  Graham 

an  Assembly  of  Gentlemen ;    and  they  —a  charge  which  was  unquestionably 

would,  he   thought,   do   wisely  if  they  and  undeniably  false— that  of  using  his 

acted  on  the  advice  which  had  been  influence,   with  other  Members  of   the 

given  in  that  speech  by  the  late  Leader  Uouse,  to  obtain  from  an  Election  Com- 

of  the  House.     Mr.  Disraeli  added—  miltee  a  false  and  fraudulent  Eeport. 

,        ,,  «        ,  ,  It  was  impossible  to  make  an  accusation 

1         I'^^v;"'''^  r""  M '^  ^'^^     v"™^        I  more  odious  or  unfounded ;  and  he  should 

learned  rriend  the  Member  for  rrome.     I  am  j"^*^^^^^"^*'^*  «*a*vrlM*««^*  ,  ^  ***** 

not  here  to  deny  that  it  is  a  broach  of  Privilege  hke  to  observe,  m  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 

to  speak  of  any  Members  of  this  House  in  their  ber  for  West  Norfolk   (Mr.   Bentinck), 

capacity  as  such  in  terms  which  imply  disgra(-e,  ^ho   complained   that  the  consideration 

or.  as  the  hon  Gentleman  said  ignouiiny.     13ut  ^^  ^^^  question   before  the  House  had 

1  must  remind  the  llouse  that  the  expressions  ,  ,  *         i     xi    ^    xi    i.  •     i 

here   used-when   ailmlv  considered-though  ^^*en  delayed,  that  that  was  precisely 

they  may  certainly  justify  notice,  are  still  not  of  the  course  which  had  been  advocated  by 

a  very  extravagant  character."  Sir  llobert  Peel   in    1844.     Sir   Robert 

Mr.  Disraeli  then  proceeded  to  say-  Peel  then  said  that  tlio  case  was  one 

.^mv   v       ^t  whu;h  ought  not  to  be  disposed  of  m  a 

HM  J!'?^^  V/-'^"'^^''  ^^"^  spoke  second  in  the  ^^  ridiculous  as  the  charge  was,  and 

debate  (Mr.  O  Connor  Power)  asks  what  we  on  ^.  .,  i     xt.       r     v  J  xi 

tho  front  Minibterial  IJonch  should  have  dono  if  unanimous   though   the   feolmg  of  the 

this  oxpressiou  hiid  boon  usod  rosi>octing  usP  Uouse    might   be   that   it  was  without 

Sir  William  Harcourt 
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foundation.  Adedsion,  Sir  Bobert  Peel, 
who  was  in  favour  of  the  public  die- 
coBsion  of  tho  conduct  of  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  even  of  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters, contended,  could  not  be  arrived  at 
on  the  question  without  establishing  an 
important  precedent ;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  desirable,  before  coming  to  any  such 
decision,  to  look  back  at  the  Bccords 
which  were  within  reach  of  the  House. 
Considering  the  great  Constitutional 
question  involved.  Sir  Kobert  Peel  went 
on  to  urge  the  necessity  of  pei*fectly  free 
discussion,  and  the  risk  that  a  feeling 
of  indignation  might  prompt  the  House 
to  adopt  some  sudden  course  which  it 
might  afterwards  regret.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers, in  their  individual  capacity,  ought 
to  have  the  means  of  seeing  what  had, 
in  similar  circumstances,  been  done  in 
past  times,  and  be  afforded  an  oppor- 
tunity of  deliberating  as  to  what  ought 
to  be  done  in  the  present.  That,  he 
thought,  was  a  sufficient  answer  to  what 
had  flEdlen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Norfolk.  But  did  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  would  ask,  in  184'l,  decide 
that  a  Breach  of  Privilege  hud  been 
committed?  No,  although  the  charge 
brought  against  Sir  James  Graham  had- 
■either  been  proved  nor  withdrawn,  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  would  not  allow  so  dan- 
gerous a  precedent  to  bo  set ;  but  ho 
made  a  Motion  to  tho  ofToct  that  Sir 
James  Chaham  and  the  other  Member 
named  having  denied  in  their  places 
the  truth  of  the  allegations  made  against 
them,  and  Mr.  Ferrand  having  doeliucd 
to  substantiate  his  charges,  the  House 
was  of  opinion  that  those  charges  were 
wholly  unfounded  and  calumnious,  and 
did  not  affect  in  the  sliglitest  degree  tho 
honour  or  the  characters  of  tho  Mom])ers 
IB  question.  There  was  in  all  that  not 
a  word  about  Privilege,  for  Sir  Kobert 
Peel  was  alive  to  tho  danger  of  passing 
mch  a  Besolution  as  that  which  tlio 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now  pro- 
posed. Ho  would  notpennit  tho  Houso 
of  Commons  to  set  so  mischievous  aii  ox- 
ample,  andput  such  a  restraint  on  thepul)- 
lie  discussion  of  the  conduct  of  Mombors 
of  Parliament.  There  was  alsso  another 
esse  the  Abercromby  Case —  to  wliirh 
he  might  refer,  which  occurred  in  1824, 
when  Lord  Eldon  denounced  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery  a  Member  of  tlio  Houso  as 
having  been  guilty  of  falsehood.  Tho 
matter  was  brought  before  tho  House  as 
a  Question  of  Privilege,  and  was  de- 


bated at  great  length.  Some  very  emi- 
nent persons  were  in  favour  of  pro- 
nouncing the  language  of  Lord  Eldon  a 
Breach  of  Privilege ;  but  Mr.  Canning 
and  Mr.  Pool  wore  opposed  to  that 
course,  and  a  majority  of  the  House 
supported  the  view  which  they  took. 
Those  were  the  three  great  precedents 
on  the  subject ;  and  it  was  clear  from 
them  that,  in  recent  times,  the  House  of 
Commons  had  not  shown  itself  willing 
to  invoke  tho  shield  of  Privilege  for  the 
purpose  of  defending  its  Members  from 
public  criticism.  If  he  wore  to  quote 
ancient  precedents,  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  very 
wisely  declined  to  entertain,  a  rule 
would,  no  doubt,  be  found  to  the  effect 
that  there  could  be  no  criticism  upon 
any  act  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
in  reference  to  his  Parliamentary  con- 
duct ;  and  if  they  chose  to  act  upon 
the  principle  of  Privilege  as  laid  down 
in  Parliamentary  precedent,  to  speak  of 
a  man's  vote,  even  to  publish  his  speech 
or  his  vote,  or  to  criticize  his  vote,  was 
a  ]3reach  of  Privilege.  That  was  the 
only  principle,  if  a  rigorous  course  was 
to  be  adopted,  on  which  the  House  could 
stand.  AH  the  rost  was  a  question  of 
degroo.  It  was  a  question  of  adjectives, 
and,  as  regarded  the  adjectives  of  the 
hon.  Mombor  for  Derby,  they  were  with- 
drawn, and  llioy  had  no  place  in  the 
Itosolution  of  tlio  Chancellor  of  tho  Ex- 
clioqu(»r.  What  thoy  were  asked  to 
athnn  was,  that  criticizing  and  condemn- 
ing tho  conduct  of  an  lion.  Member  of 
tliat  House  was  a  Broach  of  Privilege. 
That  was  how  he  understood  the  Reso- 
lution. It  said  "publishing  printed 
])lacards ;  "  but  ho  assorted  there  was  no 
diU'eronco  in  tho  world  between  a  printed 
])lacard  and  a  speech.  \^Laughter.\  Hon. 
^lomberb  might  laugh  ;  but  a  speech 
generally  was  printed  next  morning, 
and  so  became  a  printed  placard.  Was 
tho  objection,  then,  that  the  matter  was 
printed  in  tho  constituency  croncerned? 
lie  was  sure  tho  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber I'nr  Westminster  di»l  not  object  on 
that  pfround.  Why,  only  a  few  months 
ago  tlio  hon.  and  gallant  (rentleman 
went  down  to  his  (Sir  William  Ilar- 
court's)  ( onstituency  to  criticize  his  con- 
duct, and  to  e-\pr<'ss  opinions  in  refer- 
ence to  hih  Parliamentary  action.  He 
would  not  use  the  word  intimidated, 
because  thi-y  did  not  intimidate  him  ; 
but  he  knew  their  language   was  not 
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encomiastic.  At  any  rate,  a  sort  o£pois$ 
eomitatis  went  down  to  denounce  him  to 
his  constitutents.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Staffordshire  was  one,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Christchurch  (Sir.  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  was  another,  accompanied 
by  a  gentleman  of  whom  he  never  heard 
before — a  Mr.  Alfred  Austin.  They  ad- 
dressed his  constituents  at  great  length. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  :  I 
never  mentioned  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  name  in  my  speech. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Well, 
the  silence  of  the  other  hon.  Gentleman 
of  the  party  might  be  taken  to  mean 
assent  in  their  case.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Christchurch  had,  no  doubt,  too 
much  personal  regard  for  him  ;  but  he 
sat  and  listened  to  what  his  friends  had 
to  say.  Now,  suppose  he  had  come 
down  whining  to  that  House  for  protec- 
tion against  those  hon.  Members,  what 
would  the  House  have  thought  ?  Was 
the  principle  to  be  laid  down  that  no 
man  might  write  or  speak  against 
another  man  in  his  constituency  ?  Did 
it  make  any  difference  whether  the 
statements  were  made  in  a  speech,  a 
placard,  or  a  letter  to  the  newspapers  ? 
bid  it,  moreover,  make  any  dilference 
whether  those  statements  wore  made  by 
a  Member  of  Parliament  or  by  another 
person  ?  All  these  questions  were  raised 
by  the  Eesolution  which  the  Chancellor 
of  tlio  Exchequer  had  submitted  to  the 
House.  If  the  objection  was  that  the 
thing  was  done  in  a  man's  constituency, 
he  would  say  that  a  man's  constituency 
was  the  place  of  all  places  in  the  world 
where  any  charges  against  him  ouglit  to 
be  made.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  no 
complaint  to  make  of  the  Gentlemen 
who  had  gone  to  talk  against  him  in 
liis  constituency.  He  did  not  remember 
the  phrases  they  had  used ;  but  they  cer- 
tainly did  not  intimidate  him.  Those 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  provided  his  con- 
stituency with  an  agreeable  entertain- 
ment, and  they  did  him  no  harm.  He 
was  astonished  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Westminster  (Sir 
Charles  Eussell),  who  was  the  most  gal- 
lant man  in  the  world,  sliould  not  have 
had  more  political  intrepidity  than  to 
come  forward  and  say  he  had  been  in- 
timidated by  these  placards.  The  ques- 
ti(m  was  a  most  serious  one.  It  was  not 
whether  the  words  used  were  or  were 
not  unjustifiable.  They  were  with- 
drawn.     The    question    was,    whether 

Sir  jniliam  Harcourt 


the  Hoase  was  to  dedare  that  printed 
placards — ^nothing  was  said   about  the 
character  of  the  language  of  them,  which 
might  be  the  most  respectable— reflecting 
upon  the  conduct  of  an  hon.  Member  of 
that  House,  constituted  a  Breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  Parliament.     It  seemed  to 
him  that,  in  passing  such  a  Resolution  as 
that  before  them,  the  House  would  be 
striking  a  fatal  blow  at  liberty  of  speech. 
If,  for  instance,  an  hon.  Member  were  to 
make  a  speech  denouncing  another  hon. 
Member  for  obstruction ,  was  the  Member 
so  denounced  to  come  forward  and  to 
appeal,   under    the    protection   of   the 
Chancellor's  Eesolution,  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  House  ?    It  was  too  late  in 
the  day  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
employ  the  engine  of  Privilege  to  smother 
public  criticism  upon  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Members.  He  did  not  say  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  such  an  intention; 
but  that  would  be  the  effect  of  his  Eeso- 
lution.    If  a  Member  of  the  House  used 
language  offensive  to  another  Member, 
there  were  other  ways  of  obtaining  a 
withdrawal  of,  and  redress  for,  the  lan- 
guage.    If  he  refused  to  withdraw  that 
language,  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Ferrand, 
then  the  Member  whose  conduct  was 
impugned  might  be  vindicated  by  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  Members  of 
that  House.     But  when  they  drew  this 
old  and  rusty  sword  of  Privilege  for 
purposes  of  this  character,  then  he  be- 
lieved the  House  would  be  embarking 
in  a  course  which  would  land  it  in  im- 
mense embarrassment,  and  in  which  he 
saw  no  end  of  difficulty.     There  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  its  enforcing  the 
new  doctrine  of  Privilege  against  every 
newspaper  and  every  election  placard. 
The  Eesolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  too  wide  and  too  unguarded, 
and  it  was  absolutely  and  entirely  in- 
consistent with  free  discussion  in  this 
country.     They  had  much  better  trust  to 
the  strength  of  the  House  for  the  vindi- 
cation of  their  character  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  had  been  vindicated  before. 
The  advice  tendered  by  Mr.  Disraeli  in 
1875,  in  Mr.  Lopes's  case,  was  the  proper 
advice  to  be  taken  ;  and,  therefore,  fol- 
lowing the  last  precedent  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  he  would  in  this  case  take 
the  course  lie  fully   believed  the    late 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
have  taken,  and,  on  what  was  now  tho 
substantive  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, move  tho  ''  Previous  Question." 
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Pr09unu    Qusition    proposed,    *'That       The   ATTOENEY   GENERAL  (Sir 

thftt  Qnestion  be  now  put." — {Sir  Wil-  John  Holkeb)  observed,  that,  of  course, 

Umm  Mareourt.)  if  that  were  the  view  of  the  subject 

which  was  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned 

Thb   attorney  general  (Sir  Gentleman  opposite,  he  was  contented 

John  Holkeb)  expressed  himself  entirely  with  it.     He  was  anxious,  however,  that 

ftt  ft  loss  to  understand  from  the  emphatic,  this    question  of  Breach   of   Privilege 

not  to  say  vehement,  speech  of  the  hon.  should  not  be  misunderstood.    He  had 

and  learned  Member  whether,  in   his  been    under   the    impression   that  the 

opinion,  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  debate  on  this  subject  had  been  ad- 

for  Derby  was  or  was  not  a  Breach  of  joumed  in  order  that  search  might  be 

Fririlege.    If  it  was  a  Breach  of  Privi-  made  for  precedents  bearing  on  the  sub- 

lege,  surely  there  was  nothing  unwise  ject.     There  could  be  now  no  doubt  as 

on  flie  part  of  the  House  in  resolving  to  what  the  law  of  Parliament  was  upon 

thnt  it  was  so.    Was  the  House  to  allow  the  subject.      The  law  of  Parliament 

itsPtivileges  to  be  broken  with  impunity?  affecting  the  question  under  discussion 

His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  wished  them  was  laid  down  with  the  greatest  possible 

to  say  nothing  more  about  it;  but  he  clearness  in  the  work  of  Sir  Erskine 

■honld  have  been  obliged  to  his  hon.  May,  who  was  a  great  authority  on  Par- 

and  learned  Friend  if  he  had  declared  liamentary  law ;  and  if  hon.  Members 

explicitly  whether  he  was    of   opinion  would  turn  to  that  work  they  would  find 

that  such  a  placard  as  that  published  the  law  relating  to  that  subject  laid 

by  the    hon.   Member  for  Derby,   re-  down  thus — 

flectinff  upon  the  conduct  of  hon.  Mem-       ..rru  **  ^^  *  ^      w  v        v    i        vi  i 
i"  ^«  \^  i.     TT  •       XV  i.  That  to  print  or  puDbsn  any  books  op  bbels 

bm    Of    that    :^use    in    the    current  reflecting  upon  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of 

Business  of  the  House,   was  a  Breach  Commons,  or  any  Member  thereof,  for  or  rolat- 

Of  Frililege.  ing  to  his  services  therein,  is  a  high  violation  of 

8lB    WILLIAM    HAECOURT   said,  ^e  ^S}^^^  and  privUeges  of  the  House  of  Com- 

ihat  what  he  intended  to  say,  and  what  ^^°^* 

hobeUeredhe  did  say,  was  that  for  any-  Then  the  learned  author  went  on  to  give 

one  to  take  any  notice  whatever  of  the  instances  when  libels  upon  hon.  Mem- 

eonduct  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  in  bers  of  that  House  had  been  punished, 

the  discharge  of  his  duty  in  the  House,  and  that    statement   of   the    law   was 

or  to  comment  in  any  terms  whatever  founded  not  only  upon  usage  and  custom, 

ipon  snch  conduct  or  upon  his  speeches  but  upon  the  express  Resolutions  of  the 

OTTotein  that  House,  was  a  Broach  of  House.     As  a  general  rule,  he   should 

^▼ilege.  not  ask  that  undue  importance  should 

Thb   attorney   GENERAL   (Sir  be  attached  to  Resolutions  of  that  House 

Jomr   Holkeb)    observed,  that   it  was  'vi'hich  were  passed  some  time  ago,  nor 

iBtisfactoiT  to  know  that  the  hon.  and  should  ho  ask  that  the  principle  of  such 

banied  Member  did  consider  that  the  Resolutions  should  be  rigidly  carried  into 

km.     Member    for    Derby    had    been  elTect  on  all  occasions ;  but  he  maintained 

wflty  of  a  Broach  of  Privilege.     Ho  that  such  decisions  of  the  House  should 

had,  however,  understood  the  hon.  and  ^e  treated,  at  all  events,  with  respect. 

leaned  Gentleman  to  cite  a  good  many  Therefore,   when  they  found  that  the 

authorities  with  the  'new  of  establishing  House  had  arrived  at  a  certain  decision 

*H^J5!i7^^'?r^*^ii^J°;.r.^-rT-r»m       •  ^  ^^^^  V^^^^  ^S^>  ^^^7  should   uot  treat 

SB  WILLIAM   HARCOURT    said,  that  decision  as  a  nullity.     Well,  then, 

aatiiis  was  a  very  serious  matter,  ho  ^^^  them  see  what  Resolutions  had  been 
tobed  that  there  should  be  no  inton-  ^,^  f^om  time  to  time  bearing  upon 

tionrf  mimpresentation  or  misumlor-  this  subject.     In  1699,  a  Resoludon  was 

standing  of  the  object  with  which  he  had  passed— 

cited  those  authorities.     He  expressly  ^ 

sUed  that  Mr.  Disraeli  said  Mr.  Justice       "  That  to  publish  the  names  of  Members  of  this 

Lopea'  speech  was  a  Breach  of  Privilege.  "«?»^  and  reflect  upon  Uicieu  and  mii^^^ 

m    flZ    .Ky^        J     •     1.1    X    X  ■!_        r?  their  procoedinurs  in  rarliJiment,  is  a  Droacn  ox 

hot  that  It  was  undesirable  to  take  notice  y^^  prix-iloges  of  this  Uouse." 
d  H.    He  had  cited  those  authorities  to 

that  the  House  of  Commons  fre-  Not  only  publishing,  but  reflecting  upon 

itlj  xeftiaed  to  take  cognizance  of  and  misrepresenting  them.    In  1701  a 

of  Privilege.  Eesolution  was  passed — 

VOL.  OCL.       [toibi)  seroes.]  2  0 
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**  That  to  print  or  publish  any  books  or  libels 
reflecting  upon  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  any  ISIember  thereof,  or  relating  to 
his  service  therein,  is  a  high  violation  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  Parliament.*' 

That  is  a  very  distinct  enunciation  of  the 
Parliament  of  that  day.  The  House 
had  acted  upon  those  Resolutions  ever 
since,  and  Sir  Erskine  May  gave  a  long 
string  of  cases  in  which  persons  found 
guilty  of  Breach  of  Privilege  had  been 
dealt  with  on  the  principle  laid  down  in 
them.  In  many  cases  such  persons  had 
been  dealt  severely  with,  although  he 
was  far  from  saying  that  they  should  be 
severely  dealt  with  in  all  cases.  In  the 
ease  of  Mr.  Ferrand  the  House,  although 
distinctly  of  opinion  that  a  Breach  of 
Privilege  had  been  committed,  did  not 
proceed  further  in  the  matter  on  Mr. 
Ferrand  declining  to  admit  that  what  he 
had  done  was  a  Breach  of  Privilege  or 
to  withdraw  his  expressions.  Then  there 
was  the  case  of  Mr.  Lopes,  which  arose 
in  1875.  Mr.  Lopes  was,  undoubtedly, 
guilty  of  Breach  of  Privilege  of  a  minor 
character  ;  and  he  dared  say  what  was 
done  in  that  case  satisfied  the  justice  of 
it.  What  Mr.  Lopes  did  seemed  to  him 
to  have  been  very  different  from  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plim- 
soll)  had  done.  His  speech  was  de- 
livered some  six  months  before  it  was 
taken  any  notice  of — it  was  said  to 
have  been  an  after-dinner  speech ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  was  of  any  great 
consequence,  and  what  he  said  was — 

"  What  was  the  present  position  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  the  House  of  Commons  ?  They  were 
deserted  by  their  Chief ;  they  were  allied  to  a 
disreputable  Irish  band,  whose  watchword  in 
the  House  was  *  Home  Rule  or  the  Kepeal  of  the 
Union.'  " 

Those  words  were  uttered  in  reference 
to  a  Party  in  this  House,  and  Mr. 
Lopes  was  not  justified  in  describing 
the  Homo  Rule  Party  as  **  a  disreput- 
able band;"  but  if  anyone  had  felt 
aggrieved,  one  would  have  thought  he 
would  not  have  had  waited  six  months. 
[Mr.  Sullivan  remarked,  that  was  be- 
cause Parliament  was  not  sitting  at  the 
time.]  One  would  have  thought  that 
someone  would  have  made  complaint 
long  before  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  brought  the  matter 
under  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth,  who  so  chivalrously  defended 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  the  other 
day,  on  that  occasion  thought  the  speech 

The  Attorney  Oetaral 


of  Mr.  Lopes  was  a  Bieabh  of  Privilege. 
Apparently  the  House  was  of  the  same 
opinion,  and  Mr.  Lopes  made  an  ample 
apology,    on  which  the  then  Speaker 
declared  that  enough  had  been  done  and 
said  in  the  matter,  and  therefore  it  had 
better  come  to  an  end.    Bat  what  had 
been  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  on  ihe  present  occasion  ?    It 
appeared  to  him,  with  g^at    submis- 
sion to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford,  th>sit  there  was  a  great  difference 
between  the  case  of  a  speaker  being 
carried  away  by  the  enthusiasm  of  the 
moment  and  that  of  a  man  who  de« 
liberately  printed   and  published  pre- 
pared matter.    When  they  came  to  con- 
sider what  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
said,  they  found  that  the  very  day  or  the 
day  after  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  had  exercised  the  privilege 
which  every  Member  of  the  House  was 
entitled  to  exercise  without  fear  of  being 
deterred    in    the    performance    of   his 
duty,  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  sat 
down  and  deliberately  penned  a  placard 
and  circulated   it  tlurough  the  City  of 
Westminster  and  the  borough  of  Guild- 
ford,   and    in    that    placard    he    deli- 
berately libelled  those  two  hon.  Gentle* 
men  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of  their 
privilege  in  relation  to  the  current  Busi- 
ness of  that  House.    Now,  could  there 
be  a  question  that  the  matter  contained 
in  that  placard  was  libellous  ?    He  had 
no   doubt  that    the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  wrote  under  a  feeling  of  strong 
excitement.     They  knew  the  enthusiam 
with  which  he  brought  forward  parti- 
cular measures;   and  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  had  no  doubt  that  the  enthu- 
siasm was  justified,  or  justified  to  a  great 
extent  at  all  events.     But  could  anyone 
question  this — that    in  describing  the 
conduct  of  the  two  hon.  Members  as  in 
certain  circumstances  *' inhuman,"  and 
in  other  circumstances  as  **  deg^ding," 
he  intended  to  hold  them  up  to  contempt 
and  to  bring  them  into  disfavour  with 
their  constituents  ?    It  was  one  thine  to 
publish  an  unfounded  libel  of  a  Member, 
and  another  matter  to  quarrel  with  his 
opinions.     The  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
might  have  said  as  much  as  he  liked  as 
to  the  views  entertained  by  his  (the  At- 
torney General's)  two  hon.  Friends  with 
respect  to  the  particular  Bill  which  was 
before  the  House.     He  might  have  con- 
tested their  opinions  with    respect    to 
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•hips  carrying  grain  cargoes,  and  so  on. 
Bat  it  was  not  legitimate  to  publish 
agpainst  a  Member  of  that  House,  in 
reroect  of  the  Business  of  the  House 
and  the  exercise  of  the  privilege  of  a 
Member  with  respect  to  that  Business, 
libellous  matter?  It  was  because  the 
matter  was  not  true  that  it  constituted  a 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House ; 
and  more  because  it  was  designed,  ho 
did  not  say  it  had  the  effect,  to  intimi- 
date hon.  Gentlemen  from  the  exercise 
of  their  privileges.  It  appeared  to  him 
to  be  an  offence  of  a  serious  character ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derbv  had  apologized  in  a  most 
manly  and  candid  way,  and  all  of  them, 
he  thought,  must  sympathize  with  the 
hon.  Member  after  his  most  explicit 
statement.  He  listened  with  very  much 
nleasure  to  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
l>erby  said;  and  he  confessed  that  his 
admiration  for  his  character,  which  was 
gieat  before,  had  been  increased  by  that 
■ftatement.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he  did 
hope  the  House  would  not  come  to  the 
eondunon  that  a  Breach  of  its  Privileges 
—and  a  serious  Breach  of  its  Privileges 
— should  be  committed  without  making 
tome  protest  against  it,  and  recording 
that,  in  its  opinion,  a  Breach  of  Privilege 
had  been  committed.  All  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ohequer  asked  the  House  to  afHrm  was 
that  the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  calculated  as  it  was  to  intimi- 
date the  hon.  Members  to  whom  he  ro- 
ftrred  in  the  exercise  of  their  privileges, 
was  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  that 
House. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  Sir,  I  hope 
the  House  will  have  observed  that  in  the 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General  he  has 
dealt  TOiy  little  with  the  precise  ques- 
tion which  is  before  the  House.  He 
has  endeavoured  to  show  that  there  was 
Dothing  that  was  g^ovous,  or  parti- 
eolarly  grievous,  in  describing  an  im- 
portant section  of  Members  of  this 
boose,  representing  one  of  the  Throe 
Kingdoms,  as  "a  disreputable  band,'' 
sad  that  the  fault  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  was  a  much 
more  grievous  one  than  the  fault  of 
Mr.  Lopes.  That  is  the  conclusion  to 
whieh  we  were  asked  to  come.  But 
that  is  not  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  question  is,  whether  what 
the  House  has  now  done  in  this  matter 
is  foflcisiity  or  whether  it  is  desirable  to 


proceed  further  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  began  his  speech  by 
asking  whether  this  was  a  Breach  of 
Privilege ;  and  I  think  he  got  a  very  full 
answer  from  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William 
Harcourt).  Nobody  doubts  that,  ac- 
cording to  ancient  precedents,  it  is  a 
Breach  of  Privilege.  But  then  there 
have  been  hundreds  of  Breaches  of 
Privilege  in  which  the  House  did  not 
feel,  or  even  imagine,  that  it  would  be 
desirable  to  place  any  specific  Besolu- 
tion  upon  its  Records.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says — *'  If  it  be  a 
Breach  of  Privilege,  why  not  say  so  ?  " 
From  which,  I  suppose,  we  are  asked  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  wherever 
there  is  a  Breach  of  Privilege  there 
ought  necessarily  to  be  on  the  Eecords 
of  the  House  a  Besolution  declaring  the 
Breach  of  Privilege  to  be  committed. 
If  that  were  done,  I  suspect  the  House 
would  have  very  little  time  for  any  mea- 
sures brought  before  it.  I  apprehend 
that  an  Assembly  like  this  august  As- 
sembly is  not  exhibiting  its  strength,  is 
not  adding  to  its  strength,  by  constantly 
showing  that  it  has  strength.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  tends  very  much  more  to 
weakness  in  the  House  of  Commons 
than  to  strength  to  place  such  Kesolu- 
tions  on  the  Eecords  of  the  House  as 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
proposed  to-night.  A  certain  hasty 
charge  was  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  against  two  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House.  The 
Attorney  General  admits  the  enthusiasm 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  and  says 
til  at  he,  no  doubt,  did  this  under  a  pas- 
sionate feeling  against  Members  who 
liad  opposed  the  progress  of  a  Bill 
which  lie  thouglit  essential  to  save  the 
lives  of  some  of  his  countrjTnen.  The 
position,  then,  in  which  we  are  now 
placed  is  this.  The  House  has  had  the 
matter  brought  before  it.  It  has  lis- 
toiited  to  an  entire  withdrawal  of  the 
cliargo  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dorby.  It  has  listened  to  an  equally 
open  acknowledgment  on  the  part  of  the 
two  Gentlemen  whose  conduct  was  im- 
pugned that  they  are  satisfied  with  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has  done 
and  said.  If  that  be  so,  the  question  is 
whether  the  House  of  Commons  should 
not  feel  satisfied  with  what  has  been 
done,  and  should  not  proceed  further  in 
the  matter.    The  characters  of  the  hon. 
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Gentlemen  who  were  concerned   have 
been  cleared  and  have  been  justified. 
In  the  case    to    wbich    my  non.   and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
referred — the  case  of  Mr.  Ferrand — the 
Gentleman  who   got  himself  into  that 
dilemma — I  recollect  being  in  the  House 
when  that  transaction  took  place — made 
no  acknowledgment ;  he  was  totally  un- 
able to  prove  the  charges  ;  the  charges 
were  denied  ;  there  was  not  a  man  in  the 
House  of  Commons  who  believed  those 
charges ;  but  the  House  of  Commons, 
under  the  direction  and  advice  of  Sir 
Itobert  Peel,  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  place  on  record  such  a  Besolution  as 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  asks  it  to  adopt.    It  seems  to  me 
that  precedents  established  by  a  states- 
man of  Sir  Bobert  Peel's  character  and 
long  experience  ought  not  to  be  lightly 
rejected,  even  by   a  majority  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  He  was  their  Leader 
and  guide,  and  neither  before  nor  since 
have  that  Party  had  a  wiser  Minister  at 
their  head  than  was  Sir  Bobert  Peel. 
Now,  surely  every  Member  of  the  House 
will  know  that  the  House  holds  it  to  be 
a  Breach  of  its  Privileges,  and  a  thing 
which  the  House  must  condemn,  if  any 
Member  in  future  follows  the  example 
of  the  hon.   Member  for  Derby.     He 
will  know  that  he  had  better  sleep  a 
night  or  two   before  he  publishes  or 
writes  an  injudicious  placard.     Now,  if 
we  pass  the  Besolution,  we  put  a  new 
weapon  not  in  the  hands  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  prevent   a  Breach  of 
Privilege,  but  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  may  hereafter  be  hostile  to  free- 
dom of  discussion.      I  think  you  will 
lessen,  or  tend  to  lessen,  the  freedom  of 
discussion  in  this  House,  and  the  free- 
dom of  judgment  which  Members  are 
at  liberty  to  express  of  other  Members, 
and  which  persons  outside  are  at  liberty 
to  express  with  regard  to  the  conduct 
of  parties  and  individuals  within  the 
walls  of  this  House.    The  question  is, 
has  the  House  done  enough,  or  has  it 
not  ?    K  you  stop  where  you  now  are, 
have  you  not  done  enough  to  discourage 
the  practice  which  you  have  by  speeches 
on  both  sides,  by  the  acknowledgment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  and  by 
the  common  sense  of  the  House,  con- 
demned ?    I  should  advise  the  House 
to  let  the  matter  rest  where  it  is.    I 


confess  I  was  greatly  astonished  when 
I  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro-  | 

Mr.  John  Bright 


pro- 1 


poee  to  place  on  xeoord  a  Besolution 
of  ibis  kind.  Nobody  denies  that  there 
has  been  a  Breach  of  Priyilege.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  is  not  likely 
to  repeat  the  fault;  no  one  else  will 
be  encouraged  to  repeat  it.  K  the 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  made  a 
complaint  have  nad  their  characters 
cleared,  and  express  themselYes  entirely 
satisfied,  I  would  recommend  the  House 
very  much  indeed  to  adopt  the  Pre- 
vious Question  recommended  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oxford,  and  to  refuse  to  place  on 
their  Becords  a  Besolution  which  they 
must  feel  to  be  unnecessary,  and  which 
can  never  be  used  in  the  future  except 
to  lessen  the  freedom  of  discnssion  and 
the  freedom  of  criticism  on  the  acts  of 
public  men  in  connection  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Parliament. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  remarked,  that  this 
was  no  mere  legal  squabble,  but  a  ques- 
tion of  maintaining  the  high  character 
and  reputation  of  .-the  Mouse;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  hon.  Gentlemen  ouffht 
to  mark  so  emphatically  their  idea 
of  the  proceedings  which  had  been 
brought  under  their  notice  as  effec- 
tually to  prevent  their  repetition.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
pointed  out  the  danger  ana  mischief 
of  being  guided  in  the  matter,  in  any 
degree,  by  vindictive  feelings,  and  he 
agreed  with  every  word  which  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  that  subject ;  but  there  was  another 
point  of  the  question  to  which  he  desired 
to  call  attention,  and  that  was  that  this 
was  not  a  hasty  act  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby.  If  it  had  been, 
he  did  not  doubt  that  the  House  would 
have  exonerated  the  hon.  Member  im- 
mediately ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  be- 
lieve it  was  a  hasty  act,  or  anything  else 
than  a  most  deliberate  act.  Having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  only  three  or  four 
years  ago  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
had  been  guilty  of  an  outrage  of  so  gross 
a  nature  that  he  came  under  the  censure 
of  the  House,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
mark  their  opinion  of  his  conduct  in  as 
emphatic  a  manner  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  proposed.  In  fact,  he 
believed  an  addition  ought  to  be  made 
to  the  Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  expressing  the  censure  of 
the  House  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby.  Such  an  addition  would  have 
his  unqualified  support.    As  far  as  the 
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Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  was  conoemed, 
if  the  ttatements  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  with  reg^ard  to  it  could  be  sus- 
tained— as  he  felt  sure  they  could — ho 
would  be  prepared  to  give  it  his  hearty 
support.  But  in  order  to  prevent  the 
repetition  of  this  kind  of  offence,  which 
was  likely  to  bring  discredit  upon  the 
reputation  of  the  House  out-of-doors,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  mark  their  opi- 
nion of  it  in  the  most  emphatic  manner. 
Mb.  WHITBREAD  desired  to  re- 
iterate that  the  question  before  them 
was  not  whether  the  conduct  of  the 
lum.  Member  for  Derby  constituted 
a  Breach  of  Privilege  or  not,  but 
whethoTi  in  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  as  they  now  stood,  it  was 
wise  of  the  House  to  go  further  in  the 
matter,  and  whether,  in  any  case,  the 
oonree  indicated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  the  safe  and  proper  one. 
There  was  no  doubt  that,  technically, 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  constituted  a  Breach  of  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House ;  but  he  thought  the 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General  was  more 
uplicable  to  the  case  as  it  stood  before 
the  hon.  Member  had  withdrawn  his  ex- 
pressions than  to  the  present  condition 
of  aflTairs.  As  the  two  hon.  Members 
immediately  concerned  were  satisfied, 
he  thought  the  House  might  have  been 
content  not  to  have  proceeded  further. 
It  was  impossible  to  defend  the  action  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby ;  but  the 
nal  offence  consisted,  not  in  the  more 
paUieation  of  a  letter  or  placard  setting 
iDrih  the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
Mocking  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  but  in 
the  adjectives  employed  and  the  motives 
impated.  The  expressions  complained 
of  had  been  withdrawn,  and  had  boon 
aeknowledg^  to  be  undeserved.  A  re- 
farenee  to  dates  would  show  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  had  taken  no 
hag  time  for  reflection,  but  had  acted 
aaeh  more  hastily  than  some  hon.  Moin- 
bws  seemed  to  be  aware.  The  hon.  Moni- 
b«  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
had  referred  to  a  previous  case,  in  which 
the  eondttct  of  toe  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  had  come  under  the  notice  of  tlie 
Honse.  Though  he  could  not  justify 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
'Dmfbfw  now,  or  his  action  on  a  previous 

ion,  he  thought  there  were  circum- 
rhioh  might  have  induced  the 

Gentleman  to  have  refrained  from 
fi  eren  casually,  to  what  for- 


merly occurred.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  was  imbued  with  one  idea,  and 
he  pursued  that  idea  in  a  way  which 
sometimes  brought  him  into .  collision 
with  the  House,  and  under  its  displea- 
sure. The  course  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposed  was  one  on 
which  they  would  do  well  to  pause.  The 
terms  of  the  Motion  seemed  to  him  so 
sweeping  and  comprehensive  as  to  cover 
much  more  than  was  intended.  More- 
over, they  ought  at  least  to  have  the 
Eesolution  put  before  them  in  print. 
They  all  knew  what  an  immense  differ- 
ence was  made  by  the  insertion  or 
omission  of  a  single  word  in  their  Beso- 
lutions  ;  and  they  were  now  asked  to 
make,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  a  most  for- 
midable change  in  the  Privileges  of  the 
House— to  fetter  their  action  and  tie 
their  tongues  for  all  time — by  the  adop- 
tion of  words  they  had  had  no  opportu- 
nity of  considering.  Was  that  fair  to 
the  House?  He  ventured  to  foretell 
that  if  the  Motion  were  pressed  on, 
either  the  Eule  established  by  it  would 
be  abolished  within  a  year  or  loss,  or 
else  it  would  lead  to  a  constant  infringe- 
ment of  what  the  Attorney  General  had 
declared  to  bo  the  Privileges  of  the 
House — yet  an  infringement  which,  in 
many  cases,  nobody  would  take  any 
notice  of. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  thought  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
contradicted  himself.  In  the  commence- 
ment of  his  speech  he  had  admitted 
that  this  matter  was  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege. What  had  been  done  was  de- 
clared to  be  a  Breach  of  Privilege  by 
learned  lawyers  and  by  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters. Nevertheless,  tlie  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbroad)  lioped  to 
carry  the  House  with  him  in  the  hesita- 
tion with  which  he  concluded  his  speech. 
But  it  had  been  admitted  that  it  was  a 
Breach  of  Privilege.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  in  rising  to 
move  the  Previous  Question,  hud  waid  it 
was  true  tliat  this  was  a  Hroacli  of  Pri- 
vilege. But  ho  had  asked,  was  it  wiso 
to  go  on  with  the  matter  ?  He  thought 
it  was  wise,  and  fur  this  roastm.  wliicli 
had  not  before  been  put  to  the  House. 
There  had  been  entered  on  the  Journals 
of  tho  House  the  nature  of  tlie  com- 
plaint made  by  the  two  hon.  Members 
whose  action  had  been  impugned,  and 
that  there  was  upon  the  Table  a  Copy 
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of  the  placard  whicli  oliarged  them  with 
inhuman  and  degrading  conduct.  It 
was  unavailing  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  had  since  withdrawn 
those  statements.  They  remained  in 
the  Journals  of  the  House.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  moved  that,  con- 
sidering the  apology  which  had  been 
offered,  though  a  Breach  of  Privilege 
had  been  committed,  they  should  not 
carry  it  further.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  had  complained  that  greater 
Notice  was  not  given.  But  this  was  no 
new  Kesolution ;  it  was  a  mere  change 
of  words  to  carry  out  the  original  pro- 
posal. But  the  only  question  now  was 
whether  it  was  wise  to  carry  the  matter 
any  further;  but  he  thought  it  was  quite 
impossible  for  the  matter  to  rest  where 
it  was. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby,  acting  under  what 
he  conceived  to  be  some  provocation, 
and  feeling  strongly  on  the  subject 
which  he  had  at  heart,  had  used  lan- 
guage which  no  one  could  justify  or  had 
attempted  to  justify.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  offered  a  full  and  frank 
apology;  and,  under  these  circumstances, 
why  should  the  Government  attempt  to 
put  in  force  a  rusty  machine  which 
would  materially  interfere  with  the 
liberty  of  debate?  No  doubt,  in  one 
sense,  a  technical  Breach  of  Privilege 
had  been  committed.  But  it  would  lead 
to  monstrous  results  if  everything  which 
was  technically  a  Breach  of  Privilege 
was  brought  before  the  House.  Did 
anyone  believe  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  (Sir  Charles 
Russell),  who  carried  on  his  breast  the 
proudest  certificate  of  valour  an  English 
soldier  could  wear,  would  be  intimidated 
by  the  language  that  had  been  used  ? 
He  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  thought  that 
the  less  notice  was  taken  of  the  matter 
the  better ;  and  he  believed  that  the  real 
Privileges  of  Parliament  were  weakened 
rather  than  strengthened  by  discussions 
like  the  present. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard)  said,  that  when  the 
conduct  of  a  Member  was  brought  be- 
fore the  House  it  could  not  be  wiped 
out  from  the  memory  of  the  House. 
What  was  the  House  to  do  ?  Reference 
had  been  made  to  the  supposed  absence 
of  precedent.    But  he  had  looked  into 

Mr.  Mowhray 


the  past  history  of  the  House,  and  he 
had  found  a  precedent  which  did  not  go 
very  far  back  when  they  were  treating 
of  questions  connected  with  that  House. 
A  placard  which  was  printed  in  1810, 
and  which  appeared  in  Hamard,  vol.  zv., 
p.  481,  was  as  follows : — 

"  Windham  aitd  Yorkb.    Bbitxbh  Fobma. 
<<  33,  Bedford  Street,  Covent  Garden, 

**  Monday,  Feb.  19,  1810. 

'<  Question :-— Which  was  a  greater  outrage 
upon  the  public  feeling,  Mr.  Torke'e  enforce- 
ment of  the  standing  order  to  exdude  strangers 
from  the  House  of  Oommons  or  Mr.  Windham's 
recent  attack  upon  the  Uberty  of  the  press? 
Last  Monday,  after  an  interesting  diacossion, 
it  was  unanimously  decided,  that  the  cmiorce- 
ment  of  the  standing  orders,  by  shutting  out 
strangers  from  the  gallery  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  ought  to  be  censured  as  an  insidions 
and  ill-timed  attack  on  the  liberty  of  the  press, 
as  tending  to  aggravate  the  discontent  of  the 
people,  and  to  render  their  representatives  oV 
jects  of  jealous  suspicion.  The  great  anxiety 
manifested  by  the  public  at  this  critical  period 
to  become  acquainted  with  the  pro<M)edings  of 
the  House  of  Ck)mmons,  and  to  ascertain  who 
were  the  authors  and  promoters  of  the  late 
calamitous  expeditions  to  the  Scheldt,  together 
with  the  violent  attacks  made  by  Mr.  Windham 
on  the  newspaper  reporters  (whom  he  repre- 
sented as  'bankrupts,  lottery  office  keepers, 
footmen,  and  decayed  tradesmen '),  have  stirred 
up  the  public  feeling,  and  excited  universal  at- 
tention. The  present  question  is,  therefore, 
brought  forward  as  a  comparative  inquiry,  and 
may  be  jusUy  expected  to  furnish  a  contested 
and  interestmg  aebate. — Printed  by  J.  Dean, 
67,  Wardour  Street." 

Mr.  Yorke,  in  rising  to  call  attention  to 
this  placard,  spoke  of  it  as  a  gross 
Breach  of  the  Privilege  of  Parliament. 
In  consequence  of  this  the  printer  was 
summoned  to  attend  the  House,  and  the 
matter  was  treated  in  this  spirit.  The 
printer  said  that  he  had  no  personal 
knowledge  of  the  placard  in  question ; 
but,  expressing  his  reg^t  at  what  had 
occurred,  he  would  do  his  best  to  make 
amends  by  giving  the  name  of  the  author 
of  tlie  placard  to  Mr.  Speaker.  But  he 
would  tell  the  House  what  had  been 
done.  The  matter  was  treated  as  im- 
portant, and  Mr.  Whitbread  said  that 
it  was  necessary  to  take  some  further 
notice  of  the  offence.  And  the  result 
was  that  the  printer  was  committed  to 
custody  for  one  hour.  The  resolution 
was  arrived  at  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
necessary  to  preserve  and  keep  the  right 
of  free  discussion  in  the  House.  It  was 
not  a  question  of  high-handed  Privilege 
for  the  purpose  of  repressing  discussion, 
as  suoh,  but  for  the  purpose  of  preeery- 
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ing  the  right  of  Members  to  be  free 
from  external  influence  calculated  to  in- 
timidate them  while  discharging  tlieir 
duties.  It  had  been  said  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Colonel  the  Member  for 
Weetminster  was  not  a  likely  man  to  be 
intimidated;  but  should  the  question 
whether  a  particular  individual  was 
likely  to  be  intimidated  or  not  be  made 
the  test  of  a  Breach  of  Privilege  ?  lie 
admitted  that  no  harm  had  been  done 
in  the  present  case ;  but  the  matter  had 
oome  officially  before  the  House,  and 
the  Gk>vemment,  while  not  desiring  the 
punishment  of  the  offender,  asked  for 
ft  solemn  declaration  to  the  effect  that 
to  placard  the  walls  of  a  borough  with 
statements  respecting  something  which 
an  hon.  Memoer  had  done  and  was 
doing  in  the  course  of  Parliamentary 
Bosiness  constituted  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege. They  had  heard  something  about 
musty  precedents.  Well,  the  very  fact 
that  the  precedents  were  musty,  showed 
how  necessary  it  was  to  revive  and  con- 
flrm  them ;  and,  in  the  hope  that  this 
might  be  done,  he  would  support  the 
Besolution  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  said,  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  whether  this 
should  be  treated  as  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege, because,  as  they  were  reminded  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Clinp- 
lin),  the  hon.  ^loniber  for  Derby  had, 
npon  some  previous  occasion,  been 
guilty  of  conduct  which,  in  the  minds 
of  the  hon.  Members  opposite,  was  dis- 
graceful. ["  No,  no !  "J  Ho  understood 
us  hon.  Member  to  have  so  treated  tlio 
question.  They  were  now  asked  to 
place  upon  the  Records  of  the  House  a 
jf  otioh  which  would  dcnouneo  tlie  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  as  a 
Breach  of  Privilege ;  but  in  the  ease  of 
Mr.  Lopes  no  such  course  was  taken. 
The  House  upon  that  occasion  recorded 
its  Motion,  to  the  effect  that  thoy  allowed 
the  Motion  describing  the  action  as  a 
Breach  of  Privilege  to  bo  withdrawn. 
Why  should  not  hon.  Members  make  a 
fimflar  entry  upon  the  Journals  of  tlio 
House  on  the  present  occasion?  The 
diarge  which  was  made  by  Mr.  I^)nc8 
was  a  much  more  serious  one  than  that 
before  them  on  the  present  occasion,  in- 
aamnoh  as  in  the  former  case  no  reason 
was  giTen  for  the  charge,  whereas  tlio 
pound  was  stated  in  the  latter ;  and  if 
ftst  prored  to  be  wrong  the  charge  fell 


to  the  ground.  If,  in  1875,  the  apology 
of  a  Conservative  Member  was  accepted 
by  the  House,  why  was  the  apology  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  to  be  re- 
jected? He  appealed  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  consider  whether  the 
remark  would  not  bo  made  that  Mr. 
Lopes  was  dealt  with  less  seriously 
than  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  because 
the  former  was  Member  of  a  majority 
and  the  latter  of  a  minority.  He  hoped 
that  there  would  bo  no  misunderstand- 
ing as  to  the  ground  upon  which  he 
supported  the  Motion  of  the  Previous 
Question.  A  Breach  of  Privilege  had 
been  committed ;  but  Breaches  of  Privi- 
lege were  committed  every  day.  Every 
leading  article  upon  Parliamentary  sub- 
jects was  a  Broach  of  Privilege ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  necessary  to  take  a 
broad  view  of  the  question.  If  they 
once  held  out  to  hon.  Members  the  sugges- 
tion that  if  anything  was  said  reflecting 
on  their  conduct  it  would  bo  wise  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House 
complaints  would  be  made  every  day. 
He  maintained  that  criticism  on  the  con- 
duct of  a  Member  while  discharging  his 
duties  must  bo  offered  at  the  time  of  the 
discharge  of  those  duties,  or  be  of  very 
little  use.  In  his  own  borouprh  they  did 
nothing  else  than  criticizo  his  conduct, 
finding  holes  in  his  political  character 
and  holding  it  up  to  ridicule.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  they  should  approach 
a  question  of  this  kind  in  a  spirit  which 
would  allow  perfect  and  free  discushion 
of  their  conduct.  Languajj^o  had  been 
used  such  as  no  one  could  defend  ;  but 
an  apology  having  l)(M>n  made  and 
accepted  by  the  hon.  ^lembers  person- 
ally interested,  it  was  scarcely  becoming 
in  the  majority  in  the  House  to  refusu 
to  accept  the  amende  that  had  been 
made. 

Ma.  HARDCASTLE  considered  the 
imputation  thrown  out  by  the  last 
speaker,  that  this  question  was  pressed 
from  I'arty  motives,  was  a  most  un- 
worthy one.  A  great  deal  of  dust 
had  been  thrown  in  the  eyes  of  hon. 
^[embers  by  the  endeavour  to  show 
that  Breaclies  (jf  Privilege  wen^  so  ex- 
ci'edingly  comniim  tlint  tliey  were  com- 
mitted every  day,  notably  by  the  Pr^ss. 
The  only  inference  to  b<»  drawn  fmiii 
this  argument  was  that  a  Breach  of  Pri- 
vilege of  tho  kind  now  being  considmHl 
by  the  House  was  not  distinguishublo 
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from  a  Breach  of  Privilege  by  the  Press. 
To  talk  about  a  Breach  of  Privilege  such 
as  that  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
as  being  no  more  worthy  of  condemna- 
tion than  an  article  in  The  Times  was 
absurd;  and  such  a  line  of  argument 
only  made  it  the  more  necessary  that  the 
House,  by  adopting  the  Motion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  should 
show  that  that  was  not  its  view  of  the 
matter.  The  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  that  a  Notice  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
being  brought  on  after  half-past  12 
o'clock  constituted  anything  like  a  legi- 
timate cause  of  provocation  was  most  un- 
reasonable; and  he  must  express  his  sur- 
prise that  so  high  an  authority  as  the 
ton.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  should  deem  so  serious  an  offence 
as  that  under  discussion  not  deserving  of 
censure,  and  should  bewilder  the  House 
by  advice  of  such  uncertain  sound  that 
he  had  begun  his  speech  by  saying  that 
the  course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  was  a  Breach  of  Privilege, 
and  had  ended  by  saying  that  he  was 
inclined  to  think  it  was  not. 

Thb  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  can  assure  the  House  that,  after 
the  full  discussion  which  has  taken  place, 
I  shall  occupy  its  attention  but  for  a 
very  few  moments  on  this  subject.  Not 
that  I  think  that  discussion  has  been 
at  all  too  full,  for  the  question  is  one  of 
very  great  importance,  and  may  pos- 
sibly influence  the  future  proceedings 
of  this  House.  I  am  very  glad  to  be 
able,  in  consequence  of  what  occurred 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Sitting,  to  deal 
with  the  subject  almost  entirely  apart 
from  any  personal  considerations.  There 
can  bo  but  one  opinion  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  language  which  was  used 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby.  I 
admit,  speaking  for  myself,  I  should 
have  felt  very  considerable  doubt,  even 
if  that  language  had  not  been  with- 
drawn, whether  the  House  would  have 
acted  wisely  in  taking  notice  as  a  ques- 
tion of  Privilege  of  what  has  been  done. 
But  be  that  as  it  may,  the  question  is 
now  before  us;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  has  as  fully  and  frankly 
withdrawn  the  objectionable  expressions 
complained  .of  as  one  could  desire. 
Now,  in  recent  times,  our  oourse  of 
action  has  been  rather  in  favour  of  re- 

Mr.  Ifardcoitle 


laxing  than  straining  preeedents  on  mat- 
ters of  Privilege ;  and  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  there  is  any  precedent 
for  the  House  taking  action  of  this  kind 
after  the  offence  complained  of  has  been 
apologized  for  and  withdrawn  ?  If  there 
be  no  such  precedent,  is  it,  I  would  ask, 
convenient  to  make  a  new  precedent 
while  declining  to  take  any  further  ac- 
tion in  the  matter?  These  are  points 
which  it  appears  to  me  the  Gt>vemment 
would  do  well  to  consider  before  asking 
the  House  to  pass  this  Besolution.  It 
seems  to  me  that  a  Breach  of  Privilege 
has  undoubtedly  been  committed,  and 
we  know  that  the  law  on  the  subject 
has  never  been  repealed,  although 
Breaches  of  Privilege  are  committed 
every  day.  But  we  are  now  g^ing  to  lay 
down  a  new  rule,  and  to  say  that  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
in  publishing  a  placard  denouncing  the 
course  taken  by  certain  Members  of  the 
House  is  calculated  to  destroy  their  effi- 
ciency in  that  capacity.  Now,  I  have 
been  induced  by  tne  cheers  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  on  several  occasions  to 
doubt  whether  it  is  the  publishing  of  the 
placard,  or  the  denunciations  which  it 
contained,  against  which  this  Besolution 
is  aimed,  and  which  constitutes  the 
Breach  of  Privilege.  That  is  rather  an 
important  matter,  as  placards  and  de- 
nunciations are  likely  very  soon  to  be- 
come tolerably  common,  and  it  is  de- 
sirable that  we  should  understand  what 
it  is  we  may  do  or  may  not  do  in  the 
circumstances.  May  we  go  to  the 
borough  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
or  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  and  im- 
peach his  conduct  in  regard  even  to  the 
current  Business  of  the  House  or  not  ? 
It  appears  to  me  that  that  is  a*oourse 
we  should  be  prevented  from  taking  if 
this  Eesolution  were  to  pass.  Are  we 
to  understand,  then,  that  it  is  only  when 
denunciations  of  a  Member  of  the  House 
are  embodied  in  placards  that  they  be- 
come a  Breach  of  Privilege?  I  have 
always  thought  that  one  of  the  most 
useless  of  the  many  useless  election  ex- 
penses which  a  candidate  has  to  incur 
was  the  crowding  of  the  walls  with 
placards  inviting  the  electors  to  vote  for 
a  particular  person.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  however,  seem  to  think  there 
is  some  peculiar  virtue  in  a  placard,  and 
that  denunciations  of  a  Member  printed 
upon  it  are  calculated  to  do  him  serious 
damage  and  to  intimidate  him  in  the 
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difleharge  of  his  duty.  The  question 
waa  not  raised  by  the  Attorney  General 
whether  such  statements  were  true  or 
ialaet  and  the  Besolution  is  also  silent 
on  the  point.  According  to  the  Kosolu- 
tiont  whether  the  placard  be  made  the 
medium  of  false  or  libellous  statements 
or  not,  the  offence  is  equally  one  against 
the  Pirivileffes  of  the  House.  I  think , 
therefore,  that  before  we  come  to  a  vote 
upon  the  subject  we  ought  to  have  fur- 
ther information  from  the  Government 
on  this  point.  We  ought  to  know  whe- 
ther the  nse  of  placards  is  to  be  entirely 
forbidden,  and  whether  we  are  no  longer 
to  express  opinions  on  the  conduct  of 
politi^  opponents  ?  I  believe  that  we 
•hoold  never  have  heard  anything  at  all 
of  this  subject  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
•tronff  and  most  objectionable  language 
eontained  in  the  placard.  But  that  lan- 
guue  is  now  withdrawn,  and  is  not  the 
■object  of  the  Besolution.  The  Eesolu- 
tion  appears  to  me  greatly  wider  than 
the  oocasion  calls  for ;  and  I  think  the 
Houae  would  do  wisely  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford,  and  not 
to  create  what  is,  in  fact,  a  new  precedent. 
Td  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  In  response  to  the  challenge 
of  the  noble  Lord,  I  rise  to  make  a  few 
naccaeary  remarks.  In  the  first  place,  I 
cotizely  deny  that  we  are  making  any 
■aw  precedent.  In  a  case  of  this  sort 
you  must  make  a  precedent  one  way  or 
the  other.  If  you  deal  with  it  you  make 
a  praoedent  in  one  way,  if  you  decline 
you  make  one  in  another.  All  we  pro- 
poce  to  do  is  to  make  a  declaration  which, 
Dj  oniTersal  consent,  is  admitted  to  bo 
a  true  one.  The  question  is  whether  it 
is  desirable  or  not  to  put  any  such  ques- 
tion on  record.  I  must  remind  the  House 
of  what  is  lost  sight  of — namely,  what 
kae  already  taken  place  in  this  case.  In 
the  fint  place,  action  is  taken  by  Mcm- 
hets  of  this  House  in  a  manner  perfectly 
within  the  Bales  and  spirit  of  the  pro- 
etedinga  of  this  House.  That  action  is 
disagreeable  to  a  Member  of  the  House. 
Initfrad  of  taking  the  course  open  to  him, 
aad  which  he  ought  to  have  taken — 
aamely,  to  come  into  the  House  and 
skaUenge  the  conduct  of  those  hon.  Gen- 
flamen — instead  of  asking  for  any  ex- 
p)anation»  which  he  would  have  received 
and  haTO  been  satisfied — as  we  now  find 
that  these  Gentlemen  are  not  open  to  the 
aceoaation  against  them — ^ho  goes  and 
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appeals  from  the  Members  to  their  con- 
stituencies by  a  public  placard.  That 
in  itself  is  a  very  serious  step  to  take  ; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  speaks  of  what  we  are  proposing 
to  do  as  a  restriction  on  the  freedom  of 
debate  I  must  say  that  it  is  decidedly 
the  opposite.  It  is  to  secure  freedom  of 
debate,  and  to  secure  to  Members  full 
liberty  to  conduct  the  Business  of  this 
House  according  to  the  Kules  of  the 
House  and  the  dictates  of  their  own 
consciences.  It  is  very  important  that 
the  following  considerations  should  be 
borne  in  mind.  On  the  day  the  question 
was  put  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
as  to  the  course  he  had  taken,  the  hon. 
Member  not  only  avowed  that  he  had 
put  out  these  placsurds,  but  stated,  in  ad- 
dition, that  such  an  act  was  well  within 
the  Eules  and  principles  of  the  House. 
As  far  as  the  particular  language  was 
concerned,  the  hon.  Member  has,  on 
better  consideration,  withdrawn  it ;  and, 
so  far  as  those  particular  epithets  are 
concerned,  we  have  nothing  to  say  except 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  made  a  proper 
apology,  which  has  been  received  in  a 
proper  spirit  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  con- 
cerned. But  he  has  not  withdrawn  or 
qualified  his  statement  that  in  making 
such  an  appeal  to  the  electors  he  has 
been  doing  that  which  is  within  his 
right.  You  have  the  fact  on  record. 
Now  you  are  going  to  leave  on  record 
that  the  censured  words  were  withdrawn 
on  the  ground  of  their  being  offensive, 
but  that  the  justification  of  the  act 
was  condoned  by  the  House.  That  is 
not  the  position  the  House  ought  to 
take.  This  is  not  a  case  like  that  of 
Mr.  Justice  Lopes,  in  which  language 
Iiad  to  bo  explained  or  apologized  for  in 
the  House.  We  are  not  now  asking  the 
House  to  pass  any  censure  or  to  take 
any  proceedings  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. But  we  do  tliink  it  is  necessary 
that  the  House  should  declare  that  this 
kind  of  interference  with  its  conduct  and 
Business  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  a  record  on  the  part  of  this 
llouHC  that  it  is  a  kind  of  Breach  of 
Privilege  we  cannot  pass  over  in  silence. 
The  noble  Lord  has  said — '*  May  we  put 
out  our  election  notices,"  and  so  forth. 
Tliat  is  not  the  question.  Here  is  a  par- 
ticular offence,  and  we  announce  by  this 
Kesolution  that  this  particular  placard 
was  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  tho 


1 1 39      Parliament— Privihge—      [  COMMONS} 


Xr.  PUwuM. 


1140 


House.  We  are  taking  a  courBe  which 
has  nothing  of  haste  in  it ;  but  one  which 
is  really  essential  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  dignity  and  independence  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  ex- 
planation he  had  just  given,  had  raised 
an  entirely  new  and  distinct  issue  from 
that  which  the  Attorney  General  had 
explained,  and  he  had  made  the  position 
of  the  House  a  good  deal  more  difficult 
and  more  perplexing  than  it  was  before. 
It  was  no  longer  the  printing  of  placards, 
as  opposed  to  the  making  of  speeches 
or  the  writing  of  letters,  which  constituted 
the  offence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  but  interference  with  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  Members  in  regard  to  the 
Business  of  the  House.  Now,  if  the 
Besolution  wore  passed,  what  would 
be  the  practical  result  of  it  ?  Sensitive 
Members  of  that  House  would  be  at 
liberty  to  raise  questions  of  Privilege 
every  day  as  to  newspaper  articles  or 
outside  criticism  of  any  kind,  which  was 
surely  not  a  state  of  things  to  be  en- 
couraged. Those  who  wont  into  the 
game  of  politics  must  expect  occasion- 
ally to  be  censured,  misrepresented,  or 
oven  insulted.  To  pass  Resolutions  con- 
demning the  conduct  of  Members  as 
constituting  a  Broach  of  Privilege  by 
means  of  a  heated  partizan  majority 
would  be  to  bring  the  decisions  of  the 
House  into  contempt.  He  strongly 
appealed  to  the  Government  not  to  press 
this  matter,  and  to  allow  tho  question  of 
Privilege  to  rest  in  its  present  safe,  but 
vague  and  undefined,  position. 

Mr.O*DONNELL  said,  he  must  com- 
plain of  the  unnecessary  delay  which  the 
Government  had  occasioned  by  pressing 
this  subject  forward  in  place  of  proceed- 
ing with  the  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 

Bm. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present; 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL,  in  resuming  his 
speech,  said,  that  he  could  not  but  think 
the  Government  had  made  a  serious 
mistake  in  seizing  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plim- 
soll)  for  the  purpose  of  limiting  the 
rights  of  freedom  of  opinion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  had  obtained  a  re- 
putation for  his   humanity  which,  he 
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thought,  would  long  sarvive  any  paltry 
triumph  of  Her  l&jesty'e  Gbvemment 
either  in  Zululand  or  m  Afghanistan. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Derby  was  misled 
as  to  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  and  g^ant 
Member  for  Westminster  (Sir  Charles 
Russell),  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  in  consequence 
of  the  frequent  declarations  of  the 
Leaders  and  supporters  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  oounted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  did  not 
sympathize  with  the  well-meant  efforts 
of  his  hon.  Friends  to  obtain  an  audience 
for  him,  and  he  would  be  much  obhffed 
if  they  would  abstain  from  them  dunng 
the  remainder  of  his  speech.     He  ad- 
mitted that  the  language  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  was  utterly  in- 
defensible, and  might  well  be  charac- 
terized as  most  coarse  and  violent.    He 
could  find  no  parallel  to  it  outside  the 
language  of  the  Ministerial  Party  with 
reference  to  the  land  agitation  in  Ire- 
land.     The  hon.    Meniber  for    Derby 
could  not  have  spoken  worse  if  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the    Conservative 
Party  denouncing  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.  The  Government  were  for  eoing 
back  to  the  days  of  Toryism   and  the 
days  of  comparative  slavery.    He  denied 
that  the  placard  was  gross  or  libellous. 
What  laughter  it  would  excite  in  this 
country  if  an  Irish  Parliament  sitting  on 
College  Green  were  to  make  a  mere 
question  of  what  one  Member  had  said 
of  another  a  matter  of  such  moment  as 
this  placard  had  been  in  that  House.  Or 
suppose  it  was  posted  on  a  wall,  for  the 
constitutents  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chancellor  of  the  jEiXchequer  to  see, 
that  he  was  not  so  competent  to  lead  the 
House  of  Commons  as  his  distinguished 
Chief  was  to  lead  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  congratulated  the  Ministerial  Party 
on  their  conversion  to  the  policy  of  Ob- 
struction, which  had  received  an  addi- 
tional advocate  in   the   person   of  the 
Chairman   of  Committees — the  Deputy 
Speaker  of  that   House — who  adopted 
that  policy  in   relation  to  the  Ancient 
Monuments  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Maidstono  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock).   What,  he  asked,  must  be  the 
consequence  of  placing  the  Motion  of 
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the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon 
the  Records  of  House  ?  Why,  it  would 
be  found  necessary  to  bring  before  the 
House  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  himself  in  going  to  the  elec- 
tors of  Birmingham  and  endeavouring 
to  prejudice  them  aeainst  their  Kepre- 
■entatives;  it  would  be  necessary  to 
brine  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  before  the  House  for  his 
unworthy  description  of  Members  of  the 
House  as  Circassians  andBashi-Bazouks, 
and  to  act  in  a  similar  way  towards  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  for  his  threat 
"  to  pulverize  obstructive  Members  in 
the  massive  machinery  of  the  House  of 
Commons."  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  charging  the  Government 
with  encouraging  oostructive  tactics  on 
the  part  of  Conservative  Members. 

ILi.  BIGGAB  contended  that  the  Ee- 
solution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  unten- 
able, inasmuch  as  it  would  suppress  all 
naaonable  criticism  upon  the  conduct  of 
boo.  Members  of  that  House.  [The  hon. 
Member  then  recounted  at  some  length 
the  circumstances  out  of  which  the  pre- 
sent debate  had  arisen.]     While  so  en- 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;    House  counted,   and  40 
ibers  being  found  present, 


BIGGAB  resumed.  What  had 
been  done  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dsfbj  (Mr.  Plimsoll),  he  contended,  was 
a  thing  which  was  done  every  day ;  and 
be  (Mr.  Biggar)  himself  had  more  than 
ODoe  found  occasion  to  find  fault  with 
tiie  action  of  some  Members  of  his  own 
Party.  However  the  hon.  Member  for 
Darby  misht  be  hold  to  be  guilty  of  a 
Breach  of  Privilege,  he  had  certainly 
done  nothing  to  bring  upon  himself  a 
ensure  by  the  House.  Nothing  was 
more  common  than  for  newspapers  to 
criticiJEe  unfairly  the  sa}*ings  and  doings 
d  public  men  to  whom  they  wore  politi- 
eaUy  opposed ;  but  was  the  House  pro- 
pared  to  call  to  its  Bar  the  representative 
of  ererj  journal  that  might  in  that  way 
abuse  the  Privileges  of  the  House  ?  The 
kon.  Member  for  Derby  had,  under  t)ie 
dfcumstances,  having  made  an  apology, 
natmrally  supposed,  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
BO  doubt,  that  the  whole  matter  would 
beat  an  end ;  and  it  was  therefore  ungo- 
a«ous  to  propose  a  Besolution  such  as 


that  before  the  House,  which  was  simply, 
he  was  afraid,  an  electioneering  piece  of 
work.  In  fact,  the  proceeding  now  being 
adopted  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  was  purely  a  Party  one,  bearing 
upon  the  General  Election .  The  language 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  was,  in  fact, 
far  less  objectionable  than  some  which 
had  been  used  in  that  House,  and  which 
had  been  upheld  by  the  Conservative 
Party.  [The  hon.  Member  read  at 
length  a  number  of  passages  from  nan- 
sard,  in  support  of  his  views,  in  the  course 
of  which  he  took  occasion  to  express  his 
opinion  that  the  subject  could  be  more 
conveniently  and  appropriately  discussed 
on  the  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill.] 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  BIGGAB  resumed,  proceeding  to 
read  at  length  further  passages  from  the 
Boports  of  the  Debates.  In  the  course 
of  his  remarks,  he  referred  to  an  amic- 
able arrangement  which  he  believed  had 
been  arrived  at  with  regard  to  the 
apology  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby, 
and  to  which  he  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  was 
a  party. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  denied,  as  ho  had  done 
when  first  this  discussion  commenced, 
that  he  had  been  a  party  to  any  such 
arrangement,  and  said  that  notliing  but 
an  unequivocal  apology  would  have  Deen 
accepted. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  he  was  bound  to 
believe  the  lion.  Member.  At  the  same 
time,  there  could  not  be  the  slightest 
doubt  that  negotiations  had  taken  place 
with  regard  to  the  terms  on  which  an 
apology  would  be  accepted.  Ho  was 
sorry  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby  had  not  stood  his  ground.  His 
language,  consid(3riug  the  evidence  then 
before  him,  was  not  too  strong  ;  and  ho 
was  sorry  also  that  he  had  been  involved 
in  negotiations  which  he  believed  had 
taken  place. 

Mk.  CHARLES  LEA\^S  said,  that  lie 
felt  justified  in  calling  the  attention  of 
the  llouso  and  tlie  country  to  what  had 
been  going  on  for  the  past  two  and  a- 
half  liours.  Two  hours  ago  they  had  had 
an  elaborato  discussion  on  tho  subject  of 
Privileges ;  and  now,  with  the  Relief  of 
Distress  (Ireland)  Bill  upon  tho  Paper, 
tho  House  was  still  engaged  on  tho  same 
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matter,  the  interval  having  been  occu- 
pied, with  the  exception  of  time  wasted 
in  three  ineffectual  counts,  by  the 
speeches  of  three  Members  of  that  par- 
ticular section  of  the  House  which  had 
been  most  prominent  and  loud  in  assaults 
upon  the  Government  for  not  attending 
to  Irish  distress.  It  would  be  waste  of 
words  to  deal  with  those  speakers,  or  to 
say  anything  more  than  to  draw  the 
serious  attention  of  the  whole  country  to 
what  was  being  done  in  this  House 
under  the  circumstances. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  ask,  if  it 
was  in  Order  to  threaten  Members  of  that 
House  with  the  indignation  of  the  whole 
country  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  words 
used  were  quite  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  continued, 
that  he  had  intended  to  rise  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening,  but  that  he  was 
anxious  not  to  delay  the  Business  on  the 
Paper.  Since  half-past  10  the  evening 
had  been  wasted  ;  and  he  was  informed 
that  there  was  a  certainty  that,  if  one 
person  did  not  rise  to  prolong  the  dis- 
cussion, another  would.  No  one  ad- 
mired his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  PlimsoU)  more  earnestly 
than  himself;  he  fully  recognized  all 
his  humane  efforts  in  favour  of  British 
sailors;  but  he  could  not  but  see  that 
he  was  sometimes  mistaken  in  the  means 
he  used ;  and  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  periodically  got 
up  these  excitements  in  order  to  keep 
the  question  well  before  the  country. 
He  desired  also  to  call  attention  to  the 
attitude  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  They  had  had  four 
speeches  from  the  front  Opposition 
Bench.  He  would  refer  first  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread),  who  began  by  saying 
yes,  and  ended  by  saying  no ;  however 
great  an  authority  he  was  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, he  could  only  say  that  he  had  quite 
befogged  the  House  as  to  what  his  real 
opinion  was.  Then  they  had  had  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan). 
But  it  was  singular  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
whose  high  character  and  gentlemanly 
feeling  and  dignity  none  admired  more 
than  himself,  had  not  spoken.  The 
noble  Lord  had,  instead  of  takinj;  his 
proper  position  as  Leader  of  the  (5ppo- 
sition,  allowed  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen. 
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tleman  the  Member  for    Oxford    (Sir 
WiUiam    Harcourt)    to    be    the  great 
spokesman  upon    that  oocasion.     The 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  had,  as 
usual,  treated  the  whole  matter  as  a  huge 
Party  joke,   and  then   the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  had  risen  im- 
mediately to  support  him  in  his  view. 
He  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  was  not  sur- 
priseii  at  the  attitude  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers, for  the  House  knew  that  during; 
the  past  six  months  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  been  the  great  professors  of 
political    vituperation    throughout   the 
whole  of  England.     K  anjrthing  like 
constraint  were  to  be  imposed  upon  hon. 
Members  outside  that  KousOi  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  be  the  greatest  suf- 
ferers, for  the  one  had  been  the  most 
Erodigious,  and  the  other  the  most  pro- 
fic,  in  his  censure  of  the  Govemmeni 
David,  it  was  written,  had  said  that  the 
fool    said    in  his  haste    that  all  men 
were  of  a  certain  class ;  and  they  could 
not  read  a  single  letter  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  without  find- 
ing that  he  declined  the  vague  impar- 
tiality implied  by  David,  and  employed 
a  certain  designation,  not  for  the  world 
in  general,  but  for  his  own  political  op- 
ponents.    As  to  the  hon.  and   learned 
Member  for  Oxford,  he  had  not  been 
fortunate  in  the    precedents  which  he 
had  cited  to  the  House — especially  in  the 
caso  of  Lord  Eldon  and  Mr.  Abercromby. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  pointed 
out  that  no  censure  was  passed  on  that 
occasion.      But  why   was    no    censure 
passed  ?    Simply  because  the  House  of 
Commons  did  not  wish  to  come  into  con- 
flict with  the  House  of  Lords.     What 
was  the  second  case  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member?     Why,  the 
case  of  Ferrand,  a  most  exceptional  and 
violent  case,  in  which  the  censure  of  the 
House  was  not  passed,  because  the  case 
was  so  extreme  that  all  the  censure  that 
the  House  could  have  passed  would  have 
been  inadequate.    The  third  case  referred 
to  by  hon.  Members  opposite  was  that 
of  Mr.  Lopes.     There  could  be  no  more 
unfortunate  analogy  than  that   drawn 
between  that  case  and  the  present  one, 
for  in  the  former  the  alleged  offence  was 
committed  when    Parliament   was   not 
sitting,  by  a  Member  speaking  of  the 
conduct  of  a  class  of  persons  and  deal- 
ins  with  their  general  character  as  poli- 
ticians ;  and  that  was  compared  with  the 
case  before  the  House,  which  was  not 
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one  of  Tarbal  Blander.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  had  asked, 
in  the  theatrical  way  he  was  so  fond  of 
aasuming  since  he  had  enjoyed  the  ad- 
Tantage  of  a  seat  on  the  front  Opposi- 
tion Sench,  whether  the  House  * '  drew 
the  line  at  placards?  "  Of  course,  they 
drew  the  une  at  placards.  Was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Q^ntleman  not  lawyer 
enough  to  know  the  great  di£Perence  be- 
tween oral  and  written  or  printed  slan- 
der? Written  language  necessitated 
deliberated  action,  and  was  evidence  of 
malice.  In  the  matter  before  them  they 
■hould  not  only  consider  the  issuing  of 
the  placard,  but  the  circumstances  imder 
wliich  it  waa  issued.  In  this  case,  it  had 
been  issued  at  the  very  time  a  Notice 
wee  on  the  Order  Book  that  the  second 
tending  of  the  Bill  in  question  should 
be  taken  that  day  six  months ;  that  No- 
tioe  baring  been  given  by  a  Member 
who  bad  aa  much  right  to  take  that 
eonne  aa  the  particular  Member  had  to 
put  down  the  second  reading.  Suppos- 
ing the  case  had  referred  to  a  Member 
wkoee  constituency  was  500  miles  away 
from  London,  what  would  have  been  his 
fint  impulse  ?  NVhy,  to  rush  o£P  to  his 
sonstitnents  and  endeavour  to  justify 
Us  actions,  thereby  absenting  himself 
from  his  Parliamentary  duties,  which  it 
night  be  at  the  time  most  necessary  for 
him  to  attend  to.  No  doubt,  the  Hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  had 
panned  his  course  with  the  view  that  it 
would  be  palatable  to  those  of  whom  ho 
had  made  himself  a  distin^ished  patron. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had,  on 
reeent  oocasions,  displayed  tender  feel- 
ings towards  hon.  Members  of  a  certain 
dass  below  the  Gangway,  and,  having 
tiie  gift  of  prophecy,  he  felt  tliat  the 
eeaOp  if  eensure  were  passed,  might  bo 
npUeable  at  some  future  time  to  his 
Uoine  Bule  Friends.  Well,  he  (^Ir. 
Cheiles  Lewis)  hoped  the  speech  of  the 
hen.  and  learned  Member  might  have 
the  effect  of  cementing  the  union  be- 
tween the  branches  of  the  Liberal  I'arty 
more  suooessfully  than  in  two  ininortnnt 
eoostituencies  in  which  the  public  hnd 
latslj  taken  much  interest.  He  thought 
tiie  House  should,  in  the  ca^e  before  it, 
tske  such  steps  as  would  discourage  per- 
sons from  following  a  course  similar  to 
thai  followed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby.  They  all  knew  the  generous 
imlincs  which  actuated  that  hon.  Meni- 
bsr;  fini  it  waa  not  to  be  endured  that 


from  time  to  time  such  a  mode  of  pro- 
moting particular  measures  should  be 
pursued  in  or  out  of  Parliament.  The 
question  had  not  been  raised  as  a  Party 
question  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House ;  but  the  action  of  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  been  such 
as  to  render  impossible  what  was  usual 
on  similar  occasions — namely,  the  union 
of  the  front  Opposition  Benches.  He 
(Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  himself  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  taken  a  most 
lenient  course  in  bringing  forward  the 
Motion,  for  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  it  would  be  a  most  unfortunate 
thing  if  they  were  to  have  a  Court  of 
Appeal  outside  the  House,  in  which 
violeDt  appeals  could  be  made  to  their 
constituents,  their  conduct  described  as 
inhuman,  and  their  character  degraded, 
while  the  House  remained  quiescent  and 
refrained  from  vindicating  its  honour 
and  integrity. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
had  taken  part  in  so  many  abortive  de- 
bates on  questions  of  Privilege,  that  he 
would  not  have  risen  but  for  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down (Mr.CharlesLewis).  Thehon. Mem- 
ber had  made  very  desperate  efforts  to 
catch  the  ear  of  the  whole  country  since 
the  commencement  of  the  i)re8ent  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament ;  but  ho  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  did  not  suppose  that  the  at- 
tempt he  had  just  made  would  meet 
with  any  larger  measure  of  success 
than  the  previous  ones.  Tlie  hon.  Gen- 
tleman adopted  a  stylo  of  reasoning  by 
which  the  country  was  not  likely  to  be 
caught,  and  the  House  had  had  another 
example  of  it  that  evening.  The  judg- 
ment of  the  country  would  not  be 
founded  on  the  conduct  of  his  Colleagues 
in  that  debate,  but  upon  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr. 
Plimsoll),  and  the  perusal  of  the  debate 
that  followed  it.  If  a  proposition  was 
firmud,  it  was  sound  independently  of 
the  authonty  up<m  which  it  was  enun- 
ciated. While  charginp^  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis) 
with  having  a  vtjry  short  memory,  he 
must  say  that  lie  agreed  with  him  in 
tliinking  that  the  prcs<»nt  case  and 
that  of  Mr.  Lopes  were  not  parallel, 
but  for  a  dillcrent  reason.  The  cas«}8 
were  not  paralh'l,  because  the  offence 
committed  by  Mr.  Lopes  was  imjusti- 
hable ;  the    great  distinction   between 
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the  offences  being  that,  while  the 
language  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
referred  only  to  the  policy  and  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  G-entlemeny  the  language  of 
Mr.  Lopes  referred  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
themselves,  whom  he  characterized  as 
a  disreputable  Irish  band.  The  country, 
he  felt  satisfied,  would  not  fail  to  see 
that  all  the  excitement  which  had  been 
displayed  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
was  nothinc;  more  than  a  storm  in  a  tea- 
pot ;  and  if  there  was  no  ulterior  motive 
for  censure  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  then  the  House  of  Commons  had 
never  been  engaged  in  a  more  futile 
debate  than  that  in  which  they  had  been 
engaged  since  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer submitted  his  Besolution.  A 
peculiarly  offensive  libel  on  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  appeared  in  The  Globe 
newspaper;  but  when  the  matter  was 
brought  before  the  House  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  in  no  hurry 
to  reprove  the  libeller.  The  fact  was  the 
Government  had  engaged  themselves  in 
an  impossible  undertaking.  They  had 
two  different  measures  of  Parliamentary 
liberty  which  they  attempted  to  apply ; 
in  the  one  case  as  regarded  the  language 
which  hon.  Members  might  use  in  debate, 
and,  in  the  other,  as  regarded  the  ex- 
tent to  which  obstruction  might  proceed ; 
but  he  warned  them  that  they  had,  in  the 
present  instance,  entered  upon  a  useless 
contest.  Outside  the  House,  those  for 
whom  he  spoke  had  learned  from  them 
the  lesson  of  force ;  while  many  inside 
the  House  had  learned  from  them  a 
lesson  in  obstruction  which  they  were 
not  likely  soon  to  forget.  As  to  in- 
decency of  language,  he  had  beard  of  a 
time  in  the  history  of  the  House  when 
an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
think  it  beneath  him  to  squeal.like  a  cat ; 
but,  be  that  as  it  might,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  never  allow  itself  to  be 
made  the  tool  and  instrument  of  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  suppression  of  free  cri- 
ticism on  the  conduct  of  public  men. 
The  language  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  was,  no  doubt,  strong,  and  out  of 
all  proportion  to  the  conduct  which  it 
was  intended  to  condemn,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  language  which  should  not  have 
been  used ;  but  it  nevertheless  did  not, 
in  his  opinion,  in  the  slightest  degree  go 
beyond  that  which  was  his  privilege  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
did  not  transcend  that  for  which  pre- 
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cedent  existed ;  and  he  challenged  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  produce  one  that 
would  justify  the  oensore  they  sought 
to  pass. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  explained,  that  if  he 
had  during  the  progress  of  the  debate 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  were 
not  40  Members  present,  he  had  done 
so  from  a  Parliamentary  point  of  view, 
deeming  it  rieht  that  there  should  be  a 
sufficient  nuniber  of  Members  in  attend- 
ance to  admit  of  the  disoossion  being 
conducted  with  advantage.  As  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis),  he  thought  tiiie  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plunsoll)  might 
well  sav  of  him,  **  Save  me  from  my 
friends  f"  The  hon.  Member  for  Derby, 
in  calling  the  attention  of  the  consti- 
tuency  of  Westminster  to  the  action  of 
their  Member,  had  done  a  great  public 
service,  and  no  more  than  was  daily  done 
by  other  hon.  Members  of  the  Hoobo. 
He  hoped  the  Previous  Question  wonld 
be  earned.  

Sib  GEOEGB  BOWTEE  regretted 
that  this  should  have  been  made  a  Party 
question,  seeing  that  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  were  equally  interested  in  up- 
holding the  dimity  and  independence  of 
the  House  and  the  freedom  of  debate. 
There  was  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  had  been  guilty 
of  a  Breach  of  Privilege,  and,  every- 
body being  agreed  upon  that  point,  he 
should  have  thought  the  matter  might 
well  have  ended  with  the  hon.  Member's 
apology.  The  law  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject  was  perfectly  dear.  Anything 
that  was  done  with  the  intent,  or  that 
was  calculated  to  intimidate  Members  of 
the  House  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty, 
was  a  Breach  of  Privilege.  The  law  of 
Parliament  being  clear,  it  did  not  seem 
to  him  to  require  a  special  Besolution  of 
the  House  such  as  that  proposed  by  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  declare  it.  The  GK>- 
vemment  would  have  acted  more  wisely 
if  they  had  declared  the  law  on  the  sub- 
ject  to  be  clear,  and  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  re-assert  it.  It  was  a  pity 
that  some  hon.  Member  of  influence  did 
not  point  to  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty 
into  which  they  had  got  and  prevent  a 
further  waste  of  time.  Matters  of 
Privilege  should  be  kept  apart  from 
Party  questions ;  and  if  a  division  were 
taken  on  the  Besolution  the  force  of  the- 
decision  of  the  House  would  be  weakened. 
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Bm  JOSEPH  M'KENNA,  in  oppos- 
ing the  Motion,  said,  he  thought  that  the 
terms  of  the  placard,  although  objec- 
tionable, did  not  amount  to  a  Broach  of 
the  Priyileges  of  the  llouse. 

Mr.  W^^JDDT  said,  that  as  one  of  the 
latest  importations  to  the  House,  ho  had 
had  to  g^  through  a  course  of  treatment 
a  great  deal  worse  than  that  which  had 
been  complained  of  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Westminster  (Sir 
Charles  Bussell)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ghiildford  (Mr.  Onslow) ;  and  al- 
though  he  had  been  subject  to  so  much 
of  it  his  health  was  certainly  unim- 
paired. He  could  not  but  think  that 
too  much  had  been  made  of  this  placard 
warfare,  and  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  had  complained  looked 
in  as  good  health  as  he  (Mr.  Waddy) 
did.  Certainly  the  language  complained 
ol  was  severe,  and  was  unjustifiable ;  but, 
after  all,  it  was  gross  flattery  compared 
with  the  statements  which  had  been  made 
about  himself  in  a  placard  warfare  in 
Sheffield  about  two  months  ago.  How- 
erer,  he  had  survived  that  language,  as 
all  of  them  would  survive  similsur  lan- 
guage if  it  were  applied  to  thom.  He 
Uiought  that  it  would  have  been  hotter 
tot  eaeh  of  the  two  Members  who  had 
eomplained  of  the  language  of  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  to  have  said  to  him- 
self, Virtute  med  me  inrolvo,  and  to  have 
lefinained  from  complaining.  He  thought 
that  the  waste  of  time  incurred  over  tho 
Motion  was  entirely  owing  to  the  Ho- 
iolntion  of  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Excho- 
quer,  and  that  the  Resolution  wan  calcu- 
lated to  produce  a  false  impression  in  the 
eoontiy.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Ferrand, 
which  had  been  quoted,  that  Gontlcuuin 
had  stood  to  his  guns,  and,  although  his 
language  was  most  improper,  had  ro- 
ftiaed  to  apologize,  and  in  that  case  tho 
House  took  no  stops  against  him ; 
whareas  in  this  instance  a  retractation 
had  been  offered,  and  yot  they  had  a  Eo- 
■olution  which  asked  the  House  to  call 
bold  words  to  be  a  Broach  of  Privilege, 
which  everybodyadmitted  to  be  a  Breach 
of  Privilege.  The  speech  of  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Londonuerry  (Mr.  Charles 
Lewis)  was  of  a  most  extraordinary  cha- 
noter.  Beeause  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  1  Lar- 
eourt)  and  the  right  hon.  Gontlonian  tlie 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Jolin 
Bright)  tried  to  save  the  Uouso  from  be- 
*^*~'        Y^y  passing  tho  pro- 


posed Vote  of  Censure,  the  hon.  Member 
charged  them  with  dealing  as  partizans 
with  this  matter.  He  felt  compelled  to 
make  tho  observation,  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry,  that 
whenever  anything  like  justice  was  at- 
tempted to  be  supported  by  certain  hon. 
Members  of  the  House,  there  were  cer- 
tain other  hon.  Members,  and  also  cer- 
tain organs  of  public  opinion,  who  tried, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  make  political  capi- 
tal out  of  the  matter  by  misrepresenting 
the  views  and  opinions  so  expressed. 
The  secret  was  that  the  General  Election 
was  approaching,  and  it  was  thought  that 
a  good  cry  against  the  Liberals  would  be 
that  they  were  going  in  for  Home  Bule, 
when  it  was  known  that  that  was  untrue. 
It  was  said  for  a  purpose,  and  it  was 
said  for  a  purpose  which  was  unworthy 
and  unfair.  He  accused  the  Government 
of  obstructing  the  Business  of  the  House 
by  the  Eesolution,  and  contended  that 
the  matter  had  assumed  an  importance 
which  it  did  not  possess  originally,  but 
only  since  tho  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  difficulty  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  the 
charge  was  made  by  placard.  Now,  as 
he  (Mr.  Waddy)  had  already  said,  he 
had  had  placards  denouncing  him  a  few 
weeks  ago,  but  ho  did  not  disturb  him- 
self about  them  ;  and,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleinou  opposite  would  allow  him  to  say 
so,  lie  thought  they  did  not  trouble  them- 
selves 80  much  about  them  as  they  ap- 
peared to  do.  In  conclusion,  ho  hoped 
that  some  moans  might  bo  devised  by 
which,  without  losing  their  dignity,  and 
without  attempting  to  hunt  to  the  death 
an  hon.  Member  who  had  done  all  ho 
could  in  the  matter,  they  could  avoid  the 
painful  and  unworthy  conclusion  at 
which  tliey  wero  asked  to  arrive. 

Siu  II.  DKUMMOND  WOLVF  said, 
ho  did  not  wonder  at  tho  remarks  which 
had  boon  made  by  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Waddy),  as  he 
had  been  returned  to  that  House  by  the 
Home  Kulo  votes,  and  in  the  speech 
which  he  had  just  delivered  had  spoken 
in  deference  to  his  supporters. 

Mu.  WADDY  rose  to  Order.  He  wished 
to  ask  ^Ir.  Speaker  whether  any  hon. 
Memb(»r  had  tho  rij;ht  to  impute  to  him 
unworthy  motives,  or  that  ho  had  been 
instij^ated  by  other  motives  than  those 
that  were  right  and  patriotic ;  and  also, 
whether  the  lion.  Member  was  entitled  to 
say  that  what  ho  had  done  was  in  dofer- 
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enoe  to  a  certain  olass  of  his  const!- 1 
tuents? 

Majoe  O'GORMAN  hoped  that  the 
Speaker  would  not  answer  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  listened  very  at- 
tentivelj  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ghristchurch,  and  I  cannot 
say  that  there  appeared  to  be  anything 
in  those  observations  which  was  out  of 
Order. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  did  not  mean  to  imply  that,  in  es- 
pousing the  Home  Rule  cause,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Waddy)  had  been  guilty  of  want  of  pa- 
triotism. As  to  the  charges  made  against 
him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  he  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  WolflP)  denied  that  he 
had  acted  in  the  manner  imputed  to 
him,  or  had  tried  to  set  the  constituency 
of  Oxford  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  There  was  no  analogy  be- 
tween the  speeches  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster 
(Sir  Charles  Russell)  and  himself  at  Ox- 
ford to  which  the  .hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  had  referred  and  the 
question  now  before  the  House.  With 
respect  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  PlimsoU),  whose  advocacy  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine  had  excited  general 
admiration,  he  had  never  taken  up  a  de- 
cided position  either  for  or  against  his 
Bill.  Ho  had  never  taken  up  a  position 
against  any  hon.  Member  of  that  House ; 
and  as  to  the  speeches  made  by  the 
Home  Rule  Members  of  that  House 
they  were  very  amusing,  and  lie  did  not 
object  to  them.  He  considered  that  the 
House  was  bound  to  record  its  emphatic 
protest  against  the  course  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  Opposition  on  that 
occasion. 

Mr.  CHAMBERTAIN  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Christchurch  (Sir  H, 
Drummond  Wolff)  had  been  a  little 
mixed  in  his  argument.  He  could  not 
see  what  Home  Rule  had  to  do  with  this 
question.  The  Opposition  had  been 
blamed  for  failing  to  see  the  distinction 
between  newspaper  articles  containing 
comments  upon  hon.  Members,  and 
such  conduct  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Mr.  PlimsoU).  They 
saw  the  distinction  plainly  enough ;  what 
they  complained  of  was  that  no  distinc- 
tion was  made  in  the  Resolution.  If 
hon.  Members  wanted  to  censure  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Derby  the  Beoolntioii 
did  not  go  far  enough,  for  there  was  no 
censure  of  the  hon.  Member  contained 
in  it ;  but  if  they  wanted  to  lay  down  a 
principle  for  the  future  the  Resolution 
would  apply  as  well  to  an  article  in  a 
newspaper  as  to  the  placard  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby.  Provinoial  news- 
papers were  accustomed  to  pnbliah  what 
were  called  ''London  Letters,"  which 
largely  consisted  of  remarks  upon  the 
personal  conduct  of  hon.  Members.  He 
had  himself  seen  an  amusing  letter  (tf 
that  description  in  TkeNBweottU  ChronicU^ 
which,  he  understood,  was  contributed 
by  a  Member  of  that  Hoose.  If  the 
precedents  quoted  to  them  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  were  worth  anything, 
they  should  send  for  the  printer  of  the 
placard  and  hand  him  over  to  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  for  a  week, 
and  then  commit  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  to  Newgate.  They  were  to  have 
considered  to-night  some  Resolutions 
dealing  with  obstruction ;  but  the  Gk)- 
vemment  came  down  and  created  new 
sources  of  obstruction,  of  which  he  ven- 
tured to  say  they  would  not  hear  the  last 
for  some  time.  If  it  were  carried,  evexy 
Member  would  bo  entitled  to  appeal  to 
it,  and  ask  the  House  to  declare  that  a 
Breach  of  Privilege^had  been  committed 
in  almost  every  newspaper  in  the  Eang- 
dom. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  no  one  would 
complain  of  any  remarks  made  in  these 
**  London  Letters,"  however  foolish  they 
might  be ;  but  it  was  a  very  different 
thing  when  an  hon.  Member  of  that 
House  appealed  during  the  Session  to 
the  electors  of  a  particular  constitaen<^ 
as  to  the  action  taken  by  a  Member  with 
regard  to  a  Bill  before  the  House,  and 
endeavoured  by  an  unconstitutional 
course  to  intimidate  that  hon.  Member. 
There  was  no  analogy  between  the  two 
cases.  He  repeated  that,  as  far  as  he  was 
personally  concerned,  he  was  thorouffbly 
satisfied  with  the  repudiation  of  thenon. 
Member  for  Derby ;  but  he  thought  it 
due  to  the  dignity  of  the  House  to  pass 
the  Resolution,  of  which  he  cordially 
approved.  In  order,  however,  that  no 
one  might  think  he  was  actuated  by 
vindictive  feelings,  strong  as  was  his 
conviction  that  a  gross  Broach  of  Privi- 
lege had  been  committed,  he  should  de- 
cline to  vote  for  the  Motion,  and  should 
absent  himself  from  the  House  during 
the  division. 
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Mb.  SXTLLIYAN  said,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  a  Breach  of  Privilege  had  been 
committed.  The  articles  which  would 
be  published  to-morrow  morning  in  the 
newspapers  in  reference  to  the  present 
debate  would  also  be  a  Breach  of  Privilege. 
But  were  they  acting  wisely  in  depart- 
ing from  moaem  precedent  and  taking 
notice  of  the  placard,  even  though  it 
were  admitted  to  be  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege ?  Technically,  it  was  a  matter  de- 
•ening  censure  for  anybody  to  hold  up 
tke  conduct  of  any  hon.  Member  to 
cenrare ;  but,  of  late  years,  the  House 
had  alway  shrunk  from  doing  what  they 
were  asked  to  do  that  night.  Breaches 
of  Privilege  such  as  that  complained  of 
were  committed  every  day.  Why,  he 
oonld  name  seven  jouimals  in  which  the 
oondact  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ghreenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
in  oonneotion  with  the  Eastern  Question 
was  described  as  traitorous,  and  some  20 
jonmals  in  which  the  action  of  certain 
non.  Oentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House 
was  declared  to  be  degrading  to  honour- 
able institutions.  Yet  the  word  **  de- 
grade "  was  the  very  one  relied  upon  in 
ttie  ease  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  Flimsoll).  He  feared  that  the  effect 
of  what  was  proposed  to  be  done  that 
nigbt  would  oe  to  place  a  dangerous 
weapon  in  the  hands  of  a  strong  majo- 
rity in  the  House  against  a  minority. 
There  were  three  recent  cases  in  which 
the  House  had  shrunk  from  voting  ccn- 
•ore  or  punishment  after  the  receipt  of 
u  apology.  The  first  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  Aaton,  who  was  not  a  Member  of 
tiie  House,  and  the  last  that  in  which 
ihm  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
(yiXmnell)  was  concerned.  lie  (Mr. 
BnUiyan)  had  been  denounced  himself 
in  placards  ;  but  he  should  have  felt  that 
he  wae  trifling  with  the  time  of  the  House 
if^  although  technically  he  would  bo 
within  his  right  in  doing  so,  ho'liad 
brought  the  matter  under  its  notice. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (^Ir. 
fiharleii  Lewis),  who  had  unhappily  a 
hafaat  of  making  violent  speeches  iu  that 
Honae  and  running  away  the  moment 
he  had  made  them,  nad  referred  to  the 
preeedenta  which  had  been  quoted  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
{Sir  William  Harcourt) ;  but  the  manner 
m  which  he  had  dismissed  them,  as  not 
bearing  upon  the  present  case,  was,  he 
thooghty  aearcely  worthy  of  serious  con- 
■daiatimi.    Yet  such  were  the  arg^- 
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ments  on  which  the  House  was  asked 
to  agree  to  a  Hesolution  which  would 
inflict  a  heavy  blow  on  the  precious 
privilege  which  for  many  years  Par- 
liament had  enjoyed — the  most  scrupu- 
lous respect  for  the  rights  of  minorities. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  he  might 
add,  had  never  consulted  him  in  the 
matter.  If  he  had  done  so  the  placard 
would  never  have  been  issued.  He  had, 
however,  urged  his  hon.  Friend  to  apo- 
logize to  the  House  for  what  he  had 
done,  and  he  regretted  exceedingly  that 
the  House  had  not  responded  to  his 
apology  in  a  proper  spirit.  He  implored 
them,  before  it  was  too  late,  not  to  take 
a  course  which  would  not  only  be  un- 
generous towards  his  hon.  Friend,  but 
hurtful  to  the  liberties  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  that 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  offence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  in  publishing 
the  placards  was  about  as  bad  a  one  as 
could  be  committed  against  a  Parlia- 
mentary Colleague.  If  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  the  frankness  of  his  heart,  had 
not  made  the  ample  apology  he  had 
done,  he  should  have  felt  compelled  to 
have  given  his  vote  in  justification  of 
the  character  of  the  two  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  were  aspersed  by  the 
placard.  Although,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  had,  so  far  as  he  was 
personally  concerned,  condoned,  in  the 
most  ample  manner,  his  offence,  now, 
for  some  reason,  which  it  was  worth 
while  inquiring  into,  the  question  had 
not  been  allowed  to  drop  in  the  manner 
in  which  questions  were  usually  allowed 
to  drop  in  that  House  after  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  transgressed  had 
made  his  peace  with  his  Colleagues. 
There  was  one  thing  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  which  had  particularly  struck 
him,  and  which  appeared  in  the  observa- 
tions of  the  two  hon.  Members  who  had 
been  aspersed.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
tlie  question  of  Privilege  of  Parliament, 
when  raised,  should  be  fought  out  upon 
the  most  lofty  principles.  But  anyone 
who  had  listened  to  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  ond  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  and  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  could  not  help 
being  struck  with  the  fact  that  the 
gravamen  of  the  offence  in  their  eyes 
seemed  to  be  that  the  placards  had  been 
circulated  amongst  their  constituents. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  had 
spoken  of  ''  his  borough,"  as  if  it  were 
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a  kind  of  possession  of  his.  The  offence 
had  been  against  the  dignity  and  in- 
dependence of  Parliament ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  low  ground 
on  which  to  pass  a  Resolution,  which 
might  be  attended  with  most  awkward 
consequences,  that  harm  had  been  done 
with  the  constituents  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers. No  Parliamentary  precedent  had 
been  quoted  which  exactly  fitted  in  the 
present  case.  The  offence  of  Mr.  Lopes 
was  one  which  did  not  at  all  resemble 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby. 
Mr.  Lopes  spoke  of  a  Party,  not  of  an 
individual,  as  **  disreputable,"  an  epi- 
thet which  had  often  been  applied  to 
Parties  on  either  side  of  that  House. 
He  had  heard  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  frequently  called 
**  disreputable  Tories ; "  but  he  did  not 
suppose  that  they  cared  the  least  about 
it.  It  was  not  right,  however,  that 
any  hon.  Member  should  be  held  up 
to  odium,  in  the  Metropolis  or  else- 
where, for  taking  any  course  which  he 
thought  it  was  his  duty  to  take  with 
regard  to  any  particular  Bill.  "With  re- 
spect to  the  question  of  Privilege,  he 
had  put  the  question  to  himself  why  the 
Government  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  so  particularly  anxious  to  get 
up  that  very  disagreeable  debate.  The 
only  conclusion  ho  could  come  to  was  that 
the  Government  wished  to  prevent  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 

Sfr.  Newdegate)  from  bringing  on  his 
otion.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  particularly  anxious 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire, who  had  by  the  chance  of  the 
ballot  obtained  a  very  early  day,  should 
bring  on  his  very  inconvenient  Motion 
with  respect  to  obstruction.  The  only 
effect  of  the  Motion  would,  no  doubt,  be 
to  illustrate  obstruction  in  that  House, 
for  no  one  could  suppose  that  the  Mo- 
tion would  be  passed  so  long  as  some 
hon.  Members  felt  it  was  aimed  against 
them  and  the  constituents  they  repre- 
sented, and  ho  might  say  against  the 
country  they  represented  in  that  House. 
It  could  not  bo  supposed  that  anything 
of  that  kind  could  be  passed  by  a  pri- 
vate Member,  so  long  as  a  voice,  or 
onorgj',  or  Parliamentary  precedents 
could  prevent  such  a  calamity.  There- 
fore, he  thought  that  tlio  right  hon.  Gcn- 
tl(»mau  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
being    unable    to   influence   the    non. 

Mr.  Mitchell  Henry 


Member  for  North  Warwickshire,  had 
found  it  the  wisest  oonrse  to  raise  that 
particular  debate.  Considering  the  lan- 
guage that  had  been  used  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  by  hon.  Members,  he  did 
not  think  that  anybody  could  really  wish 
to  crush  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  by 
such  a  Eesolution  as  the  present.  He 
wished  to  say,  however,  with  regard  tothe 

E articular  measure  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Derby  was  anxious  to  bring  for- 
ward, that  he  was  of  opinion,  equally  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster and  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford, that  the  measure  ought  to  be  fully 
and  amply  discussed  in  that  House.  He 
could  quite  understand  that,  actuated  by 
a  sense  of  duty,  those  two  hon.  Members 
had  taken  the  course  which  had  been  so 
objectionable  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby.  But  what  would  become  of  the 
House  of  Commons  if  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, having  a  Bill  in  which  he  was  par- 
ticularly interested  and  which  he  con- 
sidered of  vital  importance,  should,  if 
anyone  should  undertake  to  discuss  the 
Bill  or  to  talk  it  out  of  the  House,  as 
was  sometimes  done — and  he  might  eay 
that  he  had  seen  it  done  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  great  reputation — go  out  of  the 
House  to  attribute  to  those  making  use  of 
their  Parliamentary  Privileges  the  basest 
and  most  improper  motives  ?  He  should, 
therefore,  have  been  prepared  to  vote  in 
condemnation  of  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby,  if  he  had  not  apolo- 
^zed  in  the  handsome  manner  he  had 
done.  He  was  not  prepared  to  lay  down 
a  rule,  in  view  of  future  circumstances, 
that  any  hon.  Member  who  felt  so  strongly 
as  that  hon.  Member  did  on  that  question, 
and  was  so  conscious  that  he  was  doing 
somothingwhich  was  good  that  he  feared 
nothing  in  carrying  the  matter  through 
the  House,  should  not  only  be  compelled 
to  apologize  for  his  conduct,  but  snould 
be  censured  also.  Surely  it  was  the  best 
indication  of  the  Privileges  of  that  House 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  have  been 
compelled  to  apologize.  He  should, 
therefore,  vote  in  favour  of  the  Previous 
Question  ;  and  he  would  repeat  his  re- 
gret that,  in  vindicating  the  Privileges 
of  that  House,  the  two  hon.  Members 
who  had  been  aggrieved  should  have 
made  it  a  matter  of  injury  to  their  elec- 
tioneering prospects  rather  than  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Privileges  of  Parliament. 

Major  O'GOllMAN  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  tho  question.    He  was 
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tbe  only  Member  of  that  House  who  on 
Taesday  last  recommended  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  to  recall  the 
words  he  had  made  use  of  with  respect  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Westminster  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ouildford.  For  that  proceeding  he 
stated  his  reasons — namely,  that  he  con- 
sidered the  words  were  extremely  harsh, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  those  words 
did  Tory  strongly  wound  the  feelings  of 
both  those  hon.  Members.  That  even- 
ing the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  had,  in 
ihe  most  unequivocal  manner,  made  the 
most  ample  apology  which  it  was  pos- 
sible for  that  House  to  receive.  Not- 
withstanding that  in  the  presence  of 
English,  Irish,  and  Scotch  Gentlemen, 
the  most  ample  apology  for  the  offence 
he  had  committed  nad  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby,  he  found  that 
the  House  was  committed  to  the  debate 
which  had  lasted  from  5  o'clock  till  2o 
minutes  past  12.  For  what  pui-poso  ?  He 
rose  to  ask  that  simple  question.  They 
sailed  themselves  Gentlemen  in  that 
Honse,  and  they  ought  to  be  so.  But 
when  they  found  Gentlemen  getting  up 
in  fheir  places,  as  one  hon.  Member 
in  that  House  had  done,  and  making  a  ' 
ftiU  apology  to  the  two  Gentlemen  whom 
he  had  offended,  ho  maintained  that 
nothing  more  waa  required.  When  he 
limnd  one  hon.  Gentleman  standing  up 
in  his  place  and  making  the  most  ample 
apolo^  to  those  hon.  Members  whom 
lie  hM  undoubtedly  ofl'ended,  then  not 
one  word  more  should  have  been  pro- 
aoonced  in  that  House.  And  what  were 
thsj  doing?  They  wanted  to  punish 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby.  If  they 
did  not  want  to  punish  him,  what  was 
the  nee  of  putting  the  Motion  down  on 
the  Paper?  Were  he  in  the  place  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby,  ho  should  cer- 
tainly recall  his  apology  in  cou  sequence 
of  the  conduct  of  the  House.  Thuro  was 
only  one  other  matter  to  which  ho  wished 
to  tefor,  and  that  was  to  say  that  it 
lismed  to  him  the  only  good  of  the  de- 
bate was,  that  it  would  prevent  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  from 
bringing  on  his  Motion. 

Frmoui  QusiU'on  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  1 89  ; 
Ness  127:  Majority  62.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  16.) 

STLAND8  moved  tho  adjoum- 
of  the  debate. 


h.. 


Mr.  SPEAKEE:  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  House  has 
now  decided  that  the  Original  Question 
be  put. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  :  ShaU  I,  Sir,  be  in 
Order  in  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  ?  If  so,  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  The  only  question 
that  can  now  be  decided  is  *'Aye"  or 
''No"  on  the  Main  Question,  ordered 
by  the  vote  of  the  House  to  be  put. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  — 
Noes  116:  Majority  66.- 
No.  17.) 

Heiolved,  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  conduct  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
Derby  in  publishing  printed  placards  denounc- 
ing the  part  taken  by  two  honourable  Members 
of  this  House  in  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
was  calculated  to  interfere  with  tho  duo  dis- 
charge of  tho  duties  of  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  is  a  breach  of  its  Privileges: — But  this 
House,  having  regard  to  the  withdrawal  by  the 
honourable  Member  for  Derby  of  the  expres- 
sions to  which  tho  honourable  Member  for 
Westminster  has  drawn  its  attention,  is  of 
opinion  that  no  further  action  on  its  part  is 
necessary. 

QUESTION. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE   HOUSE  (ORDER  IN 

DEBATE). 

UESOLUTIONS  (mB.  NEWDEGATE). 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  tho  Notice 
he  had  given  for  that  eveuing  in  regard 
to  the  Business  of  the  House  was  now 
precluded  by  tlie  hour  from  discussion. 
He  wished  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Go- 
veniment ;  and  an  answer  to  it  would, 
ho  believed,  be  acceptable  to  a  very 
large  number  of  Members  in  that  House. 
He  wii^hed  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  make  any  proposition  to  that 
House  on  the  subject  of  the  Notice 
which  stood  in  his  name,  or  would  they 
give  him  a  day  upon  which  he  could 
proceed  with  the  Notice  he  had  pre- 
pared? 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEK  :  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment, 
having  considered  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  1  riend  upon  the  Paper,  had  deter- 
mined to  abide  the  discussion  of  that 
proposition.      Circumatances,  however, 
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Undoubtedly,  the  distress  and  its  relief 
would  press  very  heavily  on  the  electoral 
divisions,  and  be  the  cause  of  future 
distress  and  want.  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  apply  to  Ireland, 
in  a  limited  manner,  the  principle 
which  was  in  operation  among  the 
3,000,000  or  4,000,000  of  inhabitants 
of  London. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  clause  as  it  stood.  The 
Government  did  not  seem  to  think  that 
the  distress  would  be  much  extended. 
If  so,  the  provision  made  would  be  suf- 
ficient ;  but  if  the  distress  became  very 
severe  something  more  would  be  re- 
quired. Probably  if  the  distress  be- 
came much  more  severe,  the  Govern- 
ment would  step  in  and  assist  them  by 
a  national  rate.  He  thought  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  be  wise 
in  not  pressing  his  Amendment. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  begged  to 
withdraw  the  clause. 

Olause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  stated  that  he  did  not 
propose  to  move  the  clause  which  stood 
m  his  name  (Out-door  relief  not  to  in- 
volve electoral  disability). 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  84.] 


TTTENPIKE  ACTS   CONTINTJANOE    ACT,    1879. 

Select  Committee  appoinUdy  "  to  inquire  into 
the  Fifth  Schedule  of  *  The  Annual  Turnpike 
Acts  Continuance  Act,  1879 :' " — Lord  George 
Catendish,  Mr.  Wentworth  Beaumont,  Mr. 
Beach,  Sir  Harcovrt  Johnstone,  Mr.  Clare 
Read,  Mr.  Spencer  Stanhope,  and  Mr.  Salt  : 
— Three  to  be  the  quorum : 

Inttruction  to  the  Committee,  That  they  have 
power  to  inquire  and  report  to  the  House  under 
what  conditions,  with  reference  to  the  rate  of 
interest,  expenses  of  management,  maintenance 
of  road,  payment  of  debt,  and  term  of  years  or 
other  special  arrangements  the  Acts  of  the 
Trusts  mentioned  should  be  continued : 

That  all  Petitions  relating  to  the  continuance 
or  discontinuance  of  Turnpike  Trusts  bo  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee : 

Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  re- 
cords.— {Mr,  Salt,) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Two 

o'clock  till  Monday  next^ 


Mr,'  0^  Shaughneeey 


HOUSE     OP     L0ED8, 
Monday,  2Zrd  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— -AK  Firtt  in  Parlfament^The 
Lord  Clanwilliam  (Earl  of  Clanwilliam),  afWr 
the  death  of  his  father. 

PuBLio  Bills  —  First  Reading — Settled  Land 
^14);  Conveyanoing  and  Law  of  Property 
(15) ;  Solicitors  Remuneratioii  (16) ;  Limita- 
tion of  Actions  (17). 

Committee — ^Artizans  and  Labourera  Dwellings 
Improvement  (Scotland)  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment«  (8) ;  Seeds  (Xreland)  (10-18). 

SETTLED  LAND  BILL  —  CONVEY- 
ANCma  AND  LAW  OF  PROPERTY 
BILL  —  SOLICITORS  REMUNERA- 
TION BILL— LIMITATION  OF  AC- 
TIONS BILL. 

BILLS  FBESENTED.        FIB8T    READINO. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  have  to  ask  jour  Lordships' 
indulgence  while  I  call  attention  to  some 
subjects  which  certainly  cannot  be  made 
interesting,  and  I  thinic  I  shall  deserve 
your  indulgence  by  making  the  state- 
ment I  have  to  make  as  short  as  possible, 
consistently  with  the  importance  and  the 
difficulty  of  the  subject.  I  propose  to 
lay  on  the  Table  for  first  reading  four 
Bills ;  three  of  them  are  mentioned  in 
the  Notice  Paper,  but  I  propose  to  add 
a  fourth,  in  order  that  your  Lordships 
may  have  before  you  all  the  propositions 
in  regard  to  the  changes  m  the  law 
which  Her  Majesty's  G-ovemment  desire 
at  this  time  to  make.  In  point  of  form, 
a  statement  on  each  of  these  various 
Bills  might  be  made  separately ;  but  I 
think  I  shall  here  again  consult  your 
Lordships'  convenience  by  saying  at 
once  all  I  have  to  say  on  all  the  Sills, 
in  order  that  you  may  have  before  you 
in  one  view  the  whole  of  the  changes 
which  would  be  effected  should  these 
Bills  pass  into  law.  The  first  of  the 
Bills  to  which  I  refer  is  one  **  For  faci- 
litating sales,  leases,  and  other  disposi- 
tions of  settled  land,  and  for  promoting 
the  execution  of  improvements  thereon. 
On  a  title  of  that  kind  I  might  very 
naturally  be  able  to  enter  at  large  on  the 
whole  question  of  the  policy  of  entails 
and  settlements  in  this  country.  But  I 
do  not  intend  to  do  so.  I  should  be 
quite  prepared    at  any  time,  if  it  is 
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thought  desirable  that  there  should  be 
a  diacussion  on  the  subject,  to  state  to 
jour  Lordships  the  reasons  which,  at 
ftll  events,  satisfy  me  that,  whatever 
objections  may  be  pointed  out  to  our 
gyatem  of  settlement,  the  advantages  of 
toat  system  greatly  preponderate  over 
those  objections,  and  are  in  themselves 
BO  important  that  there  is  no  good  reason 
for  altering  the  system  as  a  system.  I 
have  seen  it  stated  that  our  system  of 
•ettlements  was  a  creation  of  the  law  of 
this  country.  That,  I  think,  is  a  misap- 
prehension. Our  system  of  settlement 
u  not  a  creation  of  the  law.  It  sprang 
out  of  freedom  of  contract,  and  it  is 
merely  the  result  of  adjusting  the  natural 
rights  of  property  by  the  arrangements 
which  have  been  found  desirable  in  their 
own  interest  by  parties  interested  in  the 
ownership  of  land.  The  law  has  done 
nothing  more  than  protect  the  system ; 
and  I  do  not  think  that  a  greater  proof 
of  the  advantage  and  suitability  of 
oar  system  of  settlement  to  the  wants 
of  the  people  and  of  the  country  can 
bo  found  than  this — that  the  system 
itself  is  the  result  of  the  experience  of 
800  years.  During  that  time  the  forms 
of  settlement  which  are  now  generally 
adopted  have  been  growing  up,  and  have 
gradually  settled  down  into  their  present 
ihape ;  and  the  circumstance  that  thoy 
are,  as  a  general  rule,  found  in  that 
■hape,  when  they  might  have  assumed 
any  other  shape,  is  the  strongest  proof 
that  the  form  in  which  we  now  have  thorn 
it  the  form  most  suitable  to  the  interests 
of  the  country.  I  have  had  myself,  on 
more  tlian  one  occasion  in  this  House, 
to  sav  that  it  appeared  to  me  that,  de- 
arable  as  our  system  of  land  suttlomeuts 
was,  there  was  one  condition  which,  in 
my  judgment,  must  be  complied  with  in 
oraer  to  maintain  that  system  in  its  in- 
tegrity. I  think  the  system  of  settle- 
ments cannot  be  looked  at  merely  as  an 
affsir  of  family  compact.  The  Hott lenient 
of  land  in  this  country  must  bo  looked  at 
also  as  affecting  the  land  of  the  country 
■ad  the  interests  of  the  country.  The 
interests  of  the  country  are  connected 
with  the  mode  in  which  the  land  is  used 
— ^with  the  leasing  of  land,  with  the 
bafldinsr  upon  land,  with  the  mining 
mder  land,  with  the  improvements 
gODerally  which  may  be  oilected  and  j 
oogfat  to  be  effected  on  land,  and  with 
tte  freedom  of  buying  and  selling  land. 
the  condition  which  appears  to  mo 


to  be  necessary  to  be  secured  in  order  to 
justify  the  maintenance  of  a  system  of 
settlement  is  this — that  there  should  be 
connected  with  settlement,  in  tho  person 
who  mav  be  the  owner  of  the  land  for 
the  time  being — whether  tenant  for  life 
or  not — I  say  there  ought  to  be  in  him 
all  the  powers  which  a  prudent  and 
reasonable  owner  would  exercise  for 
good  purposes  connected  witli  the  land, 
while  there  ought  not  to  be  the  power 
of  using  the  land  for  any  purpose  de- 
structive of  the  settlement.  Everything 
that  a  prudent  and  reasonable  owner,  if 
he  were  absolute  owner  of  the  land,  would 
be  able  to  do  with  it,  in  my  judgment,  a 
limited  owner  ought  to  be  able  to  do, 
and  nothing  more.  I  believe  that  if  that 
condition  had  been  complied  with — if 
that  condition  is  now  complied  with — 
there  will  be  nothing  whatever  in  the 
system  of  settlement  of  land  which  could 
possibly  interfere  with  the  best  interests 
of  the  country.  It  would  be  quite  pos- 
sible that  the  end  which  I  have  men- 
tioned might  be  attained  by  powers 
given  in  the  settlement  itself  to  the 
limited  owner  or  tenant  for  life ;  and  it 
is  the  case  that  in  many  settlements, 
and  more  especially  in  modern  settle- 
ments, extremely  large  powers  of  the 
kind  I  have  mentioned  are  given  — 
powers  which  enable  the  land  to  bo 
utilized  for  every  purpose  for  which 
a  prudent  and  reasonable  owner  would 
utilize  it.  There  is  no  reason  why 
these  powers  should  not  be  contained 
in  any  settlement,  and  in  every  well- 
drawn  settlement  thoy  are,  in  a  greater 
or  lessor  degree,  contained.  But,  at 
tho  same  time,  there  are  many  settlo- 
nu'uts  of  whicli  it  cannot  be  said  that 
they  arc  very  carefully  or  judiciously 
prepared  ;  and,  in  addition  to  that,  tliere 
is  a  considerable  amount  of  land  which 
is  brought  under  settlement,  not  by  net- 
tlement  properly  so  called,  but  by  dis- 
position by  will,  very  imp»»rfeetly  franit^d, 
in  wliieh  there  are  no  powers  of  the  kind 
towliiehlhave  r(*ferr»'d.  It  is  also  tlie  ease 
tliat  even  in  seltlein<»nts  pn'pared  with 
ccmsiderable  care,  the  pow<?rs  for  util- 
izing land  are  very  olten — iiuh-ed.  1  may 
say  very  generally — eonlVrred  uj)on 
trustees,  and  not  upon  the  ti-nant  for 
life;  and  tlie  experience  of  nianl^ind 
sliows  that  the  trustees  an»  vorv  often 
persons — one  does  not  wondi?r  at  it — of 
some  timidity.  They  have  little  or  no 
interest  themselves  in  tho  exercise  of  tho 
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powers  conferred  upon  them.  They  are 
anxious  to  avoid  responsibility,  and  they 
consider  that  they  avoid  responsibility 
80  long  as  they  decline  to  exercise  those 
powers.  The  result  is  that  in  a  great  num- 
ber of  settlements  which  contain  care- 
fully prepared  and  well-drawn  powers, 
the  circumstance  that  these  powers  are 
conferred  upon  trustees  and  not  upon  the 
person  who  is  interested  in  using  them 
— namely,  the  tenant  for  life — leads  to 
the  powers  being  actually  unused.  Now, 
in  default  of  the  internal  powers  of 
utilizing  land  under  settlement,  I  want 
your  Lordships  to  observe  what  I  may 
term  the  external  powers  of  utilizing 
land  —  that  is  to  say,  powers  which 
are  independent  of  what  may  be  con- 
tained in  the  settlement.  Now,  these 
external  powers  may  really  be  stated  in 
a  very  few  words.  For  very  many  years 
in  this  country — indeed,  for  some  cen- 
turies—  the  only  power  external  to  a 
settlement  for  utilizing  settled  land  was 
a  power  given  by  a  Statute  of  Henry 
YIII.  for  leasing  the  land;  but  that 
power  was  not  given  to  the  tenant  for 
life,  but  was  only  given  to  the  tenant  in 
tail.  Next  to  that,  there  was,  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  one  power  only  ex- 
ternal to  a  settlement  which  could  be 
obtained  in  this  country — namely,  the 
power  which  could  be  obtained  through 
the  medium  of  a  Private  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  have  seen  a  statement — which 
I  believe  to  be  authentic — that  in  the 
first  half  of  this  century  no  less  than 
700  Private  Acts  of  Parliament  were 
obtained  for  the  purpose  of  conferring 
powers  for  utilizing  settled  land.  As 
your  Lordships  know,  the  obtaining  of 
a  Private  Act  of  Parliament  is  a  very 
expensive  proceeding.  I  believe  no  Pri- 
vate Act  costs  less  than  £300,  and  I  have 
heard  of  some  which  cost  as  much  as 
£3,000.  Next  to  these  powers,  other 
powers  external  to  settlements  are  given 
under  Acts  of  Parliament,  with  which 
many  of  your  Lordships  are  familiar,  by 
which  a  tenant  for  life  borrows  money, 
for  the  purpose  of  executing  improve- 
ments, and  creates  a  rent-charge  for  re- 
payment. Under  these  Acts,  improve- 
ments are  executed  at  an  average  cost 
of  7}  per  cent  to  the  tenant  for  life. 
Beyond  this,  the  greatest  alteration  of 
the  law  for  the  purpose  of  giving  powers 
to  utilize  settled  land  is  contained  in  the 
Acts  called  the  Leases  and  Sales  of 
Settled  Estates  Acts.    The  first  of  those 
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Acts  was  passed  in  1B56,  having  been 
introduced  by  my  noble  Friend  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor  Oranworth.     That  Act 
was  subsequently  amended  by  several 
additional  Acts;  and,  finally,  in  1877, 
there  was  a  consolidating  Act,  which 
now   contains    all   the    powers  of  the 
Leases  and    Sales    of    Settled  Estates 
Acts.    The  object  of  these  Acts  is  to 
enable  the  provisions  which  were  pre- 
viously obtfuned  by  means  of    a  Pri- 
vate Estates  Act  to  be  communicated  to 
a  particular  estate  through  the  medium 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  on  an  appli- 
cation to  the  Court.    The  proceedmgs, 
in  the  first  instance,  are  very  oumbroos. 
The  petition  has  to  be  presented  to  the 
Court,  then  advertisements  have  to  be 
issued  in  certain  newspapers,  then  notice 
has  to  be  given  to  all  persons  concerned, 
and  then,  when  publicity  is  seonred,  and 
every  person  is  represented  before  it,  the 
Court  proceeds  to  decide  whether  a  power 
of  leasing  or  a  power  of  selling  can  be 
given  to  a  particular  person  with  refer- 
ence to  the  particular  estate  before  it. 
If  the  land  is  to  be  leased,  the  Court 
settles  the  form  of  the  leases — at  all 
events,  the  principle  on  which  they  are 
to  be  framed ;  and  if  there  is  to  he  a 
sale  of   the  settled  estates  under  the 
immediate  direction  of  the  Court,  the 
conveyance  has   to  be  settled  by  the 
Court.     Although  certain  simplifications 
have  latterly  t^en  place  in  the  proce- 
dure under  the  Act,  still  the  procedure 
is  a  cumbrous  one,  and  not  one  extremely 
well  adapted  for  the  easy  utilizing  of 
land.     Further,  there  is  this  difficulty 
with  regard  to  the  Settled  Estates  Act. 
Sales  can  only  be  made  for  two  purposes 
— for  re-investing  the  money  arising  from 
the  sale  of  one  estate  in  the  purchase  of 
another,  and  for  paying  off  incumbrances 
upon    settled    estates.      Moreover,   the 
powers  which  are  given  are  generally 
given  to  the  trustees  of  the  settlement, 
and,  therefore,  are  open  to  the  observa- 
tion I  have  made  with  regard  to  the 
powers  of  trustees ;  and  above  and  be- 
yond all   the  difficulties  of   the  case, 
the    Act   enables    any    person  by  the 
settlement   to   evade  the    operation  of 
the  Act  altogether.     The  Settled  Estates 
Act,  and  the  Acts  under  which  bor- 
rowing powers  are  given,  the  Qovem- 
ment  do  not  propose  to  alter.    We  leave 
them  as  they  are,  and  if  any  person 
finds  that  they  will  be  useful  he  will  be 
at  liberty  to  use  them ;  but  the  Govern- 
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ment  desire  to  proceed  upon  a  different 
and  laiver  principle.  The  principle  we 
fhink  should  be  adopted  is  this — tliat 
the  powers  which  can  be  obtained  under 
those  Acts  should  not  be  given  as  a 
boon  or  as  an  exception  in  particular 
cases,  but  should  be  part  and  parcel  of 
the  enjoyment  of  the  estate  by  the  owner 
for  the  time  being,  as  legal  incidents  of 
his  ownership,  and  that  those  powers 
should  be  given,  under  proper  safeguards, 
not  to  the  trustees,  but  to  the  persons 
natorally  most  interested  in  the  exercise 
of  them — the  tenants  for  life.  I  will 
How  proceed  to  lay  before  your  Lordships 
the  provisions  of  the  first  Bill  to  which 
I  refer,  avoiding  at  this  stage  any  de- 
tails which  can  be  avoided.  The 
Bill  is  altogether  one  of  53  clauses. 
I  will  omit  at  present  the  distinctions 
which  the  Bill  makes  between  existing 
and  fiitnre  settlements — that  is  to  say, 
ssttlcments  which  have  already  been 
executed,  and  those  which  will  be  hore- 
sfter  executed.  I  will  also  postpone,  in 
laying  before  your  Lordships  the  powers 
we  propose  to  confer  on  the  tenant  for 
life,  the  question  as  to  what  wiU  be  done 
with  the  monies  produced  by  sales  and 
partitions.  I  wiU  state  now  the  powers 
wo  propose  to  give  to  the  tenant  for  life 
ss  an '  incident  of  his  estate.  Wo  pro- 
pose, in  the  first  place,  that  he  should 
DaTO  a  power  of  sale-— that  whore  there 
are  copyholds  held  of  a  manor  he  should 
liaTe  the  power  to  enfranchiso  for  the 
poipoee  of  selling  the  inheritance  in  fee 
■mple;  that  he  should  have  a  power 
cf  exchange,  giving  or  receiving  in  the 
ttsoal  way  money  for  equality  of  ex- 
change; and  that  he  should  have  a 
power  of  partition,  giving  or  receiving 
■oney  for  equality  of  partition  in  the 
■tme  way.  The  Bill  proposes  that  these 
powers  should  be  guarded  in  the  usual 
way  adopted  to  secure  the  obtaining 
of  the  best  price  at  sales  by  auction. 
Some  of  these  powers  are  powers  which 
would  naturally  be  contained  in  any 
will*drawn  settlement.  They  would 
he  giren  sometimes  to  a  tenant  lor 
Hfey  sometimes  to  a  tenant  for  life 
with  the  consent  of  the  trustees,  and 
sometimes  to  the  trustees  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  tenant  for  life.  We  propose 
that,  subject  to  certain  checks,  the 
powers  to  be  given  to  the  tenant  for  life 
should  be  incident  to  his  estate.  So 
alao  with  regard  to  leases.  We  propose 
dbal  the  tenant  for  life  should  have  x>owcr 


to  grant  agricultural  leases  for  21  years' 
There  is  a  longer  term  with  regard  to 
Ireland,  because,  at  present,  under  the 
Settled  Estates  Act,  the  term  for  agricul- 
tural leases  in  Ireland  is  a  term  of  35  years, 
and  this  will  remain  the  same  in  the  Bill. 
Tlio  Bill  will  also  give  power  for  granting 
building  leases  for  99  years,  and  mining 
leases  for  60  years.  Further,  it  is  pro- 
posed that,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Court,  where  in  any  part  of  the  country 
there  is  a  special  custom  with  respect  to 
building  and  mining  leases,  as  is  the 
case  in  some  parts  of  England,  power 
should  be  given  to  conform  to  that  special 
custom  in  those  places  where  it  prevails. 
There  will  be  the  usual  provisions  with 
respect  to  rent  and  covenants,  the  usual 
provisions  as  to  building  and  mining 
leases,  as  to  streets  and  open  spaces  in 
connection  with  building  leases,  and  so 
forth.  We  also  propose  that  the  tenant 
for  life  should  have  correlative  powers 
as  to  the  surrender  and  granting  of  new 
leases,  and  also  the  power,  in  case  of 
copyholds,  of  granting  licences  to  the 
copyholders  to  make  such  leases  as  the 
tenant  for  life  of  freeholds  would 
have  leave  to  make.  These,  again,  are 
powers  which  in  any  well-drawn  settle- 
ment  would  be  given  either  to  the  tenant 
for  life  or  to  the  trustees,  or  to  him  with 
the  consent  of  the  trustees,  or  to  the 
trustees  with  his  consent ;  and  we  pro- 
pose that  they  should  be  given  to  the 
tenant  for  life  as  incidents  of  his  estate. 
With  regard  to  what  is  to  be  done  with 
the  purchase  money.  The  purchase 
money  in  the  case  of  sales,  and,  indeed, 
in  all  cases  in  which  the  powers  given 
by  the  Bill  are  exercised,  is  to  be  paid, 
not  to  the  tenant  for  life,  but  to  the 
trustees,  not  being  loss  than  two,  or  into 
Court ;  and  as  to  the  purposes  to  which 
the  monies  may  bo  applied,  I  will  take 
the  enumeration  of  them  from  the  Bill. 
They  are  —  payment  of  incumbrances 
and  redemption  of  land  tax  to  the  rent- 
charge,  and  other  rents  affecting  the 
settled  land ;  payment  for  any  improve- 
ment of  the  estate  authorized  by  the  Act ; 
payment  for  equality  of  exchange  or 
partition  payment  for  the  enfranchiso- 
meut  of  copyhold  land  which  is  settled  ; 
payment  for  the  purchase  of  fee  simple 
of  leasehold  land  wliieh  is  settled,  so  as 
to  merge  the  leasehold  interest  in  the 
reversion;  purchase  of  leasehold  lands 
and  copyholds  to  be  settled;  purchase 
of  freehold   land   and   of  mines   and 
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minerals  and  easements ;  payment  to  any 
person  becoming  absolutely  entitled,  or 
having  power  to  give  an  absolute  dis- 
charge; payment  of  the  charges  inci- 
dent to  the  exercise  of  the  powers  of  the 
Act.  Until  these  payments  are  made 
the  money  is  to  be  invested  on  securi- 
ties on  which  the  trustees  are  authorized 
to  invest  the  trust  money  with  power 
to  vary  the  investment,  but  subject  to  the 
directions  given  by  the  settlement.  These 
are  the  general  purposes  to  which  the 
monies  are  to  be  applied.  With  regard  to 
improvements,  the  second  of  the  purposes 
named,  I  will  not  go  into  them  at  any 
lenffth;  but  I  may  state  that  they  are 
20  m  number.  I  believe  that  they  com- 
prise every  improvement  which  it  would 
be  desirable  to  execute  upon  any  land ; 
and  your  Lordships  will  understand  that 
they  are  not  merely  improvements  upon 
particular  land,  but  improvements  upon 
almost  any  part  of  the  land  subject  to  the 
settlement ;  so  that  the  money,  although 
arising  from  one  portion  of  settled  land, 
may  be  employed  upon  any  other  part 
of  the  land.  The  next  provision  in  the 
Bill  is  one  relating  to  improvements  of  a 
different  kind.  In  some  cases  it  may  be 
more  convenient  that  the  tenant  for  life 
should  execute  the  improvements  with 
his  own  money ;  and  we  propose  that 
if  he  does  so  he  may  charge  the  land 
with  the  money  so  laid  out,  to  be  raised 
after  his  death,  so  that  he  may  dispose 
of  it  in  any  way  he  thinks  fit  by  his  will ; 
but  in  that  case  we  propose  that  there 
should  be  a  certificate  of  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners  to  the  effect  that  the  im- 
provements have  been  properly  executed, 
and  are  worth  the  money  expended  on 
them ;  and,  further,  that  thoy  are  con- 
tinuing improvements  on  the  land.  The 
mention  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners 
reminds  me 'to  state  the  provision  made 
in  one  of  the  Bills  with  respect  to  them. 
The  Inclosure  Commissioners  are  at  pre- 
sent a  Board  having  three  names  under 
different  Acts  of  Parliament — they  are 
Inclosure  Commissioners,  Copyhold  Com- 
missioners, and  also  Tithe  Commissioners ; 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  any  one  of  those 
names  represents  properly  the  greatest 
amount  of  business  they  now  discharge. 
We,  therefore,  propose  to  get  rid  of  all 
those  throe  names,  and  that  the  Com- 
missioners shall  in  future  be  called  Land 
Commissioners.  The  next  provision  is 
one  relating  to  settled  money  which  at 
present  is  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
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There  is  in  that  Oonrt  a  yery  consider- 
able amount  of  money  Bubjeot  to  settle- 
ment trusts  —  money  which  has  been 
lodged  when  land  has  been  taken  for 
railways  and  other  public  undertakicgs, 
and  which  is  the  subject  of  settlement, 
and  is  liable  to  be  re-invested  in  land, 
but  has  not  been  re-inveated.  We  pro- 
pose that  wherever  there  is  settlement 
money  of  that  kind  it  may  be  utilized  for 
any  of  the  purposes  for  which,  if  it  had 
remained  settled  land,  the  money  pro- 
duced by  the  sale  of  such  land  might  be 
applied.  I  will  now  state  the  qualifica- 
tions or  checks  on  the  powers  conferred 
by  the  Bill  on  tenants  for  life  First  of 
all,  with  regard  to  the  mansion-house  or 
any  settled  land  usually  occupied  there- 
with, we  propose  that  it  should  not  be 
sold  or  leased  without  the  consent  of  the 
trustees  of  the  settlement  or  an  order  of 
the  Court  to  that  effect.  There  will 
not  be,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  right 
to  sell  or  lease  under  the  Bill.  The 
mansion-house  or  land  occupied  there- 
with cannot  be  dealt  with  by  lease  or 
sale  without  the  authority  of  the  trustees 
or  of  the  Court ;  and  wherever  the 
Court  is  to  be  invoked  a  summary  ap- 
plication may  be  made,  and  the  Court 
is  required  to  communicate,  if  neces- 
sary, with  the  Land  Commissioners, 
and  not  to  give  its  sanction  to  the 
lease  or  sale  of  the  mansion-house 
without  notice  to  the  parties  inte- 
rested. With  regard  to  improvements, 
it  is  proposed  that  none  of  the  capital 
money  arising  under  the  Act  shall  be 
employed  in  paying  for  any  improve- 
ment without  the  certificate  of  the  Land 
Commissioners,  certifying  that  it  is  an 
improvement  authorized  by  the  Act,  and 
that  it  is  properly  executed.  As  to  the 
differences  between  existing  settlements 
and  future  settlements,  what  we  propose 
with  regard  to  the  former  is  that  the 
powers  to  which  I  have  referred  should 
not  be  exercised  without  an  order  of  the 
Court,  the  Court  acting  with  due  regard 
to  the  interests  of  all  parties  concerned, 
and  due  notice  being  given  to  afford  the 
parties  interested  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard.  We  propose,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, that  the  tenant  for  life — or  the 
trustees,  as  the  case  may  be — should  go 
to  the  Court  for  power  to  do  what  may 
be  required,  and  that  the  Court  should 
decide  the  matter,  after  hearing  objec- 
tions. The  check  with  regard  to  future 
settlements  is  this.    We  propose  that 
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the  tenant  for  life,  when  about  to  exer- 
cise any  of  the  powers,  shall  inform  the 
trustees  of  the  settlement  what  ho  is 
about  to  do.  If  the  trustees  make  no 
objection,  the  power  may  be  exercised  ; 
if,  on  the  other  liand,  they  object,  the 
Court,  under  a  summary  proceeding, 
will  decide  the  question.  Such  is  the 
general  effect  of  the  powers  wo  propose 
to  give  by  this  Bill ;  and  your  Lordships 
wiu  see  that  if  this  Bill  passes  into  law 
you  will  have  in  every  caso  an  owner 
who  is  able  to  represent  the  land  for  all 
purposes  of  good,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment desire  to  remove  every  obstacle  to 
the  beneficial  use  of  land  that  could 
arise  out  of  the  fact  of  there  being  a 
settlement,  without,  at  the  same  time, 
trenching  on  the  principle  or  practice  of 
settlements  as  arranged  by  the  members 
of  a  family. 

I  have  now  to  ask  your  Lordships' 
permission  to  state  the  character  of  tlio 
second  Bill,  which  has  for  its  title  **  An 
Act  for  simpUfying  and  improving  the 
praotiee  of  conveyancing,  and  for  vest- 
ing in  trustees,  mortgagees,  and  others, 
Tarious  powers  commonly  conferred  by 
proriaionB  inserted  in  settlements,  mort- 
nges,  wills,  and  other  instruments ;  and 
S>r  amending  in  various  particulars  the 
law  of  property,  and  for  otnor  purposes." 
Some  of  the  alterations  we  propose  to 
make  are  extremely  technical,  while 
others  are  of  a  more  popular  nature. 
The  general  object  of  the  scheme  of  the 
Billy  which  contains  64  clauses,  is  to 
shorten  very  much  the  present  cumbrous 
system  of  conveyancing,  reducing  it  into 
a  narrower  compass,  and  so  lessening 
tiie  expense.  Tiie  first  part  of  tho 
measure  deals  with  questions  of  con- 
tract and  conditions  of  sale.  Under  the 
present  practice,  where  land  comes 
to  be  sold  under  proper  advice,  it  is 
always  sold  under  certain  conditions  of 
sale.  Now,  a  number  of  these  conditions 
are  of  such  constant  occurrence  tliat  they 
may  be  said  to  be  regular.  It  is  pro- 
posed, to  save  expense,  that  these  ordinary 
conditions  of  sale  shall  in  all  cases  be  part 
of  the  bargain.  The  Bill  next  relates  to 
what  are  called  searches.  Various  searches 
are  at  present  reouired  to  be  made  as  to 
incumbrances  at  aifferent  offices,  andtliey 
hare  to  be  repeated  from  the  very  begin- 
ning in  every  dealing  with  the  land.  It  is 
proposed  to  follow  the  course  found  very 
VMnil  in  Ireland  and  elsewhere  —  that 
th«  penon  who  wishes  that  any  search 


should  be  made  should  state  on  paper 
to  the  ofiicers  what  the  search  is,  stat- 
ing what  fact  he  wishes  to  ascertain, 
as  for  instance,  whether  there  are  any 
judgments  against  A.  B. ;  the  office  is 
thereupon  to  answer  that  question,  the 
answer  is  to  become  a  certificate  of  title, 
and  tho  office  will  be  relieved  from  fur- 
ther trouble.  Tho  search  will  bo  made 
by  tho  office,  and  the  certificate  will  be 
evidence  for  the  purchaser.  The  Bill 
next  proceeds  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  notice.  That  is  a  matter  of  great 
complexity.  "We  propose  that  a  purchaser 
of  land  shall  not  be  prejudicially  affected 
by  notice  of  any  instrument  or  fact  un- 
less it  is  within  his  own  knowledge  or 
has  come  to  the  knowledge  of  his  solici- 
tor while  acting  as  such,  or  would  have 
come  to  tho  knowledge  of  the  purchaser, 
or  of  his  solicitor  as  such,  if  they,  or  either 
of  them,  had  made  such  inquiries  as 
they,  or  one  of  them,  ought  reasonably 
to  have  made.  A  number  of  further  sec- 
tions in  the  Bill,  taken  together,  will  regu- 
late the  composition  of  deeds  in  sales  and 
mortgages.  An  attempt  has  been  made 
in  a  former  Act  to  obviate  the  repetition 
of  words  which  occur  in  deeds.  The  idea 
is  a  good  one ;  but  it  has  not  been  suc- 
cessfully carried  out.  After  the  best 
advice  that  can  be  obtained,  this  Bill 
adopts  a  new  set  of  forms,  which  will  be 
found  useful  in  this  point  of  view.  There 
are  some  clauses  which  deal  with  the 
technical  difficulties  that  have  arisen 
with  reference  to  receipts,  and  tho  Bill 
provides  that  receipts  for  the  purchase 
money  shall  bo  endorsed  on  the  deeds. 
Th<.'  Bill  nexts  deals  with  tho  question  of 
the  production  of  title  deeds;  and  in 
oi(h»r  to  put  an  end  to  the  controversy 
which  has  long  existed  on  this  subject,  it 
provides,  once  for  all,  that  a  covenant  for 
tho  production  of  title  deeds  shall  always 
run  with  the  land.  I  now  come  to  a  subject 
wliicli  has  excited  a  good  dvol  of  atten- 
tion lati.'ly,  the  subject  of  covenants  and 
the  forfeiture  of  leases.  The  law  as  to 
tlie  forfeiture  of  leases  stands  in  this  way. 
There  are  in  every  lease  a  number  of 
covenants  on  the  part  of  the  lessee ; 
and  in  case  any  of  those  covenants  are 
l>roken  there  is  a  right  of  re-entry  on 
the  part  of  the  lessor  to  avoid  the  lease. 
As  regards  the  covenant  for  tho  payment 
of  rent,  tho  doctrine  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  always  was  that  the  proviso 
for  re-entry  was  only  inserted  in  order 
to  enable  the  landlord  to  enforce  pay- 
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ment,  and  not  to  enable  liim  to  avoid 
the  lease  in  case  of  non-payments  ;  and 
the  Court  would,  on  application,  relieve 
a  tenant  against  forfeiture  on  payment 
of  the  arrears  of  rent  and  the  cost ;  and 
by  an  Act  of  1860  the  same  power  was 
given  to  the  Courts  of  Common  Law. 
This  doctrine,  however,  was  not  held  ap- 
plicable in  other  cases  of  breach  of 
covenant.  For  example,  breach  of  a 
covenant  to  insure  was  formerly  hold  to 
entail  a  forfeiture,  although  no  fire  had 
occurred,  and,  consequently,  no  loss  had 
been  sustained.  Some  years  ago,  how- 
ever, a  measure  was  introduced  into 
Parliament  by  Lord  St.  Leonards  fthen 
Lord  Chancellor),  which  authorized  the 
Courts  of  Equity  to  give  relief  in  cases 
when  no  loss  had  been  sustained  by 
such  a  breach  of  covenant,  and  this 
power  was,  in  1860,  extended  to  the 
Courts  of  Common  Law.  But  no  such 
power  at  present  exists  in  case  of  the 
breach  of  any  of  the  other  covenants 
usually  contained  in  leases;  and  these 
covenants,  and  the  consequences  of  the 
breach  of  them,  have  really  become  mat- 
ters of  great  importance,  there  often  being 
inserted  in  leases  great  numbers  of  cove- 
nants of  the  most  trifling  description, 
the  unintentional  breach  of  any  one  of 
which  may  involve  forfeiture  of  the  pro- 
perty to  which  they  relate,  notwithstand- 
ing that  large  sums  of  money  may  have 
been  laid  out  upon  it  by  the  tenant.  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  propose  to  your 
Lordships  to  pass  any  measure  which 
would  interfere  with  any  contract  ac- 
tually entered  into  ;  but  the  Bill  I  now 
lay  before  you  will  not  touch  any  in- 
dividual contract,  but  will  merely  deter- 
mine the  manner  in  which  the  Courts  of 
Equity  shall  deal  with  a  particular  point 
of  law.  The  Courts  of  Equity  have  for 
generations  held  that  where  money  is 
concerned  the  provision  for  a  re-entry  in 
a  lease  was  only  a  sort  of  security  for 
the  payment  of  any  damage  that  might 
result  from  a  breach  of  covenant.  We 
do  not  propose  to  deal  with  insurance,  we 
leave  that  on  its  present  footing;  but 
where  there  is  a  breach  of  any  other  cove- 
nant giving  a  right  of  re-entry,  wepropose 
that  the  landlord  shall  not  proceed  to  re- 
entry or  forfeiture  till  he  has  given 
notice  to  the  tenant,  requiring  him  to 
remedy  the  breach  and  to  make  satisfac- 
tion for  any  damage  which  has  occurred. 
That,  my  Lords,  may  lead  to  a  settlement 
of  such  questions  between  landlord  and 
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tenant;  but  if  the  landlord,  notwith- 
standing, fihould  proceed  by  action  or 
otherwise,  then  the  Court  may  grant  or 
refuse  relief,  according  to  circumstances. 
The  operation  of  the  section,  however, 
does  not  extend  to  a  covenant  against 
assigning,  underletting,  or  disposing  of 
the  land  leased  without  licence,  or  in  the 
case  of  a  mining  lease  to  a  covenant  for 
allowing  the  lessor  to  have  access  to  and 
inspect  the  books,  &c.,  or  to  inspect  the 
mine,  or  in  the  case  of  an  agricultural 
lease  to  a  covenant  relating  to  cultiva- 
tion. Li  the  case  of  mortgages,  where 
the  mortgagor  is  entitled  to  redeem, 
power  is  given  to  require  the  mortgagee 
to  assign  the  mortgage  debt  and  convey 
the  mortgaged  property  as  the  mort- 
gagor may  direct.  Power  is  also  given 
to  the  mortgagor  to  inspect  tiie  tide 
deeds,  and  there  is  a  restriction  imposed 
on  the  consolidation  of  mortgages.  Leas- 
ing powers  are  also  g^ven  to  mortg^ors 
and  mortgagees  in  possession.  Power  is 
also  given  to  a  mortgagee  to  sell  and  to 
insure,  and  to  appoint  a  receiver.  I  now 
come  to  a  part  of  the  measure  which 
relates  to  the  devolution  of  trust  and 
mortgage  estates,  under  which  such 
estates  are,  on  the  death  of  the  trustee 
or  mortgagee,  to  devolve  upon  his  per- 
sonal representative.  Then  comes  a 
clause  relating  to  the  appointment  of 
new  trustees.  Then  we  propose  to  make 
a  change  in  the  law  as  to  the  acknow- 
ledgments of  deeds  by  married  women. 
That  is  a  ceremony  introduced  some 
years  ago,  in  which  married  women  are 
examined  by  a  solicitor,  called  a  Com- 
missioner for  taking  acknowledgments 
of  deeds  by  married  women.  This  is  a 
ceremony  which  everyone  who  knows 
anything  of  the  subject  admite  has 
proved  idle  and  useless,  and  we  propose 
to  abolish  it  altogether.  Then  come  a 
number  of  clauses  as  to  sales  and  leases 
on  behalf  of  infant  owners  in  fee,  and 
as  to  the  management  of  infants'  estates. 
Then,  as  to  powers  of  attorney,  we  pro- 
pose to  give  a  power  of  extending  them 
absolutely  for  one  year.  At  present,  if 
a  power  of  attorney  is  given  to  act,  say, 
on  the  other  side  of  the  world,  by  the 
time  it  arrives  the  giver  of  the  power 
may  bo  dead,  and  the  power  wiU  thus 
have  expired.  We  propose,  therefore, 
to  allow  all  such  powers  to  be  made 
invocablo  for  a  year.  Certain  techni- 
cal words  in  deeds  for  the  convey- 
ance of  land  are  rendered  unnecessary, 
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and  loDg  ienns  are  rendered  convertible 
into  fee  simple  eBtates.  Finally,  the 
name  of  the  Indosure  Coinmissionors 
is  changed  to  that  of  Land  Coniniis- 
doners.  There  is  added  to  tho  Bill  a 
Schedule  of  forms  of  a  mortgage  deed 
with  fiirther  charge,  of  a  conveyance 
on  sale,  and  of  a  marriage  settlement, 
all  of  which  are  printed  on  two  sheete 
of  paper,  and  which  will  be  a  great  im- 

frorement  on  the  old  cumbrous  forms. 
could  not  have  ventured  to  propose 
these  two  Bills,  which  contain  so  great 
a  number  of  details  of  a  technical  kind, 
if  I  had  not  had  the  assistance  of  seve- 
ral very  able  and  experienced  practi- 
tioners, amongst  whom  I  may  mention 
Messrs.  Wolstenholme,  Burrell,  and 
BeUly ;  and  I  wish  publicly  to  express 
to  these  gentlemen  the  great  obligations 
lam  onder  for  the  immense  trouble  they 
have  taken  in  the  preparation  of  these 
msasores.  I  also  wish  to  express  my 
tf'^^'fcf  to  almost  every  conveyancer  in 
linooln's  Inn  for  criticisms  and  advice, 
not  on  the  Bills  themselves,  but  on  heads 
of  the  Bills  which  I  submitted  to  them. 
The  next  Bill  to  which  I  ask  your 
Lordships'  attention  is  not  on  the  Notice 
Paper ;  out  it  is  closely  allied  to  those  I 
have  already  described.  Tho  result  of 
the  second  Bill,  if  it  becomes  law,  will 
be  to  alter,  to  an  immense  extent,  the 
length  of  legal  instruments  with  respect 
to  real  property.  The  remuneration  of 
solicitors  in  such  cases  depends,  strange 
to  sajy  very  much  on  the  length  of  tiioso 
instruments.  It  is  as  if  physicians  wore 
remunerated  according  to  the  quantity 
of  medicine  they  can  persuade  you  to 
take.  The  only  wonder  is  that  so  little 
evil  has  been  produced  by  this  system ; 
sndlmust  acknowledge  that  I  have  never 
seen,  on  the  part  of  solicitors,  anything 
bat  an  earnest  desire  to  save  their  clients 
all  the  expense  they  could,  and  not  to 
benefit  themselves  from  tho  state  of  the 
law  as  it  exists.  I  do  not,  however, 
think  it  fair  to  take  away  the  length  of 
instruments  which  fixed  their  remunera- 
tion, and  provide  nothing  in  their  place. 
Wethereforeproposo  in  the  third  Bill  that 
there  shall  be  a  power  g^von  to  tho  Lord 
Chancellor,  the  Master  of  tho  Kolls,  and 
the  three  Chiefs  of  tlio  Common  Law 
DivisionSy  to  make  rulus  for  tlie  roinuno- 
ration  of  solicitors  in  non-cuntentious 
hnsinnss  thst  is  to  say,  leases,  sales 
sC  fwupeity,  settlements,  and  the  like 
—  and  to  allow  them  payment  by  a 


commission  or  percentage,  in  the  same 
way  that  brokers  are  remunerated  for 
the  transfer  of  stocks.  That,  I  be- 
lieve, will  not  only  be  satisfactory  to  the 
solicitors,  but  beneficial  to  the  public. 
Nothing  can  be  more  satisfactory  to  the 
person  who  is  going  to  buy  an  estate 
than  to  know  that  if  it  costs  £50,000  he 
can  tell  beforehand  what  he  will  have 
to  pay  a  solicitor  for  his  costs.  The 
Bill  also  provides  that  solicitors  and 
their  clients  may  agree  upon  the  remu- 
neration to  be  paid  for  non-contentious 
business  ;  but  if  it  is  to  be  a  percentage 
such  percentage  is  not  to  exceed  that 
fixed  by  the  authorized  scale. 

The  fourth  and  last  Bill  is  one  relat- 
ing to  an  entirely  different  subject.  Its 
purpose  is  to  shorten,  in  certain  cases, 
the  periods  of  limitation  of  actions.  In 
1874  your  Lordships  passed  a  measuro 
which  made  a  considerablo  change  in 
the  periods  of  limitation  with  respect 
to  actions  for  tho  recovery  of  land.  Up 
to  that  time  the  limitation  of  time  for 
the  recovery  of  land  was  20  years,  or, 
where  the  person  entitled  to  recover 
the  land  was  under  any  disability  when 
his  right  first  accrued,  10  years  after  the 
termination  of  the  disability.  In  place 
of  that,  it  was  fixed  at  12  years  and  six 
years.  I  do  not  wish  to  shorten  thoso 
terms  any  further ;  but  I  now  propose 
to  make  similar  alterations  in  other  coses. 
I  propose  to  reduce  tho  period  of  limita- 
tion in  the  case  of  claims  against  adminis- 
trators in  respect  of  intestate  estates  from 
20 years  to  1 2 ;  and  in  the  case  of  specialty 
debts — such  as  actions  arising  upon  in- 
struments under  seal — also  from  20 
years  to  12.  I  also  propose  a  change 
as  to  simple  contract  debts.  It  is  a 
strange  thing,  but  six  years  has  been 
tho  limit  with  respect  to  simple  contract 
debts  since  the  reign  of  James  I.,  and 
it  has  never  been  proposed  to  alter  it. 
A  great  deal  has  happened  since  that 
time.  There  are  greater  facilities  of  com- 
munication, and  also  for  tlie  rwovery 
of  debts  by  legal  proceedings;  and  I 
pro]>os(»,  therefore,  that  that  limitation 
shall  be  reduced  to  three  yearH.  There 
are  other  provisions  with  respect  to 
frauds,  acknowledgments,  and  other 
like  questions  with  which  I  need  not 
detain  your  Lordships.  Theso  are  tho 
measures  I  have  to  lay  before  your 
Lordshii>s,  and  I  hope  you  will  give 
them  a  lir^t  reading.  If  so,  I  pr<»po80 
to  fix  tho  second  roading  of  the  first  two 
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on  Thursday  week,  and  of  the  other  two 
on  this  day  fortnight. 

Bill  for  facilitating  sales,  leases,  and 
other  dispositions  of  settled  land,  and 
for  promoting  the  execution  of  improve- 
ments thereon. 

Bill  for  simplifying  and  improving 
the  practice  of  conveyancing,  and  for 
vesting  in  trustees,  mortgagees,  and 
others,  various  powers  commonly  con- 
ferred by  provisions  inserted  in  settle- 
ments, mortgagees,  wills,  and  other  in- 
struments ;  and  for  amending  in  various 
particulars  the  law  of  property ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Bill  for  making  better  provision  re- 
specting the  remuneration  of  solicitors 
in  conveyancing,  and  other  non-conten- 
tious business :     And 

Bill  for  amending  the  law  relating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  —  Presented 
(The  Lord  Ciiancellor.) 

Lord  SELBOENE  said,  that  even  a 
less  clear  and  able  speaker  than  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  could  hardly 
have  failed  to  impart  interest  to  a  subject 
of  such  great  importance  to  many  of  their 
Lordships,  and  ho  did  not  think  that  a 
more  interesting  statement  could  have 
been  made  than  that  thoy  had  just  lis- 
tened to.  If  there  were  any  matters 
connected  with  the  Law  of  Settlement 
which  required  attention  on  economical 
grounds,  they  might  expect  to  hear  of 
them  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission which  was  appointed  last  year ; 
and  he  would  touch  upon  the  point  only 
so  far  as  to  say  that  he  concurred  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  in  thinking 
that  it  would  require  very  groat  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  their  Lordships 
before  they  adopted  any  of  the  Conti- 
nental principles  prohibiting  those  ar- 
rangements of  property,  which,  in  this 
country,  were  called  limitations,  and  on 
the  Continent  substitutions ;  or  of  cut- 
ting down  estates  by  some  rule  of  great 
simplicity,  and  altering  the  power  of 
disposition  of  property  by  deed  or  will, 
which  owners  of  property  now  possessed, 
or  materially  encroaching  upon  it.  It 
would  require  great  consideration  before 
any  measures  of  that  kind  could  bo 
adopted ;  and  it  was  not  wise  or  prudent 
to  indulge  in  vague  generalities  on  such 
a  subject  until  the  particulars  of  a  mea- 
sure were  before  them.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  appeared  to  him  to  bo  no 
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neoeBsary  presumption  affainrt  acme  re- 
vision of  the  existing  xaw,  and  some 
consideration  whether,  either  as  to  real 
or  personal  estate,  some  alteration  might 
be  for  the   public  advantage    in   the 
direction  pointed  out  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl.    This  was  entirely  a  prac- 
tical subject,  not  dependent  upon  abstract 
disquisitions,  but  upon  the  experience  of 
the  country  and  the  interests  of  owners 
of  both  descriptions  of  property.     He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
measures  proposed  appeared  to  him  to 
be  extremely  well  adapted  to  meet  and 
remedy  a  great  number  of  practical  in- 
conveniences in  which  the  piiblic,  as  well 
as  particular  owners  of  property  were 
interested,  arising  out  of  the  imperfect 
state  of  the  present  law  as  to  the  dis- 
position of  land  by  will  and  by  lease, 
and  the  forms  of  conveyance.     Subject 
to  the  examination  of  particular  clauses, 
the  plan  of  the  Bill  appeared  to  him  to 
be  one  likely  to  commend  itself  to  the 
judgment  of  their  Lordships ;  and  he  was 
confirmed  in  that  opinion  by  what  was 
stated  as  to  the  assistance  obtained  and 
the  care  taken  in  the  preparation  of  the 
measure.    As  no  reference  was  made  to 
sales  and  leases  by  charity  and  other 
Corporations,  he  supposed  the  Bill  made 
no  change  in  the  law  on  the  subject; 
but  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  might 
find  it  desirable  to  consider  whether  the 
law  was  entirely  what  it  ought  to  be. 
Some  provisions  of  the  Bill  appeared  to 
him  to  be  quite  as  fit  to  be  applied  to 
Corporations  as  to  private  persons.     The 
giving  of  the  powers  mentioned  to  owners 
of  life  estates,  and  especially  the  power 
of  sale,  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  right 
thing  to  do,  and  the  proposed  way  of 
doing  it  was,  in  the  main,  correct ;  but 
what  was  to  be  done  with  life  estates 
that  were  incumbered  with  rent-charges 
and  mortgages  ?  He  gathered  from  what 
had  boon  stated   that    the    mortgagor 
would  have  the  power  of  making  leases. 
It  woidd  be  important  to  know  whether 
under  a  mortgage  the  power  of  sale 
would  be  oxerciscable ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  under  the  same  con- 
ditions as  in  other  cases.     Some  practical 
men  well  acquainted  with  the  subject 
considered  that  much  greater  impedi- 
ments were  thrown  in  the  way  of  the 
sale  of  lands  in  which  the  public  had  an 
interest  by  mortgages  than  by  settle- 
ments.   If,  as  ho  understood,  a  difTerence 
was  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  powers 
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giTon  under  ezistiiig  settlemeiits  and 
nnder  fiiture  settlements,  he  would  be 
glad  if  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  should 
re-consider  that  point,  as  he  thought  it 
wonld  be  very  undesirable  to  postpone  the 
benefit  of  such  a  measure  by  excluding 
all  existing  titles.  These  subjects  had 
been  considered  by  him ;  and  the  result 
of  his  deliberations  was  that  if  these 
powers  would  be  of  great  advantage  to 
owners  of  life  estates  they  should  not  bo 
postponed  to  an  indefinite  period,  but  bo 
applied  to  existing  settlements.  As  to 
the  eeoond  Bill,  he  thought  the  changes 
would  be  advantageous ;  but  he  would 
not  exclude  the  covenants  in  regard  to 
the  cultivation  of  land  as  they  were  of 
force  now,  and  not  of  much  practical 
value.  In  regard  to  the  limitations  of 
actions,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl.  As  regarded  the  ques- 
tion of  solicitors'  costs,  as  something  was 
proposed  to  be  done  by  an  external 
antnority,  it  would  be  impossible  now  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  the  subject. 
He  must  express  his  groat  satisfaction 
with  the  Bills  considered  as  a  whole; 
and  he  thanked  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  for  the  time  and  attention  which  ho 
had  given  to  them. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE  said, 
he  was  very  glad  that  the  proposal  of 
the  Grovemment  had  met  with  tho  ap- 
proval of  his  noblo  and  learned  Friend ; 
but  there  was  one  point  on  which  lio  ap- 
peared to  be  labouring  under  a  miscon- 
ception, and  that  was  with  regard  to  tho 
powers  proposed  to  be  given  under  exist- 
ing settlements.  He  quite  agreed  with 
hia  noble  and  learned  Friend  that  if 
the  powers  proposed  to  be  conferred  by 
the  Bill  were  good  it  would  bo  very 
much  to  be  regretted  if  they  were  not 
communicated  to  those  holding  under 
exiating  settlements;  because  a  great 
portion  of  the  land  of  this  country  wa^i 
held  under  existing  settlements,  and 
auch  of  it  could  not  come  under  now 
•sttlements  for  many  years.  But  the  fact 
waa,  that  under  the  Bill,  tenant  for  life 
ander  an  existing  settlement  would  have 
exactly  the  same  power  as  tlie  tenant 
lor  life  under  a  future  settlement.  Tlio 
diflerence  between  tho  two  was  not  in  tlio 
powers,  but  in  the  checks  on  tlie  exercise 
of  the  powers.  The  tenant  for  life  under 
aa  existing  settlement,  when  he  wislied  to 
txeicise  the  powers  conferred  by  the  Bill, 
vooU  have  to  apply,  by  summary  pro- 
casding,  to  tlio  Court,  and  to  obtain  the 


consent  of  the  Court.  In  that  case,  if 
the  Court  considered  it  desirable  that 
any  person  in  remainder  should  be  heard 
ho  might  be  heard.  But  the  tenant  for 
life  under  future  a  settlement  would  only 
have  to  inform  the  trustees,  and  if  they 
consented  he  might  exercise  the  powers 
given  by  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  life 
estates  incumbered  with  mortgages,  it 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  Bill  conferred 
on  tenants  for  life  no  power  to  sell  such 
estates  discharged  from  the  incum- 
brancer ;  but  he  was  afraid  he  could 
not  put  the  owner  of  an  incumbered  life 
estate  in  any  better  position  in  this  re- 
spect, than  an  owner  of  an  incumbered 
estate  in  fee.  "With  regard  to  incum- 
brances on  the  inheritance,  what  the 
Bill  proposed  was  that  such  incum- 
brances might  be  paid  out  of  sale 
monies ;  but  there  was  a  provision  that 
the  tenant  for  life  might  agree  with 
an  incumbrancer  to  charge  the  incum- 
brance on  another  part  of  the  land ;  and 
if  tho  incumbrancer  was  a  reasonable 
man,  and  saw  that  what  was  going  to  be 
done  would  improve  tho  estate,  and 
would  not  injure  his  claim,  he  might 
agree  to  what  was  proposed.  If  neither 
of  these  courses  was  adopted,  tho  only 
course  would  be  to  sell  the  estate  sub- 
ject to  tho  incumbrance ;  and  so  in  a 
case  where  a  life  estate  was  incumbered 
tho  only  course  would  bo  to  transfer  the 
incumbrance  to  another  part  of  tho 
estate  to  provide  for  tho  payment  of  the 
incumbrance,  and  of  tlie  portion  of  the 
purchase  nionoy  attributable  to  the  life 
estate,  or  to  sell  subject  to  the  incum- 
brance ;  but  he  did  not  see  what  else 
could  be  done.  With  respect  to  lands 
ill  the  hands  of  charity  trustees,  ho  quite 
agreed  with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  law  was  not  in  a  satisfactory 
condition  ;  but  this  was  a  Bill  which  re- 
lated to  settled  land,  and  anything  done 
with  regard  to  tlie  other  matter  nmst  be 
done  in  another  way. 

Bills  read  I'';  and  to  be  yWw/ff/.  (Nos. 
1-J,  15,  IT),  and  17.) 

SKKDS  (lUELAXI);  lUT.L.— (No.  10.) 
lOMMlTTKi:. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Mured,  "That  tho  House  do  now  re- 
solve itsj'If  into  Committee  up(m  the 
said  Bill."— (:?•/*<?  Urd  rrmdenL) 


(FzBBUAST  23,  1680]    Artiith  44- 
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JJD  AKD 

jitiWLET   Hlix) 

■  ilio  Local  Go- 
fth.ir,  in  view  of 
IS    districtB  to 
own  [iiirpoacB  from 
liip)i  they  havo  no 
liLi  GovL-rnment  aro 
,tici]ialii>n  of  logielation 
Itiatti  an  inquiry 
*  quewtion  (if  water  supply  "i" 
^'H'IR-BOUTH:    Sir,    the 
Jiftlior  tlit-ro  "hnll  bo  an  In- 
t  the  walor  supply  of  tlie  King- 
been  several  limcs  under  the 
of  the   QovL'rnui<.'nt ;    but   at 
tbwe  Moms  U\  be  nooccasion  for 
9*1  Inquiry,  seeing  there  is  oLreedy 
information    at    their    dis^oBal, 

a  subject. 


Hb.  ABTHUH  TEEL  aaked  the 
Ikwideiit  of  the  Board  of  Trado,  What 
llmgK  tlie  Board  havo  taken  iu  tho  case 
of  the  Warwick  and  Birminghank  and 
Varwick  and  Napton  Canal  Companies 
ladtlia  London  and  North  Western  Knil- 
vwand  Sinningham  Canal  CuinpanicH ; 
mm.  vhether  he  proposoe  to  deal  vith  t]ie 
nbtion  between  tho  canals  and  tho 
Otompuij ;  and,  if  so,  whether  by  a 
Ifwul  or  general  measure  ? 

TlMDiTitT  SANDON:  Sir,  theBubject 
nlMd  by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Uueti- 
6m  szciteB  very  great  interest  among 
4w  tatding  community,  and,  in  duahng 
wHktlus  case  and  with  similar  onus,  1 
UL  bonnd  to  bear  constantly  in  mind 
Am  •trong  opinion  oxp rossod  by  tho  im- 
Mltaiit  joint  Committee  of  tlio  two 
Bmbm  of  Parliament  in  1872,  in  favour 
_  the  competition  betwoeo 
anif  the  railways.  To  make 
"i^ble,  I  must  mention 
19k  Canal  Company  in- 
fbre  the  liailway 
the  London  and 
iway  Company  for 

[raUD    B£BIX8.^ 


through  ratee  over  the  Birmingham 
Canal,  which  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway, 
that  the  Commissioners  made  an  Order 

favour  of  such  through  rates,  but  that 
this  Order  was  quashed  by  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  on  the  ground  that  it  waa  in 
excess  of  the  Commissioners'  jurisdic- 
tion. The  Act  under  which  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Birmingham  Canal  is  vested 
iu  tho  London  and  North  Western  Kail' 
way  Company  provides — 

"  Thai  il  it  appears  to  tho  Board  of  Trade  to 
be  neceesHry  for  Ihu  inlereatB  of  the  public,  t}ur7 
mav  requiro  the  Company  to  remedy  any  (peci< 
lieJ  iDi;uiiv(^iuuco  or  orils  either  by  iDtroducing 
a  Bill  or  otherwise,  and  upon  the  failure  of  the 
said  Cumpany  to  i-onijily  with  the  requisition, 
nuty  introduce  a  Bill  thi'moolvei  at  tho  expenw 
of  the  Buid  Company." 

The  Warwick  Canal  Company  appealed 
to  mo  to  act  under  that  section.  I  con- 
sequently communicated  with  the  Hall- 
way Company  and  with  the  Birmingham 
Canal  Company ;  but  those  Companies 
doclined  to  give  mo  any  reply  on  the 
merits  of  the  case,  on  the  ground  that 
an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  wbb  Btill  pending.  I  also 
thought  it  undesirable,  while  an  appeal 
was  pending,  to  take  any  decisive  action, 
I  am  now,  however,  informed  that  the 
notice  of  appeal  will  be  withdrawn,  and 
I  trust  I  shall  receive  very  ehortly  from 
the  Railway  Company  a  reply  showing 
that  they  intend  to  take  such  steps  aa 
may  render  action  on  my  part  un- 
necessary. Until  I  receive  those  re- 
plies, I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
I'oel  that  it  would  bo  premature  for  me 
to  say  what  course  tho  Govommeut  will 
jjursue.  But  I  am  fully  awaro  of  the 
iniportance  of  tho  case,  and  aa  soon  asl 
receive  the  replies  from  tho  Railway  Com- 
panicB,  and  nave  had  time  to  conaidei 
them,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  announoe 
the  uourse  that  wo  shall  tliink  it  right  to 
tako  in  this  serious  matter. 

THEATY  OF  I!  EH  UN— ARTICLE  44— 

ItOUMANIA. 
Mr.  Serjeaxt  8IM0N  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  of  tho  GoTornments  of 
franco  and  Germany  soon  to  recognise, 
or  whether  they  have  recognised,  the 
independence  of  Roumania  ;  if  so,  who' 
tUor  and  how  the  etipulationa  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  are  to  be  carried  out, 
3  Q 
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The  Mabqttess  ov  LANSDOWNE 
inquired  wbj  the  valuation  limit  of  £10 
lu^  been  raised  to  £15,  so  that  a  farmer 
whose  valuation  exceeded  the  latter 
amount  would  be  debarred  from  partici- 
pating in  the  assistance  received  by  his 
neighbours  ? 

&B  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GOBDON  said,  it  was  necessary  to  have 
a  limit.  In  the  first  instance  it  was  re- 
stricted to  £10 ;  but  after  full  discussion 
in  the  House  of  Commons  it  was  raised 
to  £16. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Amendments  made ;  the  Eeport  thereof 
to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  18.) 

House  adjourned  at  Seyen  o'clock, 

till  To-morroWf  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Monday y  2Srd  February,  1880. 


MINTJTE8.]— Sblect  Commtpteb— Loans  for 
Local  Works,  appointed. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Civil  Ser- 
vice    SUPPLEMEXTABY     ESTIMATES,     1879-80, 

Classes  I.  and  II. 
Private  Bill   {by   Order)  —  Second  Heading — 

Stafford  Borough  *. 
PoBLic    Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  — 

Census*  [86]  ;  Census  (Scotland)  ♦  [86]. 
Second  Reading — Indian    Salaries    and  Allow- 
ances* [72]. 
Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 

Criminal  Code  [2]. 
Select  Committee — JBankruptcy  Law  Amendment* 

[3],  appointed  and  nominated. 
Considered   at  amended — Ancient    Monuments 

[611. 
Considered  as  amended — Third  Reading — Relief 

of  Distress  (Ireland)  [84],  and  passed, 

NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (ORDER  IN 

DEBATE). 

notice  of  resolutions. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEll  gave  Notice  that  on  Thursday 
next  he  would  move  the  following  Beso- 
lutions : — 


'<  (1.)  That,  whenerer  any  Member  shall  hare 
been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the  Chairman 
of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Bfoose,  as  disre- 
garding the  authority  of  the  Chair,  or  abusing 
tiie  Rtdee  of  the  House  by  persistently  and  wil- 
fully obstructing  the  business  of  the  House,  or 
otherwise,  then,  if  the  offence  has  been  com- 
mitted in  the  House,  the  Speaker  shall  forth- 
with put  the  question,  on  a  Motion  being  made, 
no  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate  being 
allowed, '  That  such  Member  be  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House  during  the  remainder 
of  that  day's  sitting;'  and,  if  the  offence  haj 
been  committed  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  the  Chairman  shall,  on  a  Motion  being 
made,  put  the  same  question  in  a  ■itniUT'  way, 
and  if  the  Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwith 
suspend  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and 
report  the  circumstance  to  the  House ;  and  the 
Speaker  shall  thereupon  put  the  same  question, 
without  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  si 
if  the  offence  had  been  committed  in  the  House 
itself.  If  any  Member  be  suspended  three 
times  in  one  Session,  under  this  Order,  his  sns* 
pension  on  the  third  occasion  shall  continue  for 
one  week,  and  until  a  Motion  has  been  made, 
upon  which  it  shall  be  decided,  at  one  sitting, 
by  the  House,  whether  the  suspension  shall  then 
cease,  or  for  what  longer  period  it  shall  con- 
tinue ;  and,  on  the  occasion  of  such  Motion,  the 
Member  may,  if  he  desires  it,  be  heard  in  his 
place. 

**  (2.)  That  this  be  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House.'' 

He  would  also  move  that  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  be  postponed  in  order  that 
these  Besolutions  might  be  taken. 

QUESTIONS. 


WATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS). 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
he  can  inform  the  House  when  the  Bill 
relating  to  the  Water  Supply  of  London 
will  be  introduced  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  Sir,  I  had 
hoped  to  be  able  to  give  a  definite 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
but  the  arrangements  are  not  yet  com- 
plotod.  When  they  are,  I  propose  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
give  me  a  day  for  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked.  Whether,  con- 
sidering the  great  pecuniary  interests 
involved,  and  the  speculations  that  were 
taking  place  in  shares,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  would  so  make  his  arrange- 
ments as  to  prevent  some  people  from 
obtaining  information  before  others,  and 
whether  he  would  cause  the  Bill  to  be 
ready  for  circulation  immediately  after 
it  was  printed  ? 
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A8SHET0N    GBOSS :    Sir,    I  through   rates   over   the   Birmingham 

have  already  arranged  with  the  Chan-  Canal,   which  is   in   the  hands  of  the 

oellor  of  the  Exchequer  that,  whatever  London  and  North  Western  Hailwaj, 

day  he  may  allow  me  for  the  introduc-  that  the  Commissioners  made  an  Order 

tion  of  the  Bill,  it  shall  be  in  the  hands  in  favour  of  such  through  rates,  but  that 

of  Members.  this  Order  was  quashed  by  the  Court  of 

Exchequer  on  the  ground  that  it  was  in 

WATEB  SUPPLY  (ENGLAND  AND  excess  of  the  Commissioners'  jurisdic- 

WALES).  tion.    The  Act  under  which  the  manage- 

Mb.  monk  (for  Mr.  Eowley  Hill)  °ient  of  the  Birmingham  Canal  is  vested 

aaked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go-  ^  ^^®  London  and  North  Western  Eail- 

Temment  Board,  Whether,  in  view  of  ^^7  Company  provides— 

applications    from   various    districts  to  **  That  if  it  appears  to  tho  Board  of  Trade  to 

take  water  for  their  own  purposes  from  ^®  necoasarj'  for  the  interests  of  tho  public,  they 

water   sheds   with  which  they  have  no  J^/.^equire  the  Company  to  remedy  any  sped- 

*         -               ^'        Ai_      i-i                    A  fied  inconvenience  or  evils  either  by  introducing 

natural  connection,  the  Government  are  ^  jjill  or  otherwise,  and  upon  the  failure  of  the 

prepared,    in   anticipation  of  legislation  said  Company  to  comply  with  the  requisition, 

upon  the  subject,  to  initiate  an  inquiry  niuy  introduce  a  Bill  themselves  at  tho  expenie 

into  the  whole  question  of  water  supply  ?  ^^  ^^  said  Company." 

Mb.    SCLATER-BUOTH  :    Sir,    the  The  Warwick  Canal  Company  appealed 

qneetion  whether  there  shall  be  an  In-  to  me  to  act  under  that  section.     I  con- 

qniiy  into  the  water  supply  of  the  King-  sequently  communicated  with  the  Eail- 

dom  has  been  several  times  under  the  way  Company  and  with  the  Birmingham 

attention  of  the  Government ;   but  at  Canal  Company ;  but  those  Companies 

pieeent  there  seems  to  be  no  occasion  for  declined  to  give  me  any  reply  on  the 

a  ipedal  Inquiry,  seeing  there  is  already  merits  of  the  case,  on  the  ground  that 

ample  information    at    their    disposal,  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Court 

should  thev  think  fit  to  introduce  legis-  of  Exchequer  was  still  pending.    I  also 

lation  on  the  subject.  thought  it  undesirable,  while  an  appeal 

was  pending,  to  take  any  decisive  action. 

RAILWAYS   AND    CANALS— THROUGH  I  am  now,  however,  informed  that  the 

RATES.  notice  of  appeal  will  be  withdrawn,  and 

Mr.    AETHrn    PEEI.    asked    tho  ^^''if^f '^''ll  "'^'^°  ^^'^ '^°'!!L2fJ^ 

Reudent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  the  Eailway  Company  a  replv  ahowmg 

rteps  tho  Board  Lave  taken  iu  the  case  ^^"^  they  intend  to  take  sueli  steps  as 

rfthe  Warwick  and  Birmingham  and  '"«'y   render  action    on    my    part   un- 

Wwwick  and  Kapton  Canal  Con.panies  "f.'*"''?'?,;.„t  ".*''  L'  aZV^^^J^^u 

ja-l   T      J           1  x'^    Ai  w^^  A       i>  -1  plios,  I  think  the  lion.  Cientleman  will 

andtlleLondonand^lOrth  \\e6terui(ail-  f    i  ii    .  •.          n  i              «4,.«^  ^^- «.« 

^^       1  Tj-      •     I        ri       in  l<-'ol  that  it  would  be  premature  for  mo 

way  and  liirmmghani  Canal  Coinpuuu's ;  .              ,    .               ^i. .  n^„«««^^«4.  «.:ii 

Vi     V  *u     u                   All     ••I  *i  to  say  what  course  tho  Government  will 

and  whether  ho  proposes  to  deal  witn  tho  ^       i»  x  t          r  n             ^  ^^  *k^ 

,  ..        t  .       *^  A              ,          ,    .,  pursue.     But  I  am  lully  aware  of  the 


bon  excites  yery  great  interest  an...ng  ^^^  .^  ^^.   ^       ^^^^^^^ 

the  trading  community,  and,  in  ui'uhug 

with  this  case  and  with  similar  ones.  I  .^^j^vrY  OF  HEHL1N-ARTICLE  44- 

feei  bound  to  bear  constantly  m  miud  liorMWiA 

the  strong  opinion  expressed  by  the  im-  '^  ' 

portant   Joint    Committee  of   the    two  Mr.    Seiueaxt    SIMON    nnkod   Mr. 

Uonees  of  Parliament  in  1872,  in  favour  Chuucollor  of  tho  Exclioquer,  Whether 

of  maintaining  the  competition  between  it  is  the  intention  of  Ilor  Majesty's  Go- 

the  canals  and  tho  railways.     To  make  vernmout  and  of  the  Govci-nments  of 

my  reply  intelligible,  I  must   mention  France  and  Germany  soon  to  recognise, 

that  the  Warwick  Canal  Company  in-  or  whether  they  have  recognised,  tho 

■litated  prooeedingii  before  the  Railway  independence  of  Eoumania  ;  if  so,  whe- 

OommiMionerfl  against  the  London  and  ther  and  how  the  stipulations  of  tho 

North  WeeteniBailway  Company  for  Treaty  of  Berlin  are  to  be  carried  out, 
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requiring,  as  a  condition  precedent  to 
such  recognition,  that  all  Bonmanian 
subjects  shall,  without  regard  to  race  or 
religious  profession,  be  placed  upon 
equal  footing  in  respect  of  civil  and 
political  rights ;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  out  of  a  Jewish  population  of  about 
250,000,  of  whom  about  200,000  are 
natives,  a  vast  number  being  descen- 
dants of  those  who  settled  in  the  country 
four  centuries  ago,  the  Act  of  Emanci- 
pation passed  by  the  Eoumanian  Legis- 
lature as  a  fulfilment  of  the  Berlin 
Treaty,  restricts  emancipation  to  indi- 
vidual applications  in  categories  num- 
bering altogether  not  more  than  1,500 
or  2,000,  while  it  leaves  the  rest  as 
hitherto,  without  civil  rights,  and,  in 
defiance  of  public  law,  aliens  in  the  land 
of  their  birth,  and  that  being  Jews, 
without  a  country  of  their  own  according 
to  Boumanian  law  judicially  declared, 
without  even  the  protection  extended  by 
civilized  nations  to  other  aliens ;  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
accept,  or  have  accepted,  such  a  measure 
as  a  fulfilment  of  the  stipulations  of  the 
Berlin  Treaty ;  or,  whether  they  have 
required  and  have  received  assurances 
from  the  Houmanian  Government  that 
they  will  extend  emancipation  to  the 
rest  of  the  Jewish  subjects  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  the  Eoumanian  Legislature 
have  made  a  change  in  the  Constitution 
of  their  country,  in  conformity  with  the 
44th  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  In 
fact,  they  have  imported  into  their  Con- 
stitution substantially  the  language  of 
the  Treaty.  The  three  Powers  have, 
therefore,  in  pursuance  of  the  Treaty, 
recognized  the  independence  of  Eou- 
mania.  We  trust  that  in  future  the 
change  that  has  been  made  in  the  Con- 
stitution in  favour  of  religious  freedom 
will  be  executed  in  a  loyal  and  liberal 
spirit,  and  we  have  received  assurances 
from  the  Eoumanian  Government  which 
we  think  justify-  the  anticipation. 
Papers  will  shortly  be  presented  on  the 
subject. 

CRIMINAL  L\W— EXECUTION  AT 
MANCHESTER. 

Mr.  PEASE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  tlie  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attontionjias  been  called  to  the 
information  contained  in  the  public 
press  relative  to  the  execution  of  Wil- 

1/r.  Serjeant  Simon 


liam  Cassidy  at  Manohesier  on  the  17th 
instant ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the  De- 
puty Governor  of  the  jail  stated  the  drop 
then  used  to  have  been  **  eight  or  nine 
feet  in  height,"  and  admitted,  when  in« 
terrogated  by  a  juror,  "that  it  might 
have  been  nine  feet  six  inchee  in 
height,"  and  that  a  juror  remarked  in 
reference  to  the  corpse  of  the  criminal, 
"  his  head  is  nearly  off  his  body;"  whe- 
ther, if  such  a  statement  is  true,  he  will 
take  such  steps  as  would  stop  such  a 
mode  of  execution  in  the  future ;  and, 
whether  he  will  object  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  regulations  now 
in  force  in  the  jails  under  Uie  care  of  Uie 
Home  Department  having  reference  to 
executions,  including,  also,  the  existing 
regulations  as  to  the  adxnission  of  re- 
porters to  the  public  press  on  these 
occasions  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  communicated  with  the 
Governor  of  Cheetham  Gaol  with  respect 
to  the  execution  of  William  Casaidy,  and 
had  received  a  reply  £rom  him.  It  was 
not  true  that  he  had  admitted  that  the 
drop  was  9  feet  6  inches  and  he  was  not 
at  the  inquest  in  a  position  to  correct  the 
statement  of  a  juror  that  it  was  between 
8  feet  and  9  feet.  On  his  return  to  the 
gaol  he  had  it  measured.  It  was  found 
to  be  8  feet  5  inches.  The  death  was  instan- 
taneous, and  there  was  nothing  to  show 
any  undue  violence.  The  reffidations 
now  in  force  were  those  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  1868,  under  the 
Private  Executions  Act,  but  they  did  not 
affect  the  manner  in  which  the  sentence 
was  to  be  executed.  That  had  been 
left  from  time  immemorial  to  the  High 
Sheriff,  and  the  Home  Office  had  never 
interfered  ;  but  if  any  abuse  occurred,  he 
would  be  the  first  to  do  so.  He  could 
not  add  anything  to  what  he  had  stated 
on  Friday,  that  he  would  put  himself  in 
communication  with  the  local  authori- 
ties, and  see  what  could  be  done  with 
regard  to  the  admission  of  the  Press,  or 
some  representatives  on  behalf  of  the 
public ;  but  amongst  the  evils  com- 
plained of  under  the  former  ^^em 
were  the  reports  of  the  executions  in  the 
papers. 

LANDLORD  AND   TENANT   (IRELAND) 
—NOTICE  TO  QUIT. 

Tub  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
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luw  been  called  to  a  Btatement  in  the 
"Ksxvy  Sentinel"  of  Tuesday,  February 
the  10th,  that  Mr.  Daniel  M'Mahon,  a 
tenant  on  what  is  known  in  Kerry  as  the 
Ballysnchy  Estate,  has  been  served  with 
notice  to  quit ;  and,  if  he  will  ascertain 
whether  Mr.  M'Mahon,  before  receiving 
notice  to  quit,  had  objected  to  being 
made  liable  to  3^  per  cent,  interest  on 
money  proposed  to  be  expended  by  the 
agent  of  the  said  Ballysuchy  Estate  in 
feoeing  a  portion  of  Mr.  M'Mahon's 
farm? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  the  paper 
from  which  the  extract  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Qentleman  is  taken  is  not  known 
in  Dnblin,  and  no  such  paper  appears 
on  the  ordinary  lists;  and,  further,  I 
miiaft  laT  that  the  Government  has  no 
control  m  the  matter.  However,  I  re- 
ceiTed  to<*day  a  letter  from  the  agent  re- 
tered  to,  Mr.  Hussev,  a  gentleman  very 
well  known  and  much  respected  in  Ire- 
bad.  He  says  that  he  has  noticed  this 
Question,  and  he  thinks  it  right  to  in- 
tana  me  that  the  facts  of  the  case  wore 
that  the  tenant  in  question  was  asked  to 
pay  a  reasonable  interest  upon  the  pro- 
portion of  the  money  lent  to  be  expended 
on  the  farm,  which,  instead  of  being  3^- 
per  cent,  was  rather  under  than  over  the 
eommon  interest,  including  sinking  fund 
ander  the  new  terms.  The  reason,  how- 
vrer,  that  the  tenant  got  notice  to  quit 
was  because  ho  threw  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  an  important  improvement  which 
was  required  for  the  protection  of  other 
holding^.  As  I  have  already  snid,  the 
Goremment  has  neither  the  powpr  nor 
the  inclination  to  interfere  in  the  rela- 
tkms  between  the  landlord  and  tenant. 

CONGRESS  OF   BKRLIN— PKOTOCOL  13 
—OTTOMAN  BONDIIOLDKKS. 


BYLANDS  (for  Mr.  E.  Jenkins) 

adbed  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  by 

Her  liajesty  s  Government  in  conformity 

with  the  declaration  in  the  18th  protocol 

of  the  Berlin  Congrcssi  (Turkey,  No.  .SO, 

187ft},  that— 

"The  Powen  r^preBcntcd  nt  tho  Conc:rfsH 
to  recommend  to  the  Subliniu  Porto  thu 
lent  at  CoDfltantiDoplc  of  u  riimiu-iul 
m  composed  of  BpecialiatH  nuiiR-d  liy 
■rrMpective  GoremmentB,  which  CumiiiiuMion 
lO  be  dmiiped  to  ezAmine  into  tho  compIaintH 
9i  tlMbondholdeti  of  tho  Ottoman  dubti),  and  to 
tha  moat  officacioni  muans  for  satisfying 
■a  ftBt  aa  ia  compatihle  with  tho  financiiU 
ofthePoita;" 


whether  the  French  Government  has 
taken,  or  proposed  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  take,  any  action  in  the 
matter ;  and,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's 

Government  propose  to  take  ?         

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  no  steps  have  been  taken 
in  tho  direction  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  as  yet.  No  representations  on 
the  subject  have  been  received  from  the 
French  Government.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  able  to  say  what 
course  they  may  adopt  until  they  are  in- 
formed of  the  opinion  and  course  of 
action  that  may  be  taken  by  other 
Powers. 

IMPRTSONMENT    FOR    DEBT- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  Betum  just  delivered,  relating  to  Hol- 
loway  Prison,  from  which  it  appears 
that,  out  of  about  900  committals  for  the 
year  1878,  nearly  600  were  simply  for 
**  non-payment ;  "  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  legislate  to  remove 
the  anomaly  that,  under  a  fiction  of  law, 
imprisonment  for  non-payment  of  small 
debts  largely  continues,  while  imprison- 
ment for  debts  over  £50  has  been 
abolished  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir,  I 
hope  the  House  will  excuse  me  from  en- 
tering into  a  matter  of  this  kind  in 
answer  to  a  Question.  It  is  a  large  sub- 
ject, and  I  cannot  make  my  views  in- 
telligible in  merely  answering  a  Ques- 
tion. I  am  bound,  however,  to  state 
that  my  opinions  on  this  matter  have 
undergone  considerable  change  since 
tho  Committee  sat  some  time  ago. 

ML'NICIPAL    CORPORATIONS- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mil.  RICHARD  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Kxchoquor,  If  he  can  now 
inform  the  House  whether  tho  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  any  action  on  tho 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  on  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  ? 

Til  E  CHANCELLOR  of  tub  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  the  Report 
liad  only  just  been  received,  but  that 
tho  evidence  on  which  it  was  founded 
had  not  been  received,  so  that  he  could 
not  now  answer  the  Question. 

2  Q  2 
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MINES  ACT,  1872— EMPLOYMENT  OF 
BOYS  IN  MINES. 

Me.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  considering  that  evidence  had 
been  laid  before  him  that  two  boys  of 
tender  age  had  been  worked  for  some 
months  in  the  Pencaitland  Colliery, 
East  Lothian,  N.B.,  by  the  employers  or 
owners  of  the  colliery  for  eighty-four 
hours  each  week,  making  thirty  hours 
more  in  the  seven  days  than  is  allowed 
by  the  sixth  section  of  **  The  Mines  Act, 
1872,''  he  has  directed  that  the  owners 
and  manager  shall  be  prosecuted  for 
such  an  offence  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON CEOSS  :  Sir,  IdecHne 
to  commit  myself  on  the  subject  of  hours, 
as  I  am  not  certain  about  the  facts. 
The  Inspectors  very  properly  asked 
leave  to  prosecute,  and  leave  has  been 
given. 

COAL  MINES— THE  LYCETT  COLLIERY 

EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  will  cause  to  be  publishea  with  the 
Beport  of  the  investigation  now  being 
made  into  the  cause  of  the  Lycett  Col- 
liery Explosion,  whereby  sixty-two  per- 
sons lost  their  lives,  a  supplemental  offi- 
cial Report  of  the  proceedings  before 
the  Coroner's  Inquest  and  the  proceed- 
ings before  the  Magistrates  in  respect  to 
a  serious  explosion  which  took  place  in 
the  same  colliery  a  few  months  before  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  no  objection  to  produce  the 
Report  of  the  proceedings  before  the 
Coroner ;  but  he  knew  nothing  of  what 
took  place  before  the  Magistrates. 

POST  OFFICE— PRIVATE  TELEGRAPn 

WIRES. 

Mr.  gray  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  communications  sent 
through  private  telegraph  wires  rented 
to  individuals  by  Government  are  ever 
**  tapped "  en  route  by  Government 
officials  without  the  knowledge  or  con- 
sent of  the  parties  to  whom  the  wires 
are  rented  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
say  that  all  wires,  whether  private  or 
public,  are  necessarily,  from  time  to  time, 


examined  in  order  to  see  that  they  are  in 
proper  order  and  that  the  work  on  them 
IS  properly  done.  That  examination 
takes  place  without  any  previous  know- 
ledge on  the  part  of  the  renters  or  of 
others  interested. 

Mb.  GRAY:  May  I  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  Whether  that  examination  involves 
a  knowledge  of  the  communications  sent 
across  the  wires,  and  whether  it  occurs 
at  times  when  communications  are  being 
sent  by  the  wires,  so  that  they  may  be 
known  to  the  officials  of  the  Gk>vemment 
without  the  knowledge  of  those  renting 
the  wires  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS :  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  probably  aware 
every  telegram  is  stored  at  the  Central 
Office  for  a  space  of  three  months,  in 
order  that  when  any  complaints  are 
made  the  telegrams  may  be  inspected, 
therefore  there  is  no  necessity  for  the 
practice  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  of  which  I  have  no  knowledge 
whatever. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT   BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

Ma.  GRAY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
great  increase  of  work  thrown  upon  the 
Irish  Local  Government  Board  owing  to 
the  distress  in  Ireland,  it  is  the  intention 
of  Government  promptly  to  fill  the  vacancy 
upon  the  Board ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it 
is  intended  to  appoint  a  gentleman  with 
previous  knowledge  of  the  work  of  \h^ 
bepartment  ? 

Mb:  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  the  question 
of  permanently  filling  up  the  vacancy  in 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
has  not  been  formally  decided.  Ar- 
rangements, however,  are  in  course  of 
being  carried  out  with  the  object  of 
temporarily  strengthening  the  Board, 
and  I  am  in  hopes  that  the  services  of  a 
gentleman  of  extensive  experience  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law  may 
be  secured  for  that  purpose. 

PRISON    (IRELAND)   ACT— INFIRMARY 
AND  GAOL  SURGEONS. 

Me.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  any 
i^cheme  has  as  yet  been  adopted  settling 
the  salaries,  duties,  and  position  of  the 
infirmary  and  gaol  surgeons  in  Ireland ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  Scheme  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 
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Mb.  J.  LO  WTHER :  Sir,  sucli  a  scheme 
M  that  refenred  to  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Question  has  been  prepared,  and  I  shall 
hATe  no  objection  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
so  far  as  it  has  reference  to  the  surgeons 
ofi 


APPOINTMENT  OF  THE  REGISTRAR 
OENERAL-DR.  FARR. 

1CB.LY0N  PL  A  YF  AIR  asked  the  Pre- 
adent  of  the  Local  Oovernmont  Board, 
Whether  the  eminent  and  long-continued 
•errices  of  Dr.  Farr,  who,  since  1838, 
has  added  so  much  to  our  knowledge  of 
rital  statistics  and  public  health  by  his 
work  in  the  Registrar  General's  Office, 
hare  received,  since  his  resignation,  any 

SaUio  recognition  from  Her  Majesty's 
foTemment,  either  in  the  form  of  in- 
ereased  pension  or  otherwise  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  the  formal  steps  after  Dr. 
Fsot's  resignation  and  the  consideration 
of  his  superannuation  have  not  taken 
place  very  long.  It  is  always  necessary 
in  eases  where  application  for  superan- 
nuation is  made  that  the  case  should  be 
carefully  examined  by  the  Superannua- 
tion Committee  at  the  Treasury,  uspo- 
dally  if  any  question  arises  as  to  special 
pension.  The  question  of  a  special 
pension,  such  as  can  be  granted  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  under  a  clause;  in 
the  Superannuation  Act,  is  very  difficult 
indeed  to  deal  with,  and  requires  ex- 
oeedinff  care.  There  lias  therefore  been 
some  delay  in  considering  tliis  case :  but 
after  carefully  examining  the  circum- 
skaaoeSy  this  is  the  decision  at  which  the 
I^easniy  have  arrived — 

**Mt  Lords,  in  order  to  mark  thi'ir  ap]irL>ci:i- 
of  Dr.  Farr's  long  and  uMo  tjcrvicrs  in  tlio 
stimr  General' B  De|Mirtmi.'nt,  )i:ivo  awurdi'd 
ft  ipecial  peunon  of  £800  a-ycur ;" 

is  the  full  salary  of  his  office,  less 
the  addition  thereto  which  was  personal 
to  himself,  and  which  will  not  be  paid  to 
SDoCher  person  holding  the  same  office. 

CITY  OF  LONDON— GRATUITIES  TO 
GFFICEBS  OF  TIIE  COUroUATION. 

Mr.  W.  H.JAMES  asked  the  Secretary- 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
thsr  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Bsport  and  Eridence  of  tho  Special  In- 
amj  Committee  of  the  Court  of  Common 
OsWBcilof  the  City  of  London  in  reference 
la  the  pnetioe  of  long  standing  of  gra- 


tuities, commissions,  or  discounts  being 
received  by  certain  officers  of  the  Cor- 
poration, and  regarding  the  habitual 
breach  of  Standing  Order  No  67,  which 
rules  that  no  member  of  the  Court  of 
Common  Council,  or  his  partner,  or  other 
person  on  his  behalf,  shall  be  a  contractor 
for  or  shall  be  employed  directly  or  in- 
directly in  any  work  to  be  performed  in 
his  business  or  profession,  for  or  against 
the  City  or  any  of  its  Committees  ;  and, 
whether  he  has  consulted  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  on  these  matters,  and  with 
\^hat  i*3sult  r 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  by  the  City  Re- 
membrancer that  certain  officers  of  tho 
Corporation  had  been  in  the  habit  of  re- 
ceiving gratuities  and  commissions,  but 
the  Court  of  Common  Council  had  called 
upon  the  chief  persons  implicated  for  an 
explanation.  While  emphatically  con- 
demning the  malpractices  in  question, 
the  Corporation  were  of  opinion  that 
they  had  dealt  with  the  matter  in  tlio 
manner  which,  in  regard  to  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  seemed  to  them 
to  be  the  most  expedient.  With  rep^nrd 
to  any  breach  of  the  standing  regulations 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Council,  the 
City  Remembrancer  said  the  matter  was 
one  with  which  the  Common  Council 
themselves  were  fully  competent  to  deal. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (THELAND). 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  a.skod  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Wlu'thcr  ho 
has  been  infornicd  by  the  Roor  Law  In- 
spector Rorvinji^  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
that,  owing  to  the  deficiency  in  thenK.'ans 
of  transport,  there  is  much  difficulty  in 
getting  supplies  to  some  of  the  renioto 
districts  ;  and,  especially,  wliether  hu  is 
aware  that  a  cargo  of  meal  fur  Rallina- 
brill  district,  which  left  Galway  mure 
than  four  weeks  ago,  is  still  detained  in 
Roundstone  Ray  by  stress  of  weather ; 
and,  under  those  circumstances,  whiftlier 
application  has  been  made  to  the  Admi- 
ralty for  tho  servicers  of  a  gunboat  ? 

Mil.  J.  LO  WTHER:  Sir,  tho  fiiets 
are  substantially  as  indicat<'d  by  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  first  part  of  his 
Question,  but  I  understand  that  the  boat 
referred  to  wan  ronveying  food  for  tlio 
Duchess  of  MarlburougiL*!?  Fund  and  not 
for  the  Poor  Law  authuritius.  It  was 
delayed  by  stress  of  weather,  but  I  am 
glad  to  say  now  that  an  additional  guu- 
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boat  has  been  lent  by  the  Admiralty  for 
purposes  of  transport. 

Mb.  GEAY:  Sir,  might  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  he  is 
quite  certain  that  the  gunboat  was  sent 
exclusively  for  the  Duchess  of  Marlbo- 
rough's Fund,  and  what  was  the  name 
of  the  gunboat  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  the  name 
of  it  was  the  Goshawk.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gathered  from  my  Answer  that  it 
was  exclusively  sent  for  the  purpose  of 
convoying  the  stores  furnished  from  the 
fund  of  the  Duchess  of  Marlborough,  it 
is  not  what  I  intended  to  convey.  I  said 
that  the  cargo  of  meal  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
was,  I  had  been  informed,  supplied  from 
the  Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Fund. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BASUTOLAND. 

Mr.  chamberlain  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  as  stated  in  the  *'  Times  " 
of  February  20th,  that  the  disarmament 
of  the  Basutos  is  at  once  to  be  proceeded 
with,  or  whether  time  will  be  given  to 
Letsen,  the  paramount  chief,  to  petition 
the  Cape  Parliament  and  Her  Majesty  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  Sir, 
I  have  received  no  confirmation  of  the 
telegram  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  latest  official 
information  which  has  reached  me  with 
reference  to  the  disarmament  of  the 
Basutos  is  contained  in  a  Minute  of  the 
Cape  Government  which  was  read  a  few 
days  ago  in  *'  another  place "  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  and  will  be  included  in  the 
South  African  Papers  which  will,  I  hope, 
bo  in  tlie  hands  of  hon.  Members  in  the 
course  of  this  week.  I  have  impressed 
on  the  Cape  Government,  with  whom 
the  rt^sponsibility  for  dealing  with  this 
quoHtiiUi  rests,  Basutoland  having  been 
since  IB71  included  in  the  Cape  Colony, 
the  d^irability  of  proceeding  with  great 
caution  in  it.  I  do  not  doubt  that  they 
will  do  80 ;  and  from  what  I  have  heard 
I  think  it  by  no  means  improbable  that 
the  I)asuto8  will  surrender  their  arms 
voluntarily,  without  the  necessity  of  any 
PrtHilamation  under  the  Act  of  1878. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Colonial 
Seorotary  at  the  Cape  has  stated  to  Letsen 
that  the  Queen  and  English  people  ap- 
prove and  desire  the  disarmament  ? 

Mr.  J.  Lowther 


Sir  MICHAEL  HI0K8-BEACH :  I 

do  not  remember  hearing  any  confirma- 
tion of  that  statement. 


NAVT— H.M.S.  "WIVERN.*' 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  H.M.S.  iron- 
clad **  Wivern,"  ordered  to  China,  is  of 
a  similar  type  to  the  "Neptune,"  lat« 
"  Independencia,"  viz.  a  vessel  with  a 
poop  and  forecastle,  and  fitted  with  two 
turrets ;  whether  H.M.S.  "  Wivem  "  is 
not  comparatively  for  her  size  a  more 
strongly  built  vessel  than  the  "Nep- 
tune," late  "  Independencia,"  which 
broke  her  back  in  launching ;  whether 
the  **  Wivem's"  armour  is  not  equiva- 
lent to  that  of  the  "  Huascar,"  and  her 
armament  more  powerful;  whether  it 
was  ever  suggested  to  or  in  contempla- 
tion by  the  Admiralty  to  send  out  tor- 
pedo boats  on  the  upper  deck  of  the 
*'  Wivem;"  and,  whether  the  "Wivem" 
is  not  a  safe  and  efBicient  vessel  for  such 
services  as  she  was  designed  for  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  the  JFivefn 
has,  like  the  Neptune,  two  turrets  and  a 
poop  and  forecastle,  but  there  does  not 
appear  to  be  any  other  similarity  between 
them.  The  Wiv&rn  is  not  considered  to 
be,  comparatively  for  her  size,  a  more 
strongly  built  vessel  than  the  Neptune. 
The  fact  that  the  Neptune  was  injured 
in  launching  is  not  considered  to  afford 
any  evidence  that  she  is  not  a  strongly 
built  ship.  The  WiverWe  armour  is  at 
least  equivalent  to  that  of  the  Huaecar, 
and  her  armament  is  more  powerful, 
having  two  turrets  instead  of  one.  It 
was  at  one  time  suggested  to  the  Admi- 
ralty to  send  out  two  second-class  tor- 
pedo doats  in  the  Wtvern  to  Hong  Kong, 
not  on  the  upper  deck,  but  at  the  height 
of  the  hurricane  deck.  It  is  not  consi- 
dered that  the  safety  of  the  ship  would 
have  been  endangered,  but  it  has  been 
thought  more  desirable  to  send  them 
out  in  another  vessel.  Considerable  im- 
provements have  been  effected  in  the 
Wtvern,  and  she  is  regarded  as  a  safe 
and  efficient  vessel  for  the  services  for 
which  she  is  designed. 

ARMY— SOUTH  AFRICA— ALLEGED 
MISCONDUCT  OF  TROOPS. 

Me.  WHITWELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  with  reference  to 
the  statements  of  Dr.  Eussell  that  irre- 
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Slarities  among  the  troops  in  South  make  the  Inquiry;  hut  as  ho  had  a 
rioa  oocarred  before  Sir  Garnet  Wolse-  political  mission  to  fulfil,  to  arrange 
ley  took  the  command  and  of  which  his  terras  between  the  Ottoman  authorities 
expected  Heport  can  give  no  personal  and  the  insurgent  Chiefs,  he  suggested 
information,  Whether  the  War  Office  that  one  of  the  legal  Vice  Consuls  at 
has  received  Heporte  of  the  conduct  of  Constantinople  should  be  sent  to  carry 
the  2nd  Division  of  the  South  African  on  the  examinations. 
Army ;  and,  if  so,  he  will  lay  such  He- 
ports  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  GREECE-CAPTURE  OF  COLOXEL  AND 
also  the  Beporte  of  the  Generals  com-  MRS  SYNGE  BY  BRIGANDS, 
manding' the  different  divisions  in  Natal  jjj,  ^^  SAMUELSON  asked  the 
and  m  ihe  Zulu  war  so  far  as  they  refer  ^Jnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
totheoonduct  of  the  men  under  their  Affairs,  If  he  has  any  information  fe- 
feapechve  commands  ?  „.  ^  ^^  ^  ^  spectiug  an  outrage  on  Colonel  and  Mrs. 
CoLOTEL  STANLEY :  Sir,  to  the  best  ^^ge  Sear  Salonica,  and  whether  the 
^my  Iraowled^e,  no  special  Reports  on  perpetrators  of  the  outrage  were  Greek 
the  ocmductoftje  troops  in  South  Africa  g^bjocts  or  subjects  of  theTorto;  and, 
ware  received  from  Lord  Chelmsford  or  ^  ^hey  wore  Greek  subjects,  whether  he 
^e  divisional  commanders  before  Sir  ^ould  explain  the  existence  of  armed 
Garnet  Wolseley  took  command ;  but  q^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^-^^^^^  Iqq  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^ 
on  the  publication  of  the  letter  of  Dr.  Turkish  frontier  ? 

BoaseU  in  Ths  Daily  Telegraph  on  the  ^^^   BOURKE :  Sir,  I  did  not  know 

nth  instant,  General  Newdigato  wrote  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  Gentleman  was  going  to 

^^i..**"^    ^^^^^i  General    upon    this  ^^^    ^^^  Question.      If   ho    will    give 

■i^ect     His  letter  was  forwarded  to  ^^^^^3  ^f  Yiiq  Question  I  will  endeavour 

Lord  Chelmsford,  under  whom  ho  had  ^^  answer  it. 

bwn  BOTving,  who  returned  it  to  the  j^j^  jj  SAMUELSON  said,  ho  would 

Adjutant  General  with  a  covering  letter.  ^^^  ^^^  Question  to-morrow. 
Both  these  I  have  agreed  to  give  as  an 

unopposed  Betum  to  my  hon.  and  gal-  -kr  n  rr  t  n  v  o 

lant  Friend  the  l^fember  for  Brighton  M  U  1  i  U  JS  ^  , 

(General  Shuto).    Of  course,  it  will  bo  — o.o^'— 

Dome  in  mind  that  the  Report  of  Sir  PARLTA^rEMT  —  ruiVILKOE  —  IXTKIJ- 

Oamet  Wolseley  was  written  in  reply,  feHENCE  OF  PEERS   IN  ELECTIONS 

not  to  the  letters  in  The  Daily  Telegraph  _i£ON.  MAJOR  JOCELYN. 

of  this  month,  but  in  reply  to  that  of  resolution 
October  10,  published  November  27. 

^  Mr.  SULLIVAN  :  Sir,  I  have  to  ask 

the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  few 

TURKEY-MURDEK  OF  MR.  OOLE.  moments  while  I  bring  before  it  a  quos- 

Mb.    H.   SAMUEIiSON    asked    Wx,  tion  of  Triviloge.     I  have  to  mention 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  that,  undeterred  by  tlie  proceedings  of 

the  Gonenl  General  at  Salonica,  until  the  this   House   on  Friduy,   certain  public 

amTal  of  whose  final  Heport  upon  the  journals  of  this  country,  not  having  the 


further  endeavour  to  discover  the  authors  will  be  my  duty  to  bring  before  you.     I 

of  the  crime,  is  the  same  gentleman  who  have,  however,  first  to  deal  with  a  much 

eondueted  the  first  abortive  inquiry  into  graver  question,  and  one  of  a  much  rarer 

the    oircunistances  of    the    murder    in  character  with  regard  to  the  Privih^gos 

1878?  of  the  House.     On  the  first  day  of  the 

Tk»  CHANCELLOEofthe  EXCHE-  Session  it  has  been  customary,  1  suppose 

QUER,  in  reply,  said,  the  gentleman  for  200  years,  to  pass  a  Kesolution  de- 

who  conducted  the  Inquiry  in  1878,  into  daring  it  to  be  a  nigh  infringement  of 

Mr.  Ogle's  death,  was  Mr.  Fawcett,  Her  the  liberties  and  I'rivilegt^s  of  the  Com- 

Mqeaty's  Consul  General  and  Judge  at  mens  for  any  Jjord  or  otlier  Peer,  not 

OBttstantinople.    Mr.  Blunt,  the  Consul  being  a  Peer  of  Ireland,  to  concern  him- 

Oaairal  at  oalonioa,  was  at  Yolo  at  the  self  in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parlia- 

tiflMp  and  was  originally  instructed  to  1  ment,   or  for  any  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
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**tcl  himself  of  any  authority  derived 
^'ttx  hi*  commission  to  influence  electors. 
A)  ddl  times  the  House  of  Commons  has 
N;wu  exoetnlingly  jealous  of  the  inter- 
terence  of  Peers  in  this  matter,  and  with 
^^*'y  good  reason,  too.  Peers  of  the 
Sealm  have  their  own  Chamber,  where 
they  can  sit  and  enjoy  Privileges  not 
ffranted  to  us.  We  are  only  descended 
from  a  second  Adam ;  but  upon  them,  by 
a  miraculous  interposition  of  Divine 
Providence,  hereditary  wisdom  has  de- 
scended. Now  I  find  that  the  annual 
general  meeting  of  the  Borough  of  Chel- 
sea Conservative  Association  was  held 
this  day  week  at  25,  Gloucester-road, 
Svnith  Kensington,  and  the  right  hon. 
Karl  Cadogan  occupied  the  chair.  The 
uoblo  Earl  is  not  only  a  Peer  of  the 
Kealm,  who  might  content  himself  with 
the  privileges  he  enjoys,  but,  if  I  mistake 
not,  he  is  an  Official  Member  of  the  Go- 
verumont,  and  I  trust  the  Leader  of  this 
House  will  show  to-night  that  he  is  as 
auxious  to  defend  this  Assembly  from  the 
iutertertmee  of  Members  of  his  own  Party 
«u  tWm  that  of  any  Commoner  who  may 
happen  to  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
Now  I  will  read  to  the  House  some  of 
(he  reuxarka  of  Lord  Cadogan ;  and  I 
(hiuk  I  shall  bo  able  to  show  not  only 
ihat  his  Ixmlship  interfered,  but  inter- 
tXNve^l  iu  the  strongest  manner,  with  the 
\4\vtv4:al  pnHH^eilingB  of  the  borough  in 
^hioh  he  and  his  family  have  potential 
\\aluvvui»e— [  **  Oh !  "1 — well,  then,  in  the 
Kuvu^h  iu  which  ne  and  his  family 
ha\e  very  slight  influence.  His  Lord- 
ahip  is  re^H^rted  in  the  public  news- 
\u^|Kvrii  to  have  said  that^ 

*'  \  ^uo  v^i  tho  UrKtMt  and  most  Radical  boroughs 
\u  iKi»  \\»iuavv  had  juHt  olocted  a  second  Con- 

^('^v#\(,  I  It  was  just  at  that  point  that  the 
appUuH\«,  it  appoarti,  had  commenced  at 
thai  iiuvtiuif.  The  noble  Earl  went  on 
lo»4\v  thtU  he  had  every  hope  that  the 
etVovU  whioh  the  Ass4>eiation  were  mak- 
ing \»u  the  evening  iu  qut^tion  in  Chelsea 
^ouUl  have  the  same  succors.  Now, 
that  IS  the  way  iu  which  a  Member  of 
the  \K»vonimeut,  who  is  also  a  Mem- 
ber \«(  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
ihiiiks  tit  to  iHvui\v  his  time  in  working 
lev  the  ehvtion  oia  (Vuservativo  candi- 
\Ut%'.  The  uohle  lA>rtl  fiirther  impressed 
u^K^i  his  audieuiH>  the  expediency  of 
\Uuug  all  that  they  oould  to  make  their 
\^^auisatiou  as  perfei^t  as  posaibloi  00 
that  Uml  Inverurie  and  Mr.  Browne 


might  be  returned  at  the  head  of  the 
poll.    I  know  it  may  be  said  that  Lord 
Cadogan  had  not  been  using  his  influence 
with  the  electors  after  the  writ  had  been 
issued,  or  while  the  election  was  pro- 
ceeding ;  but,  to  borrow  an  analogy  from 
recent  occurrences  at  St.  Petersburg,  I 
cannot  see  how  it  can  be  fairly  contended 
that  a  man  who  is  preparing  the  electoral 
mine  is  not  interfering  with    election 
matters  in    the    borough    of   Chelsea. 
[Cries  of  ''Rosebery  !"J    In  answer  to 
the  ohaUenge  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, I  can  only  say  that  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  tackle  any  Peer  of  the  Bealm 
who  may  be  offending  ag^ainst  the  Privi- 
leges of  this  House.    But  to  return  to 
Earl  Cadogan.    After  that  noble  Lord 
had  set  at  defiance  the  Sule  of   the 
House  which  I  have  just  read,  the  Hon. 
Major  Jocelyn  appeared  upon  the  scene, 
and  I  have  to  ask  that  he  shall  be  brought 
to  the  Bar  in  company  with  the  noble ' 
Lord  and  some  newspaper  publishers 
whom  I  shall  name  presently.  The  news- 
paper report  of  Major  Jocelyn' s  speech 
was  not  very  full;  but,  assuming  the 
House  to  grant  me  a  Committee,  as  is 
usual,  I  shall  be  able  to  satisfy  them 
that  the  unreported  portions  of  his  speech 
even  more  grievously  offend  ag^nst  the 
Privileges  of  Parliament  than  those  I 
am  about  to  read.     He  made  reference 
to  the  vote  which  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  gave  on  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member    for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  to  the  Address,  and  he  denounced 
— for  that  is  the  word — the  action  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  in  joining  in  an  unholy 
alliance  and  giving  his  vote  to  a  ''des* 
picable  lot  of  Irish  rebels."     Where, 
now,  is  the  placard  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  (Mr.   PlimsoU)  ?    Where  is 
the  indignation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  ?   I  now  invite 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
glowed  with  righteous  indignation  be- 
cause two  of  his  own  supporters  had 
been  called  **  inhuman,"  and  their  con- 
duct in  one  sense  '^  degrading,"  to  show 
us  to-night — if  perfect  freedom  bo  al- 
lowed to  his  own  sense  of  justice — that 
he  can  rise  above  considerations  of  Party 
and  vindicate  the  character  and  reputa- 
tion of  Members  against  language  so 
vile  and  scandalous  as  that  attributed  to 
the  Hon.  Major  Jocelyn  at  this  Conser- 
vative meeting.    I  think  it  will  be  ad- 
mitted that  this  is  a  gross  Breach  of 


1801  Parlmm$iU^Inierforenee  {February  28,  1880]     of  Peers  in  Sheiions.    1202 


Privilege,  and  therefore  I  move  that 
Earl  Gadogan  and  the  Hon.  Major 
Jooelyn  be  summoned  to  appear  at  the 
Bar  of  this  House  this  day  week,  when, 
having  heard  what  they  may  have  to 
Bli>Vy  it  may  or  may  not  be  the  duty  of 
this  House  to  appoint  a  Committee. 
Before  the  Committee  I  now  publicly 
undertake  to  lay  all  necessary  ovidonco 
of  the  utterance  of  the  speech  of  Major 
Jocelvn  applying  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Chelsea.  I  apologise  to  the  House 
for  having  taken  up  its  time,  but  if  we 
have  drawn  the  sword  of  Privilege,  let 
it  be  held  with  a  firm  hand.  Let  it  not 
be  uaed  against  one  political  Party  only, 
but  let  it  descend  upon  Commoner  and 
Peer,  Liberal  and  Tory  alike.  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  language  I  have  read  con- 
•titatee  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
this  House,  and  that  Earl  Cadogan  and 
the  Hon.  Major  Jocelyn  be  summoned  to 
the  bar  of  this  House  to  offer  such  ex- 
{danation  as  they  may  be  able. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  the  lanffuago  of  Major  Joccl>ii  com- 
phmH  of  to  this  Houso  is  a  Breach  of  rri\'ilo^c, 
•ad  that  the  conduct  of  tho  Earl  Cadogan  as  com- 
riuned  of  to  the  House  is  also  a  Breach  of  tho 
nfrilegea  of  this  House." — (Jfr.  Suiiivan.) 

Bib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  do 
not  know,  Sir,  whether  I  have  any  righi: 
lo  defend  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Cadogan 
■gainst  the  attacks  of  the  hon.  and 
leanied  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan); 
hot  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  do  so,  I 
mar  point  out  that  the  term  during 
which  Peers  may  not  interfere  at  elec- 
tions is  always  held  to  commence  with 
Ae  issuing  of  the  writ ;  and  I  certainly 
do  not  complain  of  the  noble  Lord  taking 
may  part  in  political  matters  in  my 
borongh  up  till  that  time,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  knows  his  duty  too  well  as  a 
Peer  of  this  Bealm  to  take  any  part  after 
that  time.  With  regard  to  the  language 
ol  Major  Jocelyn,  on  which  my  hon.  and 
Isamea  Friend  has  moved  that  it  is  a 
Bleach  of  the  Privilege,  I  perhaps  may 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  have  nothing  to 
do  with  this  Motion.  At  the  same  tinio, 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  langun^o 
used  was  a  Sreach  of  Privilege  in  ao- 
eordanoe  with  the  ruling  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  two  days  ago.  I 
look  upon  the  speech  in  question  as 
beinff  rather  a  Tulgar  speech,  and  as  one 
whiA  may  be  passed  over  without  any 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  or,  in- 


deed, from  myself.  The  vote  which  I 
gave  on  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  tho  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
to  the  Address  was  a  vote  in  favour  of 
the  reform  of  tho  Irish  Land  Laws — a- 
roform  urgently  needed — and  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  defend  my  vote  at  the  pro- 
per time  and  place.  I  consider  that  this 
matter  is  entirely  undeserving  of  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  ;  but  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  appears  to  me  to  be 
responsible  for  the  present  proceedings, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  the 
course  he  took  on  Friday  night  over  the 
Privilege  debate  of  the  hon  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  PlimsoU)  undoubtedly  paved 
the  way  for  Motions  of  this  kind  being 
made  whenever  vulgar  or  objectionable 
language  may  be  used  in  any  part  of  the 
country  with  regard  to  Members  of  the 
House.  If  the  question  goes  to  a  divi- 
sion, I  shall  vote  in  the  same  way 
in  which  I  voted  on  Friday  night.  The 
language  that  has  been  quoted  may 
be  technically  a  Breach  of  Privilege, 
but  I  shall  vote  that  it  was  not — so 
strongly  am  I  of  the  opinion  that  no  such 
question  should  be  taken  up  by  the 
House. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  do  not  know  that  I  en- 
tirely follow  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
when  he  says  that  certain  language  is 
shown  to  be  a  Breach  of  Privilege  by  my 
ruling  on  Friday  night.  I  am  not  aware 
of  ha\'ing  made  any  ruling  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  IS  true  there  was  a  Motion  be- 
fore the  House  in  accordance  with  Rules 
long  laid  down,  and  which,  I  believe, 
have  been  almost  imivorsally  admitted 
in  debate,  certainly  by  the  highest  autho- 
rities. No  question  has  been  seriously 
raised,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  as  to  its 
being  a  Breach  of  Privilege  for  any  per- 
son outside  the  House  to  comment  on 
proceedings  inside  this  House.  "We  all 
know  that  such  comments  are  made 
every  day.  We  also  know  that  for  a 
number  of  years  the  House  has  not  exer- 
cised its  undoubted  Privilege  by  com- 
plaining of  frequent  breaches  of  it.  It 
is  also  true  that,  on  Friday  last,  I  thought 
it  right  to  call  upon  the  llouse  to  afRrm 
that  the  particular  conduct  to  which  at- 
tentit>n  had  been  called  by  two  of  its 
Members  amounted  to  a  Breach  of  Pri- 
vilege, and  also  was  an  interference  with 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  by  hon. 
Members.    I  wish  to  remind  the  House 
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that  on  that  occasion  two  hon.  Members 
appealed  to  the  House  to  say  whether 
certain  conduct  pursued  by  a  Member 
who  was  in  his  place,  and  who  avowed 
that  he  had  pursued  that  conduct,  and 
who  justified  his  pursuing  it,  was  or  was 
not  a  Breach  of  Privilege;  and  it  seemed 
to  me  impossible  to  allow  a  question  like 
that  to  pass  without  the  House  giving 
some  judgment  on  what  had  teiken  place. 
The  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  was  one  of  a  very 
peculiar  character — it  was  an  appeal  made 
by  a  Member  of  this  House  with  refer- 
ence to  Business  which  was  proceeding  in 
the  House — and  I  think  that  is  as  widely 
distinct  from  the  question  that  is  raised 
now  as  any  two  cases  can  possibly  be. 
With  regard  to  this  particular  case,  in 
the  first  place,  we  have  nobody  com- 
plaining. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea  has  not  complained  of 
interference  with  his  actions,  and  we 
have  no  evidence  before  us  precisely  as 
to  what  took  place.  As  to  the  case  of 
Lord  Cadogan,  it  has  been  already 
pointed  out  that  it  is  not  held  to  be  an 
interference  of  a  Peer  with  an  election 
if  he  takes  part  in  political  questions 
before  a  writ  has  been  issued.  I  have 
not  been  exactly  informed,  but  I  believe 
that  the  meeting  in  question  was  not 
held  with  special  reference  to  the  can- 
didature of  any  particular  person  for 
the  borough  of  Chelsea,  but  was  the 
ordinary  annual  meeting  of  a  Conserva- 
tive Association  in  Chelsea  for  the  pur- 
pose of  transacting  its  regular  business 
and  electing  officers.  Lord  Rosebery 
[Cheers  and  laughter]—!  really  beg  par- 
aon  of  the  House,  but,  talking  of  the 
interference  of  Peers  with  elections.  Lord 
Rosebery's  name  slipped  out  entirely  by 
accident.  Lord  Cadogan,  I  mean,  was 
not  taking  any  part  in  the  coming  elec- 
tion for  the  borough  of  Chelsea,  and  I 
think,  under  the  circumstances,  the 
House  will  see  that  we  have  no  evidence 
before  us  to  proceed  in  this  case,  and  as 
fon  calling  a  Peer  to  the  Bar  of  this 
House,  it  would  be  an  extraordinary 
proceeding,  and  rather  in  excess  of  the 
powers  of  this  House. 

Sir  WILLLiM  HARCOURT  :  Sir,  I 
think  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  nobody  but  himself  to  thank 
for  what  has  occurred.  It  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  when  the  Gx)vemment  chose 
the  other  night  to  revive  the  question  of 
Privilege,  it  would  not  end  where  it  did. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


I  am  entirely  agaiast  this  Motion  as  I 
was  against  tibat  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  before  I  sit  down  I 
shall  move  exactly  the  same  Motion 
which  I  moved  on  that  occasion — ^namely, 
the  Previous  Question,  and  for  exactly 
the  same  reasons.  I  should  like  the 
House  to  consider  the  grounds  on  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  en- 
deavours to  disting^uish  this  ease  from 
the  other.  He  says  the  distinction  rests, 
first  of  all,  in  the  fact  of  certain  Members 
having  complained  of  offence  and  injury 
to  themselves.  I  say  that  is  no  Par- 
liamentary distinction.  A  Breach  of 
Privilege  is  an  offence  against  no  in- 
dividu^,  but  against  the  House.  Then 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  excuse 
for  not  taking  the  same  ooorse  as  on 
Friday  is  equally  untenable.  The  hon. 
Members  who  made  the  oomplaint  with- 
drew it — and  said  that  it  was  no  longer 
a  question  between  them  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby,  that  all  offence 
against  themselves  was  purged,  and  they 
left  the  question  solely  as  one  between 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  House.  The  pro- 
secutor on  Friday  niffht  was  not  the  non. 
and  gallant  Member  ror  Westminster  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  nor  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  but  he  was 
the  Leader  of  the  House— who  came  for- 
wai-d  when  they  had  abandoned  all  com- 
plaint, and  brought  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  Privilege  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility and  in  his  own  name.  Then  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  this 
case  is  to  be  distinguished  because  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  justified  what 
he  had  stated.  But  the  Motion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  made 
after  the  justification  had  been  with- 
drawn— after  the  most  honourable  tfrn^iftf 
had  been  made.  And  I  say  that  for  the 
Government  to  have  proceeded  after  that, 
was  vindictive  and  snabby.  Well,  I  say 
there  is  no  distinction  between  the  two 
cases  except  that  you,  the  majority,  de- 
sire to  proceed  against  a  Meniber  of  the 
minority.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  Ah,  it  is  the 
fact;  if  not,  are  you  prepared  to  vindicate 
the  Breach  of  Privilege  now  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  tells  you  it  is  a 
Breach  of  Privilege,  and  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  the  Question 
he  put  to  me  on  Friday  night.  Is  this  a 
Breach  of  Privilege  or  is  it  not?  If  it  is  a 
Breach  of  Privilege  then  why  are  you  not 
going  to  proceed  against  it  f  Does  not 
this  come  within  the  terma  of  your  Mo- 
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tion  the  other  night,  except  that  the 
lanRuage  now  in  question  is  not  put  on 
a  puu^ard,  but  is  printed  in  such  a  way 
that  it  may  be  read  by  millions  instead  of 
handreds  ?  ''  It  is  a  proceeding  denounc- 
ing the  part  taken  by  an  hon.  Member 
of  the  House;  it  is,  therefore,  calcu- 
lated to  interfere  with  the  due  dis- 
charge of  the  duty  of  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  is  a  Breach  of  Fri- 
Tilege."  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer told  us  the  other  night  that  when  a 
circumstance  of  this  kind  is  brought  bo- 
fore  the  House,  the  House  cannot  escape 
from  the  duty  of  taking  notice  of  it,  and 
of  recording  its  judgment.  Now,  I  want 
to  know  what  is  the  difference  between 
a  placard  and  a  thing  printed  on  a 
piece  of  paper  and  not  stuck  on  a  wall  ? 
There  is  no  difference  whatever;  they 
are  both  denunciations  of  the  vote  of  a 
Member  of  this  House  in  connection 
with  the  current  proceedings  of  this 
House.  Cannot  any  man  of  common 
sense  see  that  what  has  happened  to-night 
is  the  necessary  consequence  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Government  tho  other 
night?  Do  not  hon.  Members  know 
that  there  is  not  a  day  in  which  there  are 
not  Breaches  of  Privilege  that  may  be 
brought  forward  every  night,  and  that 
nobody  ever  took  a  course  that  was  moro 
calculated  to  be  obstructive  to  Public 
Business  than  that  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  Friday  night?  I 
Tenture  to  say  it  was  a  Party  Motion, 
and  that  it  was  voted  on  as  such,  and  it 
was  perfectly  obvious  that  it  would  lead 
to  recriminations  of  this  description.  Tho 
proceeding  of  Friday  night  wore  unwise 
and  impolitic,  and  I  ventured  to  invito 
the  House  not  to  entertain  it.  I  havo 
not  changed  my  opinion.  I  think  those 
Motions  of  Breacn  of  Privilege  apply 
to  matters  which  you  cannot  restrain,  and 
which,  in  my  opinion,  you  ought  not  to 
wirii  to  restrain,  without  serious  injury 
to  the  character  of  the  Parliament  of 
this  oountiy.  Therefore,  for  exactly  the 
same  reason  that  I  moved  the  Previous 
Qnsation  on  Friday  night,  I  beg  to  move 
it  on  the  present  occasion. 

Prmiom  QMMtion proposed,  ''That  that 
Qoastioa  be  now  put." — {Sir  William 
Emomri.) 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  heartily  con- 
anred  in  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
Isamed  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William 
Hanonit),  regarding  as  frivolous  tho 


Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  and  as  being 
widely  distinct  from  that  for  which  he 
had  voted  on  Friday  night.  The  House 
would  permit  him  to  point  out  what  ho 
conceived  to  be  the  difference  between 
tho  two  cases  to  which  he  referred.  In 
the  previous  instance,  tho  House  had 
been  appealed  to  by  two  hon.  Members 
against  a  third  hon.  Member,  who  had 
equal  opportunity  of  urging  whatever  he 
thought  fit  with  respect  to  the  particular 
Bill  upon  which  the  difference  of  opinion 
existed  between  himself  and  those  two 
hon.  Members.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  thought  fit  to  issue 
placards  reflecting  upon  the  conduct  of 
those  hon.  Members,  and  to  have  them 
posted  almost  within  the  precincts  of 
that  House ;  and  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
would  remind  the  House  that  at  Wash- 
ington, around  the  Legislative  Assembly 
of  tho  United  States,  there  was  a  pre- 
cinct within  which  the  Eules  were  far 
stricter  than  were  the  Rules  of  the  Eng- 
lish House  of  Commons,  for  they  forbade 
the  slightest  comment  upon  the  conduct 
of  Members  of  Congress.  He  would 
remind  the  Houso  also  of  another  fact, 
that  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of  France 
had  only  lately  returned  to  Paris,  from 
which  they  had  removed  tho  seat  of  their 
deliberations,  because  their  proceedings 
were  interrupted  and  their  persons  men- 
aced by  tho  populace  outside.  There 
was  yet  another  difference ;  inasmuch  as 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  much  to  his 
(Mr.  Newdegato*s)  regret,  not  only 
posted  those  libels  almost  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  this  House,  but  afterwards 
justified  tho  substance  of  those  libels  in 
the  House  itself.  ['^Nol"]  Could  it  bo 
alU'jjed  that  tho  conduct  of  Lord  Cadogan 
or  Major  Jocelyu  was  analogous  to  that  ? 
What,  then,  was  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Loutli  doing  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  but  assailing  tlioso  who 
were  merely  guilty  of  a  minor  and  se- 
condary offence,  which,  if  a  libel  at  all, 
should  bo  dealt  with  through  the  pub- 
lisher of  tho  newspaper  ?  It  seemed  to 
him  that  throughout  the  debate  the  other 
night  hon.  Members  lost  sight  of  the 
distinction  that  existed  between  libol  and 
slander.  The  worst  that  could  bo  charged 
against  Tjord  Cadogan  and  Major  Jocelyn 
was,  that  they  had  been  guilty  of  slander, 
and  yet  tho  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth,  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
tho  decision  of  tho  IIouso  on  Friday,  now 
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coe  hon.  MembDr 

it  while  in  tho  one 

i  been  made  on  hon. 

upport  was  useful  to 

in  tne  other  a  section 

I  had  been  attacked  to 

■ction  of  the  Ch  on  eel  lor 

lUfT  did  not  ostend.     The 

Chancellor  of  tlio  Exche- 

iday  last  allowed  himsflf  to 

.horou;hly  untenable  position, 

(  flctioa  on  the  present  occa- 

ied  him  to  tho  charge  of  not 

le  scnlsa  of  justice  equally  as 

jr  of  the  House,  and  that  his  vindi- 

B  of  the  Privileges  of  Patliamont  was 

intercHt  of  his  own  Pnrtv- 
X.  SULLrVAN  said,  he  should  take 
Xviaion.  in  oriler  to  afford  tho  Govern- 
nt  Knd  their  E^upporters  an  opportii- 
r  of  effaeint;  themselves,  and  also  to 
if  on  record  the  fact  that,  in  the  face 
of  60  of  ita  Kepreaentatives  being  pub- 
Bdy  bnoded  as  a  despicable  band  of 
Iiitti  tsImIb,  the  Leader  of  tho  House 
lOcA  no  steps  to  vindicate  the  character 
of  til*  HoitM,  whilo  only  a  few  days 
'_■,  because  one  of  his  own  aup- 
I  TBS  described  as  having  been 
nilty  of  inhuman  conduct,  he  came 
Kinrard  U  the  champion  of  tho  Privi- 
Isgss  of  the  House.  Tlie  lesson  would 
bs  stodied  in  Ireland.  He  would  exhort 
Ilia  eomitmaen  to  study  this  spectacle  of 
thepaitiauty  of  the  presont  Oovcrninont, 
vhicb  allowed  them  to  be  traduced  in 
the  Tilest  and  foulest  language,  with  a 
Tiew  to  the  General  Eloctioti.  Tho  Qo- 
Tnmmeat  were  endeavouring  to  hound 
on  ornrr  man  to  denounce  and  defame 
Iha  Irish  Members  on  that  sicle  of  the 
House,  in  order  to  deter  hon.  Gentlc- 
nen  from  extending  to  them  that  ron- 
Mdmtion  and  support  which  thojustice 
of  their  cause  might  occasionally  attract 
to  their  side.  It  was  a  foul  attempt  to 
dieck    the    growing    sympathy  of  the 

rsblic,  at  which  tho  Oovemmcnt  troui- 
led  every  day.  If  the  Ministerial  votes 
decided  that  it  was  not  a  Breach  of 
nirilege  to  describe  60  Alembersof  tho 
Bouse  ■■  a  "  despicable  tot  of  IriKli 
rebels,"  it  would  nave  an  cflt.'ct  u]Hin 
the  future  conduct  of  thoso  Members  in 
that  Bouse.  He  should  go  to  a  Divi- 
■on,  even  if  he  had  only  two  Membent 
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8m   JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 

could  not  understand  how  any  vote  the 
House  could  come  to  would  have  tho 
effect  of  stigmatizing  60  of  its  Members 
as  despicable  and  as  rebels.     For  his 

Sart,  knowing  something  about  Major 
ocelyn,  ho  should  rather  regard  any- 
thing which  he  might  say  abou6  him  in 
the  way  of  censure  as  great  praise.  No- 
body who  knew  Atajor  Jocelyn's  political 
temper  paid  the  Blightestrospect  to  what 
ho  said  or  did.  Ho  believed  his  present 
opposition  to  be  one  of  the  most  effective 
means  of  returning  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  almost  without  op- 
poHition  at  the  approaching  General 
Election.  He  should  decline  to  give 
Major  Jocelyn  the  dignity  of  a  vote 
either  on  the  one  side  or  the  other. 


Previoui  Question  put. 

The  House  rfiViif»rf  .■ — Ayes  15;  Noes 
229  :  Majority  214.— (Div.  List,  No. 
18.) 

PARr.IAMEST  —  rilIVir.Er.E— LONDON 
NEWHPAPKKS.— HKSOLUTILIX. 
Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  ho  was  so 
convinced  of  tho  force  of  tho  ovcr- 
jwwering  arguments  brought  by  tho 
Government  on  Friday  night  on  the 
subject  of  libols,  and  the  di'famation  of 
Itlembers,  that  ho  was  inducted  to  bring 
forward  a  Kcries  of  tho  most  gross  and 
scandalous  libels  on  the  Iri^h  Jilembers, 
a  st'i'les  afl  bad  as  any  that  had  over 
appeared,  and  that  was  paying  a  good 
dual.  It  was  unnecessary  for  biiu  to  go 
over  tlio  precedynts,  but  when  he  hud 
giino  over  the  extracts,  he  believed  it 
would  be  ditlicult  to  avoid  supporting 
the  Motion  he  would  propose.  lie  had 
to  cull  tho  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
series  of  the  most  afrocioua  libeln — 
thou<;h  for  tho  most  part  ho  and  his 
Irish  CoUeogues  could  well  afford  to 
treat  them  with  the  most  supremo  in- 
dillerenrc,  but  for  the  ai-tiuu  of  tlio 
(iiiveniiiient  and  tho  (.'luiclusivo  evidence 
it  nifonlc'd  of  a  dclibernto  plot  whicli 
was  l"'ing  prepared  for  the  purpose  of 
damaging  ihf  Iri.tli  caiiso  and  Irii^h 
MemberH  in  the  eyes  of  the  nation.  In 
Tl-f  U'vrlil  of  Fehruai'y  1 8tli,  thero  was 
an  article  entitled  "  Our  llrilliant  Hreth- 
reii,"  which  wa.s  the  designation  applied 
to  the  Irish  peopli'  by  Lortl  Keatoiisaeld 
at  a  baniiuct  at  a  time  when  severe  die- 
tress  existed  in  Ireland.    Tho  first  purt 


1215      ParliafMnU^PriviUge        (COMMONS)         lanim^  JUmotppp^i.        1216 


of  the  article  had  reference  to  a  recent 
black-balling  of  a  very  amiable  and 
distinguished  Member  of  the  Home 
Bule  Party  at  a  political  club  which  was 
popularly  supposed  to  be  conducted  on 
Liberal  principles.  The  chief  part  of 
the  article,  however,  was  an  attack  on 
himself,  the  Member  for  Dungarvan, 
who  was  then  addressing  the  House, 
and  in  it  he  was  held  up  to  scorn  and 
contumely  as  a  sort  of  social  and  poli- 
tical monster,  and  the  tasteful  editor 
came  to  the  conclusion  as  the  climax  of 
his  vituperation  that  **Mr.  0*Donnell 
has  even  an  undignified  presence  and 
unprepossessing  features."  That  was, 
doubtless,  a  severe  reproach  to  be  thus 
singled  out  in  an  Assembly  which  had 
such  a  reputation  for  the  unblemished 
beauty  of  all  its  Members.  He  would, 
however,  not  weary  the  House  with  his 
own  woes  on  the  subject.  They  must 
remember  that  The  World  was  a  paper 
that  exercised  great  influence  upon  what 
was  called  Society,  and  he  thought  t^iere 
was  much  in  the  article  that  deserved 
the  attention  of  the  House.  The  article 
went  on — 

"  The  Irish  Members  constitute  the  *  ragged 
regiment '  of  the  House  of  Commons.  As  such 
they  naturally  excite  English  suspicion  and 
dislike.  But  want  of  dignity  and  of  social  con- 
sideration is  only  one  of  their  faults,  and  is  far 
from  being  their  worst.  WTiatever  offends 
against  the  traditions  and  prejudice  of  English- 
men will  be  found  amongst  them.  The  tenn 
*  political  adventurer'  continues  to  be  one  of 
reproach,  and  the  noisiest  and  most  conspicuous 
of  the  Representatives  of  Ireland  are  political 
adventurers  of  the  most  repulsive  type.  They 
are  playing  a  mercenary  and  mischievous  game 
in  a  singularly  unscrupulous  manner.  Thoy 
have  none  of  the  courage  which  redeems  con- 
spiracy from  turpitude,  none  of  the  wit  or 
genius  which  rjiisos  agitators  above  the  rank  of 
offending  against  the  public  peace.  For  months 
past  they  have  been  deliberately  attempting  to 
lomont  a  civil  war  in  Ireland,  a  war  in  which 
the  real  sufferers  would  bo  the  distressed  popu- 
lation, for  ends  suggested  by  their  own  mean 
ambition.  If  they  had  failed  to  promote  schemes 
of  disturbance  on  any  large  scale,  it  is  because 
Irish  people  have  shown  a  greater  amount  of 
common  sense  than  could  have  been  expected. 
If  their  schemes  are  in  any  measure  successful, 
Ireland  and  not  England  will  bo  the  victim. 
All  this  these  men  know  perfectly  well.  They 
knew  that  their  only  chan(*e  of  maintaining 
their  influence  u-ith  their  compatriots,  who  are 
their  victims,  is  by  exhibiting  an  unlimited 
capacity  for  noiso  and  obstruction  at  West- 
minster, if  their  real  objects  had  been  pa- 
triotic or  philanthropic,  they  would  have  has- 
tened to  assist  and  not  to  thwart  the  progress  of 
the  Irish  Kelief  Bill  through  the  House  of 
Commons.    Their  purpose  is  to  waste  time  in 
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order  that  men  may  know  that  they  hold  the 
Imperial  Parliament  at  their  mercy." 

Charges  of  such  a  grave  character  were 
distinctly  Breaches  of  the  Privileges  of 
that  Hous».  If  any  Party  or  any  hon. 
Members  had  been  guilty  of  such  of- 
fences as  were  there  indicated,  it  was 
the  business  of  the  House  to  deal  with 
them.  Were  the  Irish  Members,  whom 
no  one  ventured  to  charge  with  one 
single  act  of  illegality,  to  be  held  up  to 
the  indignation  of  England  by  language 
of  that  description?  Irish  Members 
were  charged  with  'Splaying  a  mer- 
cenary and  mischievous  game  in  a  sin- 
gularly unscrupulous  manner."  Would 
any  hon.  Member  deny  that  that  was  a 
libel  of  the  most  atrocious  description. 
**  They  had  none  of  the  courage  which 
reedems  conspiracy  from  turpitude." 
That  charged  them  with  turpitude; 
while  the  general  body  of  the  Irish 
Members  were  charged  with  being  '*  of- 
fenders against  the  public  peace,"  and 
with  thwarting  the  progress  of  the  Irish 
Belief  Bill.  If  there  was  a  grain  of 
truth  in  these  charges,  what  could  be 
said  of  the  unpatriotic,  the  wretched 
and  utterly  contemptible  policy  of  any 
Party  or  Government  which  would  re- 
frain from  dealing  with  mercenary  and 
unscrupulous  agitators  bent  on  thwart- 
ing the  passage  of  the  Irish  Belief 
Bills  from  motives  of  the  meanest  ambi- 
tion? If  no  Party  or  no  Government 
dared  to  bring  such  charges  against 
Members  of  the  House,  were  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House  to  be  engrossed  by 
journals  of  importance  and  influence  in 
the  country  ?  It  was,  above  all,  for  the 
Ministerial  Party  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  show  cause  why  that 
foul  and  atrocious  libel  should  not  be 
declared  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
that  House.  He  had  a  large  number  of 
similar  Breaches  of  Privilege,  and 
though  he  might  make  separate  Motions 
on  them  ho  would  not  do  so.  He  would 
next  take  another  paper,  which,  he  be- 
lieved, exactly  represented  the  foreign 
and  domestic  policy  in  all  respects  of  the 
Government — namely,  Ths  Morning  Ad* 
vertiser.  In  an  article  in  that  paper  on 
February  6th,  the  most  moderate  and 
reasonable  Amendment  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Home  Eule  Party  to  the  Address 
was  characterized  as  Obstruction.  The 
Irish  Members  were  said  to  be  a  ''  de- 
spicable set  of  Irish  rebels,"  and  the 
Liberal  Party  were  charged  with  being, 
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more  or  lese,  accessory  to  their  tactics. 
Isk  another  part  of  the  article  it  said — 

"•  Thit  Liberal  Oppoeition  having  had  its  inn. 
inga,  gave  place  to  the  Homo  Holers,  who  at 
once  ahowed  fif^ht,  and  gave  earnest  of  what 
thajr  mean  to  be  during  the  ScHsion.  Lord 
Hartington  spoke  in  strung,  and  it  might  be 
aaid  gratuitous,  denunciation  of  obstruction 
laat  night :  but,  as  he  subsequently  expressed  his 
■jmpathy  with  the  men  who  were  obstructing, 
w«  may  take  it  he  was  only  exercising  that 
'jogging  fiend,*  the  Liberal  oracle,  which  has 
Men  paltering  with  us  in  a  double  sense  con. 
eeming,  for  instance,  the  party  intrigue  at 
liTvpooL" 

The  leaaon  practically  taught  to  the 
people  in  this  journalistic  country  was 
that  the  Home  Bulcrs  were  a  disreput- 
able set  of  Irish  rebels,  and  that  the 
liberal  Party  were,  more  or  less,  at 
their  disposition.  After  referring  to  the 
obetmction  from  the  Liberal  Benches, 
the  liberal  Party  were  then  charged 
with  the  crime  of  conniving  at  obstruc- 
tion. In  its  issue  of  February  13,  the 
Mune  paper  continued  its  attacks,  and 
in  the  same  vein.    It  observed — 

"  It  ia  a  pity  that  the  Home  Rule  Leader  has 
BO  men  than  a  nominal  influence  with  his  fol- 
lowing.  If  the  diatrosa  in  Ireland  be  an^irhing  like 
n  ■enons  aa  theae  Gentlemen  represent,  they 
an  guilty  of  a  crime  in  impeding  the  safeguard 
propoaedTby  the  Government  for  the  prevention 
of  nmine  and  the  succour  of  distress.  It  will  not 
do  Vy-and-bye  to  say  the  Government  took 
too  late,  when  we  see  the  Irish  ^lombors 
_  the  first  week  of  the  Session  in  objec- 
and  oommenta  which  were  8U2>eriluous  after 
flia  opening  discuaaion.*' 

In  all  these  animadversions  against  the 
Home  Bulers  there  was  not  a  single 
nUnence  to  the  fact  that  tho  Kolief  of 
Diitresa  (Ireland)  Bill,  as  brought  in  by 
the  Ooremment,  was  a  thoroughly  dis- 
franchising Bill,  and  that  it  was  only 
the  threat  of  the  very  utmost  obstruction 
that  induced  the  Government  on  Friday 
nig^t  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  a  saving 
danae  relieving  from  disfranchisement 
the  recipients  of  relief.  Then,  again, 
ia  ita  impression  of  February  20,  lite 
Mwmmg  Aiveriuer  repeated  the  charge 
ttat  the  Irish  Members  were  guilty  of 
the  inhuman  conduct  of  impeding  tho 
progioaa  of  the  Relief  Bill.  The  Morning 
Ai9§riiur  of  last  Saturday  again  made 
a  deliberate  charge  of  wilful  obstruction 
asainat  certain  imk  Members  of  the 
donae.  stating  that  it  was  doubtful  who- 
tter  upon  any  occaaion  since  obstruction 
vaa  invented  it  had  displayed  itself  in 
Tezatioiia  and  offensive  form, 
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alleging  its  object  to  be  to  defeat  the 
Motion  and  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  respec- 
tively. That  was  a  perfectly  wanton, 
silly,  and  most  libellous  imputation,  for 
nothing  could  be  further  from  the  ideas 
of  the  Home  Bule  Members,  both  Mo- 
tion and  Amendment  being  regarded  by 
them  with  an  interesting  and  amusing 
benevolence  as  far  removed  as  possible 
from  any  sentiment  of  hostility.  Then 
the  Conservative  organ  continued  its 
libels  by  tracing  a  connection  between 
the  obstructive  tactics  of  the  Home  Rule 
Members  and  the  action  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  fulfilment,  as  it  alleged,  of  an 
understanding  that  the  Home  Bule 
''criminals"  should  be  the  secret  and, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  avowed  support 
of  the  liberal  rivals  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  In  taking  notice  of  these 
libels  in  this  supporter  of  the  Minis- 
terial Party,  he  did  not  think  the  House 
ought  to  shut  its  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
The  Morning  Advertiser  was  the  official 
organ  of  the  greatest  body  of  Conserva- 
tive agents  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
All  these  libels  of  Home  Eule  Members, 
all  these  charges  imputing  criminal 
complicity  to  tho  Liberal  Party,  were 
disseminated  through  100,000  tap-rooms 
throughout  Great  Britain,  and  formed 
the  mental  pabulum  which  excited  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thousands  of  voters. 
When  Members  of  the  Government 
went  down  to  Liverpool  and  elsewhere, 
and  denounced  the  Liberal  Party  for  their 
criminal  intrigues  with  obstructive 
Home  Rulers,  they  found  the  ground 
prepared  for  them  by  the  poisonous  and 
malignant  falsehoods  spread  through 
the  country  by  organs  like  I^e  Morning 
Advertiser,  These  libels  formed  por- 
tions of  a  vast  system  of  deliberate  mis- 
representation, and  had  been  devised  in 
ord(»r  to  carry  through  a  false,  abomi- 
nable, and  foul  electioneering  intrigue 
to  discredit  the  Liberal  Party  at  the 
next  Election.  Then,  again,  they  had 
a  series  of  articles  in  ITie  l)aily  Telegraph, 
a  paper  which  was  not  more  remarkable 
for  the  steadiness  of  its  circulation  than 
for  the  versatility  of  its  opinions,  being 
as  devoted  a  supporter  of  the  present 
Government  as  it  was  of  the  former  Go- 
vernment while  it  existed,  and  which 
were  false  and  villainous,  and  miarepre- 
sentcd  the  Homo  Bule  Party  in  every 
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particular.  No  matter  what  they  did,  or 
how  constitutional  might  be  their  action, 
motives  were  attributed  to  them,  which 
clearly  constituted  a  Breach  of  Privilege. 
The  influence  of  the  newspaper  ought 
legitimately  to  enter  into  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  in  calculating  the 
gravity  of  the  oflPences  which  it  habitu- 
ally committed  against  the  Privileges 
of  Parliament.  On  February  9,  imme- 
diately after  the  introduction  of  the 
constitutional  Amendment  of  the  Home 
Pule  Party  to  the  Address,  and  before 
there  was  any  reasonable  excuse  for 
talking  about  obstruction,  or  for  holding 
up  himself  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  as  a  bogey 
to  frighten  Conservative  children,  The 
Daily  Telegraph  commenced  to  direct  its 
libels  against  the  Irish  Party  in  the 
House,  the  whole  aim  of  its  false  and 
villainous  misrepresentations  being  to 
make  it  appear  to  the  constituencies  that 
Liberal  candidates  ought  to  be  rejected 
because  they  were  the  criminal  accom- 
plices of  the  Home  Pulers.  The  mode- 
rate action  of  the  most  moderate  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  was  denounced 
as  a  deliberate  waste  of  time,  and  pur- 
sued simply  for  the  purpose  of  hamper- 
ing legislation.  This  was  stated,  again, 
for  the  evident  purpose  of  prejudicing, 
not  only  the  Home  Rulers,  but  the 
Liberal  Party  in  the  eyes  of  the  country. 
A  constant  fire  of  libels  had  been  kept 
up  by  the  The  Daily  Telegraph  from  day 
to  day,  and  would  be  kept  up  from 
month  to  month,  unless  Parliament 
stepped  in  and  arrested  the  infamous 
abuse.  That  journal  had  also  stated  the 
utter  falsehood  that  the  part  the  Home 
Pule  Members  took  in  the  debate  on  the 
question  of  Privilege  was  intended  to 
baulk  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  on  the  subject 
of  Obstruction.  Well,  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  to  be  the  most  admirable 
piece  of  obstructive  machinery  that 
could  possibly  be  introduced;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  not  likely  that  it  would  have 
been  opposed  for  the  reason  suggested, 
although  he  should  have  opposed  it  for 
the  sake  of  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  House.  It  would  have  introduced 
a  sort  of  round  game  into  the  House,  in 
which  every  Member  would  have  been 
able  to  take  notice  of  everybody  else ; 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that,  after  a  fort- 
night's Parliamentary  romping,  it  would 
have  been  found  that  the  performances 
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did  not  oonduoe  to  the  dignity  of  the 
House.  On  the  other  hand,  ne  approved 
of  the  Pesolutions  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and,  if  altered  in  one  or 
two  particulars,  would  do  all  he  could 
to  assist  in  carrying  them  out ;  but  at  pre- 
sent it  stood  that  Irish  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  could  not  do  or  say  any- 
thing— could  noteven  concern  themselves 
with  their  own  business — without  being 
accused  of  committing  high  crimes  against 
Parliament.  Ag&iHy  The  Fall  MaUl  Gauite, 
a  paper  professing  to  be  written  by  gen- 
tlemen for  gentlemen,  had,  in  one  of  its 
articles,  grossly  libelled  a  section  of  the 
House,  and  had  thus  also  abased  its 
Privileges.  That  paper  openly  stated 
that  the  Home  Bulers  had  hit  upon  a 
plan  which  enabled  them  to  mate  re- 
presentative institutions  almost  ridicul- 
ous, and  that  their  conduct  both  in  and 
out  of  Parliament  had  shown  that  their 
ode  object  had  been  to  render  all  go- 
vernment under  existing  conditions  im- 
possible. There  was  a  plot  and  a  con- 
spiracy, not  only  against  Home  Bulers, 
but  against  the  Liberal  Party,  and  the 
venom  was  penetrating  into  a  thousand 
veins — into  die  whole  system  of  the  body 
politic.  He  also  desired  to  refer  to  what 
had  appeared  in  The  Liverpool  Courier, 
The  correspondent  of  that  journal,  who, 
no  doubt,  merely  acted  up  to  the  general 
directions  which  he  received  from  the 
management  of  the  paper,  referring  to 
the  debate  raised  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House  last  Friday  night,  said — 

'' Everyone  expected  that  the  MarqneM  of 
Hartington  woula  rise  to  second  the  Resolution 
upon  which  everyone  expected  that  the  debate 

would  begin.'* 

That  was  the  debate  on  the  Besolutions 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire.    The  Courier  proceeded — 

"  Not  80,  however ;  Sir  William  Harcourt  waa 
to  the  foro.  Here  was  a  case  in  which  faction 
would  make  itself  prominent.*' 

No  one  laughed  at  these  things  more 
than  he,  regarded  from  a  personal  stand- 
point. The  sentiments  with  which  he 
looked  upon  them  did  not  rise  even  to 
contempt ;  but  they  were  vile  and  vicious 
Breaches  of  Parliamentary  Privilege. 
They  were  part  of  a  deliberate  plot  to 
falsify  the  proceedings  of  Parliament  to 
the  country  and  to  deceive  the  nation. 
They  were  deliberate  attacks  upon  that 
which  was  the  centre  and  the  safeguard 
of  representation  and  goyemment  in  thi« 
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couutry.  It  was  to  be  hoped  that  after 
a  few  exposures  of  this  kind  the  country 
would  understand  what  such  allegations 
really  meant ;  but  it  was  not  to  be  for- 
gotten what  the  effect  of  such  misrepre- 
sentations must  be  throughout  Ireland. 
The  House  must  not  forgot  what  the 
effect  of  such  vile  and  vicious  attacks 
most  be  in  regard  to  the  Irish  Eeprc- 
■entatiTefl.  Indiscriminately — without 
distinction — the  most  moderate  of  the 
Iriah  Members  were  charged  with  the 
most  atrocious  and  odious  designs. 
Sometimes  they  were  taken  in  a  lump 
lot  and  described  as  a  despicable  set  of 
Iriah  rebels ;  at  other  times  individiial 
MemberSy  while  performing  their  duty 
in  a  moat  constitutional  manner,  were 
held  npto  the  reprobation  of  Englisli- 
men.  Me  hoped  the  House  would  acquit 
him  of  having  said  a  single  unnecessary 
word.  He  had  confined  himself  to^a 
few  of  the  specimens  and  examples  of 
the  Tiolations  of  Privilege  which  these 
newspapers  .had  committed,  and  with 
these  remarks  he  would  bring  the  papers 
up  to  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  move 
tnat  the  articles  which  he  had  cited  from 
them  were  Breaches  of  the  Privileges  of 
the  House. 

Mn.  SPEAKER  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that,  in  such  caseS;  it  was 
usual  to  hand  in  in  writing  the  names  of 
the  papers  whose  articles  it  was  intended 
to  impugn,  specifying  the  articles  com- 
plained of. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  ho  would 
comply  with  the  requirement  at  once. 
The  reason  why  he  had  not  done  so  be- 
fore was  that  ho  did  not  wish  to  make 
his  Motion  unnecessarily  ciimbrous. 


The  hon.  Member,  having  re- written 
his  Amendment  and  handed  it  to  the 
Chair, 

Mb.  speaker  :  Tlio  House  iH  aware 
that,  according  to  the  ordinary  i)ractice 
of  the  House,  when  complaints  arc  made 
of  the  character  of  articles  in  news- 
papers, the  newspapers  containing  such 
Biticles  are  brought  up  to  the  Tublo  and 
the  passages  complained  of  are  read  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  House.  In  the  present 
esse,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
has  brought  up  a  series  of  newspapers 
eontmining  the  articles  which  are  cited 
IB  his  Kesolution.  They  are  four 
aitides  in  Tk$  Morning  Advertiser ^  four 
articles  in  Tk§  Daily  Telegraph,  one  ar- 
lida  IB  !%§  PM  MM  Oautte,  and  one 


article  in  The  World.  Now,  I  feel  that 
if  I  wore  to  call  on  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  to  read  all  these  articles  so  com- 
plained of  I  should  be  trifling  with  the 
House.  I  shall,  therefore,  take  leave  to 
depart  from  the  ordinary  course.  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  put  to  the  House  the  Mo- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  has  placed  in  my  hands,  and  it 
will  be  for  the  House  to  take  such  course 
as  it  may  think  proper  with  regard  to 
that  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  article  entitled  *Our  Brilliant 
Brethren '  in  the  *  World  '  of  the  18th  instant, 
and  the  articles  in  the  *  Morning  Advertiser*  of 
the  6th,  13th,  20th,  and  2l8t  instant,  the  '  Daily 
Telegraph  '  of  the  9th,  12th,  13th,  and  23rd  in- 
stant, and  the  *  Pall  Mall  Gazette'  of  the  2l8t 
instjint,  Tvad  to  this  Ilouse,  contain  hreaches  of 
the  Privileges  of  thisllouso." — (3fr.  O^Donneli.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  thought  the  Speaker  had  exer- 
cised a  wise  discretion  in  departing  from 
the  usual  practice  of  calling  upon  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  to  read  the  news- 
paper articles  complained  of.  Indeed, 
ho  thought  the  House  would  feel  that 
its  time  would  be  very  much  wasted  by 
these  articles  being  read  over  a  second 
time.  Hon.  Members  were  in  some 
difficulty,  however,  from  hearing  the  ar- 
ticles read  once  only,  as  they  hardly  had 
an  opportunity  of  really  knowing  what 
were  the  particular  charges  supposed  to 
be  contained  in  such  articles.  They 
seemed  to  him  to  be  very  like  a  gpreat 
many  other  articles  which  had  appeared 
at  difTtTent  times  in  newspapers  all  over 
the  Kingdom.  No  doubt,  if  it  were  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  O'Donnoll)  to  make  a  complaint  of 
every  newspaper  in  which  articles  ap- 
peared wliich  were  displeasing  to  or 
which  reflected  upon  his  conduct  or  that 
of  other  hon.  Members,  there  would  be 
abundance  of  material  for  a  very  pro- 
tracted Session.  It  did  not  appear  to 
liini  that  the  articles  contained  anything 
to  an  (Extraordinary  degree  more  olTen- 
sivo  tliaii  the  sort  of  criticism  on  all 
l*nilies  which  was  constantly  seen  in  the 
newspaper  Press.  He  had  often  seen 
articles  directed  against  Her  Majesty's 
Government  which  contained  very  dis- 
agreeable matter,  which  might  un- 
doubtedly be  brought  forward  in  that 
Ilouse,  and  which  they  all  agreed  were 
technically  Breaches  of  Privilege.  Still, 
he  did  not  apprehend  that  ike  House 
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would  now  begin  a  course  of  taking  no- 
tice of  every  Breach  of  Privilege  of  that 
character  which  occurred.  Of  course, 
they  understood  the  meaning  of  all  this. 
It  had  reference  not  only  to  these  parti- 
cular articles,  but  to  the  proceedings  of 
Friday  last ;  and  it  was  intended  to  be 
a  kind  of  reflection  on  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  he,  as 
Leader  of  the  House,  pursued  on  that 
occasion.  But  he  did  not  see  the 
slighest  analogy  between  the  two  cases, 
and  he  did  not  intend  to  be  driven  into 
arguing  them.  With  regard  to  these 
particular  complaints,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  waste  of  time  for  the  House 
to  go  into  any  general  discussion  on  the 
subject;  and,  therefore,  he  would  con- 
tent himself  with  moving,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Resolu- 
tion— '*  That  this  House  do  now  proceed 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Day." 

The  M.VIIQTJESS  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  seconding  the  Amendment,  said,  he 
understood  it  to  be  exactly  analogous  to 
that  of  the  Previous  Question  which  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  moved  a 
short  time  ago  in  a  somewhat  similar 
case,  and  which  was  agreed  to  by  the 
House.  He  must  congratulate  the  Go- 
vernment on  having  at  length  on  that, 
the  third  occasion,  learnt  the  right  way 
of  proceeding  in  cases  of  this  kind.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  ho  did  not  see  the 
slightest  analogy  between  the  cases 
brought  forward  this  evening  and  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plim- 
soll)  which  was  discussed  on  Friday. 
While  willing  to  admit  that  they  were 
not  exactly  the  same  case,  he  could  not 
agree  that  there  was  no  analogy  what- 
ever between  them.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  exercised 
a  wise  discretion  in  not  discussing  the 
matter  further,  and  it  was  his  intention 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
example.  The  House  discussed  the  ques- 
tion on  Friday  at  great  length,  and  he 
did  not  want  to  re-open  it.  The  Govern- 
ment ought,  however,  to  have  known 
from  their  former  experience  that  pro- 
ceedings of  that  character  invariably 
and  inevitably  led  to  a  great  waste  of 
the  time  of  the  House  by  the  adoption 
of  rooriminatory  proceedings.  He  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  met 
the  Motion  in  the  way  he  had  done  ;  for 
ho  did  not  think  it  would  have  been 
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possible  for  the  HouBe  to  noMtive  the 
Motion.  Certain  passages  in  Uie  articles 
which  had  been  read  were  undoubtedly 
serious  Breaches  of  Privilege ;  and  the 
Government,  with  the  majority  it  had  to 
support  it,  ought  to  be  very  careful  how 
it  proceeded  in  cases  of  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege which  were  directed  against  one 
section  of  the  House,  and  how  it  disre- 
garded cases  directed  against  any  other 
section.  Although,  undoubtedly,  very 
grave  Breaches  of  Privilege  were  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell), 
the  House,  he  thought,  did  well  in  gene- 
ral to  decline  to  exercise  its  undoubted 
power,  and  to  resolve  not  to  take  any 
further  step.  They  were  justly  jealous 
of  their  own  Privileges,  but  equally 
jealous,  he  hoped,  of  the  freedom  of  the 
Press  and  freedom  of  discussion.  They 
h|d  been  already  led  astray  by  what  he 
considered  one  unfortunate  blunder,  and 
he  hoped  they  would  not  be  led  further 
astray,  and  go  into  these  general  ques- 
tions of  Breach  of  Privilege.  He  agreed 
with  some  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member,  to  the  effect  that 
an  attempt  was  being  made  throughout 
the  country  at  the  present  time  to 
identify  the  Party  which  sat  on  that  side 
of  the  House  with  certain  proceedings 
which  hon.  Members  representing  Iri^ 
constituencies  thought  it  their  duty  to 
enter  upon.  When  the  proper  time 
arrived  he  should  be  ready  to  take  an 
opportunity  of  repudiating  accusations  of 
that  sort  which  had  been  made.  He  was 
well  aware  that  they  were  made,  and  he 
had  a  reasonable  suspicion  of  their  ob- 
ject; but  the  present  was  not  an  occa- 
sion for  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House 
by  answering  attacks  made  in  the  news* 
papers.  He  thought  their  conduct  in 
the  House  and  in  the  country  would  con- 
stitute a  better  reply  than  any  speech  he 
could  make  to  imputations  of  that  sort ; 
and  with  perfect  confidence  he  left  the 
character  of  his  hon.  Friends  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House  to  the  judgment 
of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That**  to  the 
end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  wordi 
"  this  House  do  now  proceed  to  the  Orders  of  the 
Day."— (i/r.  Chancellor  of  the  Exch^qutr,) 

Mr.  BIGGAE  denied  the  proposition 
maintained  by  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer,  that  there  was  no  analogy 
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between  the  cases  of  Breaches  of  Privi- 
leges which  had  been  discussed  on 
Fridav  and  to-day.  The  analogy,  he 
tlu>iight,  was  clear,  and  he  was  con- 
Tinced  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheqaer  had  any  love  of  impartiality  he 
woiud  have  voted  for  his  hon.  Friend's 
(the  Member  for  Dungarvan's)  Motion. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
think  t£at  nothing  written  or  spoken  in 
Ikvoor  of  the  Tory  Party  could  be  any- 
thing other  than  thoroughly  innocent ; 
and  that  the  converse  of  the  proposition 
mutt  indubitably  be  true.  This  was  a 
Tiew  to  which  he  (Mr.  Biggar),  for  one, 
eoold  not  assent. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  hoped  that  his  hon . 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  would  not  press  his  Motion, 
and  that  he  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  dhancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  (Mr.  Shaw)  thought  it  was  a 
mtj  to  take  any  notice  of  the  articles  re- 
tered  to.  For  his  part,  he  had  read  a 
good  many  of  them  which  had  been 
Offonslit  under  his  notice  that  evening ; 
but  ne  always  regarded  such  articles 
with  great  indifference  as  long  as  he 
knew  they  were  undeserved.  He  as- 
sumed that  they  were  either  inspired,  or 
the  outcome  of  a  political  intrigue.  In 
way  case,  he  had  confidence  in  his  cause, 
and  believed  that  the  misrepresentation 
of  the  English  papers  would  do  good 
inttend  of  harm  to  it.  Nothing  could 
be  more  damaging  to  the  morals  of  llio 
English  people  than  the  articles  pub- 
lished in  the  English  journals  for  some 
time  past.  Ko  would  not  like  to  say 
they  Had  been  got  up  for  olectioneorin<>^ 
purposes;  but  ho  thought  the  English 
peoue,  who  were  lovers  of  fair  play, 
woiud  say  that  this  mode  of  assailing 
political  opponents  was  contemptible  in 
the  extreme.  If  it  had  any  effect  in 
Ireland,  it  would  rather  secure  the  seats 
of  the  Home  Eule  Members  than  othcr- 


NEWDEOATE  said,  that  the 
views  expressed  in  the  newspapers  with 
rsgard  to  the  conduct  of  a  certain  section 
01  the  Irish  Members  represented  the 
gsneral  opinion  of  the  English  people. 
He  mustp  however,  say  that  the  hun. 
Msmber  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  not 
in  any  way  identified  in  that  opinion 
with  other  hon.  Members  whose  con- 
duet  had  been  so  condemned.  lie 
that  the  Motion,  if  pressed  to  u 
I,    would    be    negatived,    inas- 


much as  it  embodied  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  a  certain  section  of  the  House  to 
escape  from  the  consequences  of  their 
acts,  and  also  to  waste  the  time  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place  met  the  object  he 
had  in  view  in  bringing  the  question  for- 
ward ;  and  he  should  not,  therefore,  ask 
the  House  to  divide  on  the  question 
which  he  had  brought  forward,  but 
would  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw). 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  negatived. 

"Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resohedf  That  this  House  do  now  pro- 
ceed to  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 


ORDERS     OF    TRE    DAY. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(.!//•.  Chancellor  of  the  ExchetpnTy  Mr.  Jamts 
Lou't/icr,  Sir  Henry  StlwiH'Ibbefjfonf  Jfr, 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

[bill    84.]       CONSmERATlON  AS  AMENDED. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mu.  BIGGAR  moved  the  insertion  of 
the  following  new  clause  : — 

(Ijoans  to  occupiers  of  agricultural  holding**.) 

"  And  whcTi'as,  by  reason  of  the  distn'ss 
amongst  the  occujticrH  uf  land  in  In -land,  it  huH 
Ikcohio  drsirahle  to  extend  the  powers  and 
facilities  for  gnmtin^  lojins  unilrr  the  ])n>viRi<tn!i 
of  tho  Land  Improvement  Acts,  and  under  tlio 
provisions  of  *Tho  l*ublic  Ilejilth  (Inland)  Act» 
1878/  and  *  The  Public  IKalth  { In  land)  Am.  nd- 
ment  Act,  I87U:'  licit  thm-fon.*  Enacted,  That 
tho  Commissioners  of  Public  AVorks  .'*hall,  at  anv 
time  aftiT  the  passing?  of  this  Act,  huvo  pow«.r 
to  lend  money,  as  B4.t  forth  in  Section  nine,  and 
nt  the  Siime  rates,  to  occupiers  of  ajj^ricultural 
holdings,  on  tho  security  of  tluir  said  holdings, 
f«>r  pennanent  improvements  on  the  soil." 

If  the  Govornnient  advanced  money  tu 
the  tenants  to  improve  their  lioldings  Uiu 
loan  would  become  a  firdt  charge  on  ihe 
land ;  and  they  would,  therefore,  have 
full  security  for  tho  re-payment  of  thoir 
money. 
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New  Clause  (Loans  to  occupiers  of 
agricultural  holdings,) — {Mr.  Biggar^) — 
brought  up  J  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  this 
part  of  the  Bill  was  really  retrospective 
in  its  operation,  and  the  Amendment 
dealt  with  a  question  that  was  not  open, 
because  the  9th  section,  to  which  it 
applied,  dealt  only  with  past  loans 
made  to  landlords  and  sanitary  autho- 
rities, and  not  to  future  ones,  as  the  hon. 
Member  imagined.  No  advance  could 
be  made  under  it  after  the  29th  of  the 
present  month,  before  which  time  it 
was  not  likely  to  pass.  The  proposed 
clause  dealt  with  a  subject  in  reference 
to  which  a  vast  number  of  considerations 
should  be  taken  into  account ;  and  if  they 
were  entered  upon  they  would  lead,  and 
to  no  purpose,  to  endless  delay.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  it  would  not  be  pressed 
to  a  division,  as  it  was  one  which  should 
not  find  its  way  into  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAW  supported  the  clause. 
There  were  a  number  of  improvements 
which  might  be  made  by  tenants,  and 
which  would  cost  less  than  £100.  He 
did  not  think  the  Government  could  con- 
sider a  more  important  subject  than  the 
drainage  of  land,  although  the  object  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar)  could 
hardly  be  attained  under  the  present 
temporary  Bill.  He  would  remind  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  improvements  made, 
or  to  be  made,  under  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stood  were  tenants'  improvements  as 
much  as  they  were  landlords'  improve- 
ments. The  only  interest  the  landlord 
had  in  them  was  that  they  improved  his 
property  and  increased  his  security  for 
the  payment  of  his  rent.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  g^ve  the  subject  their 
best  consideration,  with  a  view  to  its  in- 
sertion, if  not  in  this  Bill,  in  some  general 
measure,  and  asked  his  hon.  Friend  not 
to  divide  the  House. 

Mr.  8YNAN  concurred  in  the  view  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw), 
but  thought  that  it  would  be  necessary 
for  the  Government  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  a  thorough  manner  as  soon 
as  the  present  grisis  had  passed  away. 

Mr.  JP.  MARTIN  said,  the  principle 
involved  in  the  proposal  of  tne  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  one 


of  deep  importance.  It  called  upon  the 
Government  so  to  arrange  their  system 
of  loans  that  they  should  be  made  to  the 
tenants  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them 
to  work  on  their  own  lands.  A  system  of 
relief  now  required  was  one  which  would 
not  cause  the  neglect  of  agriculture. 
The  tenant  ought  to  be  set  to  work  on 
his  own  land.  In  England  it  appeared, 
under  59  Geo.  III.  c.  12,  relief  could  be 
given  by  Guardians  to  able-bodied  per- 
sons by  way  of  loan.  Such  an  arrange- 
ment would  prove  most  beneficial  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  biggar  said,  he  would  not  put 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  the 
tenants  often  did  not  understand  drain- 
ing, and  would  require  to  be  instructed 
by  competent  men.  It  might  happen, 
too,  that  improvement  works  which  were 
highly  important  were  of  such  mag^tude 
as  to  require  the  co-operation  of  several 
landlords.  As  a  landlord,  he  must  thank 
the  Government  for  the  help  they  had 
given,  which  had  been  a  good  deal  taken 
up  in  his  county.  As  an  instance  of 
what  drainage  would  do  for  land,  he 
could  mention  some  land  the  drainage 
of  which  would  cost  £300,  and  which 
land,  then  worth  5s.  an  acre,  would  be 
worth  £2  an  acre  after  two  croppings. 
He  had  always  been  opposed  to  extreme 
measures  when  they  were  brought  for- 
ward ;  but  no  one  would  be  more  pleased 
than  he  should  be  to  see  measures 
brought  forward  in  the  House  to  stimu- 
late agriculture  and  make  tenants  more 
comfortable. 

Mr.  kirk  said,  he  thought  a  strong 
case  had  been  made  out  against  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland,  who  had  tdlowed  millions 
of  acres  to  lie  waste  to  the  present  time, 
and  that  a  strong  case  had  also  been 
made  out  for  allowing  the  occupiers  to 
be  the  parties  to  expend  money  on  the 
land.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  only  wished  that  the  oocupiers 
should  have  the  same  opportunity  of  ex- 
pending money  on  the  land  they  held  as 
the  landowners,  and  that  their  holdings 
should  be  security  for  that  expenditure. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  H.  A. 
Herbert)  had  stated  that  a  good  many  of 
the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  were  igno- 
rant of  drainage.  That  was  true  to  some 
extent ;  but  the  reason  was  that  they  had 
never  had  an  opportunity  of  investing 
money  in  the  soil  which  they  tilled  with- 
out the  fear  that  some  day  or  other  the 
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improTements  made  by  themselves  might 
be  taken  by  the  landlord.  That  was  one 
of  the  reasons,  at  any  rate,  for  the  neg- 
lect of  ag^cultural  drainage ;  but  ho  be- 
lived  that  in  a  large  part  of  Ireland  tlie 
tenants  were  quite  capable  of  draining 
their  lands,  if  they  only  had  the  oppor- 
tunity given  them  by  means  of  a  Govern- 
ment loan.  The  Board  of  Works  always 
■ent  a  person  down  to  see  the  improve- 
ments, and  if  they  were  not  up  to  the 
mark  they  would  not  pay  for  them  ;  and 
in  the  same  way  the  occupiers  must  do 
their  improvements  to  the  satisfaction  of 
a  person  sent  down  by  the  Board  of 
Works.  Therefore,  ho  thought  the 
dause  was  one  which  the  Government 
onffht  to  consider  if  possible ;  and  if  they 
dia  not  insert  something  like  it  in  the 

Sreaent  Bill,  he  hoped  they  would  pro- 
uee  something  in  the  future  which 
wonld  allow  the  occupiers  to  receive 
money  on  the  security  of  their  land,  and 
thus  to  drain  the  lands  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  said  were  not  worth 
more  than  5«.  an  acre  now,  and  which 
had  been  left  in  that  state  from  the  17th 
oontuiy  to  the  present  time  by  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  He  hoped  the  tenants 
woold  have  an  opportunity  of  expending 
money  on  such  land  so  as  to  make  it 
worth  £2  an  acre. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  all  the  ini- 
provements    were,   as  a    general  rule, 
made  by  the  tenants,  and  the  fact  had 
been  made  the  basis  of  all  recent  legisla- 
tion.    The  Government  seemed  now  to 
establish  a  new  principle,  that  the  im- 
provements should  be  made  by  the  land- 
lords ;  and  they  made  it  impossible  for 
the  tenants  to  enter  into  competition  as 
the  landlords  were  to  have  the  exclusive 
Me  of  the  public  money.     He  had  from 
the  first  been  against  loans  to  landlords, 
tad  he  believed  they  would  bo  produc- 
tiTe  of  great  mischief,  and  that  the  of  Forts 
of  all  who  were  interested  in  the  welfare 
of  the  occupiers  of  Ireland  ought  to  bo 
directed  to  securing  for  them  the  advan- 
tan  of  being  enabled  to  improve  their 
kddings  themselves. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mb.  BIOOAB  moved  the  following 
new  clause : — 

(8iupeiuioa  of  actioiiB  of  ojoctmont.) 

**  That  all  sctionB  of  ej(H;tinent   f nmi  nuTicul- 
toial  holding!  bo  ■lupcndcd  from  thu  (liito  of 
tht  psising  M  thia  Act,  and  thnt,  in  caM.-K  wlirrc 
lor  poHeMon  of  any  agricultunil  hold- 


ing has  "l)ccn  gfmnted,  such  decree  shall  be  sua  . 
pcndcd  for  the  period  of  one  year  from  the  x>afi6- 
ing  of  this  Act." 

He  said,  he  thought  this  clause  was  so 
important  that  he  intended,  if  it  were 
not  accepted  by  the  Government,  to 
divide  upon  it. 

New  Clause  (Suspension  of  actions  of 
ejectment)— (J/r.  Biggar^) — hrought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 


The  attorney   GENERAL    for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  in 
opposing  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.   Biggar)  it  must  not  be 
understood  that  he  was  advising  land- 
lords to  press  on  actions  of  ejectments, 
except  where  the   circumstances   abso- 
lutely required  it.    From  whatever  point 
of  view  the  clause  was  regarded,   the 
House  would,   he  thought,  be  satisfied 
that  it  was  not  one  which  could  be  rea- 
sonably ever  passed,  and  he  hoped  that 
further   consideration    would    convince 
the  hon.  Member  that  he   should   not 
proceed  to  a  division.     The  clause  pro- 
posed, without  qualification  or  examina- 
tion or  any  distinction  whatever,  to  sus- 
pend for  one  year  in  every  part  of  Ire- 
land all  actions  of  ejcctniontH.     Lottho 
Tlouse  consider  how  extravagantly  ajid 
imreasonably  wide  that  suggt»&tion  was. 
If  the  clause  were  passed  a  man  could 
not  proceed  to  assort  his  title  by  eject- 
ment in  ony  Court  in  Ireland,  no  matter 
what  the  circumstances  were.     The  hon. 
Member  would  hardly  say  that  that  was 
within  the  region  of  rational  legislation, 
lie  also  proposed  to  suspend  the  right 
of  ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent, 
and  that  without  qualification.     He  pro- 
posed to  take  no  account  of  whether  it 
was  a  thriving  and  prosperous  district, 
of  the  character  of  tho  tenant,  and  of 
the  amount  which  ho  owed.     A  tenant 
might  have  the  money  in  his  pocket  and 
arbitrarily   refuse  to  jxiy  his  rent,  and 
yet,    under    this    clause,    he   would   bo 
equally  protected   with  the  tenant  who 
was  entitled  to  their  sympathy.    Tlie  I'act 
was  that   this  was  not  a  matter  .suscep- 
tible of  bc»ing  dealt  with  by  Icgislatinii ; 
it  must  be  left  to  the  right  feeling  and 
intelligence  of  those  who  had  to  exirciso 
these  rights,  and   ho  apprehended  that 
tho  right  feeling  of  every  person  con- 
nected with  land  in  Ireland  at  the  pro* 
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Bent  time  of  trial  must  be  to  ^ve  and 
take  a  little  on  all  sides,  and  not  to  press 
legal  rights  to  aa  extreme  point.  If  it 
were  said  that  right  feeling  could  not  be 
relied  on  to  restrain  landlords,  then  he 
replied  that  their  ^ood  sense  and  pru- 
dence would  suggest  to  them  not  to  preBS 
the  right  to  actions  of  ejectment  to  an 
extreme  extent,  because  it  was  most 
undesirable  in  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lord that  he  should  have  farms  thrown 
upon  hie  hands  by  tenants  being  driven 
out  from  circumstances  of  poverty,  dis- 
tress, and  destitution;  therefore,  the 
self-interest  of  the  landlord  would 
cause  him  to  be  very  cautious  about 
exercising  thisrightof  ejectment.  Above 
all,  it  would  be  such  an  interference 
with  all  the  rights  of  property  and  all 
the  institutions  that  must  regulate  the 
rights  of  property  that  he  did  not  think 
it  ever  could  be  entertained  hy  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  was  quite  sure 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Bigvar)  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  amend  hie  clause,  so  as  to  con- 
fine its  operations  to  the  scheduled  dis- 
tricts and  to  cases  of  non-payment  of 
arrears  of  rent.  But  he  concluded,  &om 
the  latter  part  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman's  remarks,  that  he 
was  opposed  in  principle  to  the  dause. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  a  very  wide 
subject,  but  thought  it  would  be  no 
harm  for  the  Qovemment  to  turn  their 
attention  to  the  subject ;  for  although  he 
was  willing  to  admit  that  the  great 
minority  of  landlords  were  acting  fairly 
towards  the  tonant«,  and  not  pressing 
them  for  rents  wherever  it  could  pos- 
sibly be  avoided,  yet  there  were  cases 
where  an  opposite  course  was  taken  and 
much  hardTsnip  thereby  inflicted.  He 
had  prepared  an  Amendment  bearing 
on  the  subject,  but  which  had,  unfortu- 
nately, been  left  out  of  the  Paper,  which 
ho  thought  that  the  Government  might 
accept.  It  was  to  the  effect  that  non- 
payment of  rent  in  the  distressed  districts 
should  not  operate  as  a  bar  to  the  re- 
covery of  compensation  by  a  tenant  who 
was  ejected.  If  the  Qovemment  would 
introduce  an  Amendment  to  that  effect 
it  would  I'emedy  many  cases  of  injustice. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  admitted  that  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  was  open  to  many  of  the 
objections  which  had  been  stated  to  it 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
2%»  AUonujf  General/or  Ir*land 
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man  the  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland, 
and  thought  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  vain  to  ask  the 
House  to  assent  to  any  such  clause  ;  but 
the  Amendment  suggested  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  county  oE 
Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent character,  and  it  was  one  that  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  well  deserving  of  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. All  it  meant  was  that  in  the 
poor  distressed  districts  of  the  South  of 
Ireland  the  tenants  should  have  ex- 
tended to  them  a  privilege  already  en- 
joyed by  the  more  prosperous  tenants  of 
the  North  of  Ireland  under  the  Ulster 
Tenant  Bight.  It  int«rfered  with  no 
contracts,  and  deprived  the  landlord  of 
nothing  which  he  ought  to  have. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  4 ;  Noes 
93:  Majority  89.— (Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

Clause  3  (Extension  of  power  to  grant 
out-door  relief  in  food  and  fuel). 

Mb.  BIGGAB  moved  to  amend  the 
clause  by  inserting  in  page  S,  line  2, 
after  the  word  "purpose,"  the  words 
"to  renew  or."  The  olrjeot  of  his 
Amendment  was  to  make  it  quite  clear 
that  the  Local  Government  Boud  had 
the  power  to  renew  the  instructions  to 
give  out-door  relief,  the  clause  at  present 
only  giving  power  to  give  out-door  re- 
lief for  a  period  of  two  calendar  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line 2,  oAer  the  vori.  "purpose,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "to  renew  or." — (Jfr. 
Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  to  renew  or '  be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr. Gibson)  said,  thematter 
was  dealt  with  in  the  earlier  portion  of 
the  Bill,  and  there  was  no  doubt  that 
power  was  given  to  renew  the  instruc- 
tions for  out-door  relief  in  Unions  where 
it  was  necessary.  The  Amendment, 
therefore,  was  not  needed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson}  moved  to  omit 
from  page  2  all  words  after  "  Any,"  in 
line  17,  to  the  word  "Act,"  in  line  25, 
inclusive.  The  words  he  proposed  to 
omit  wore  those  which  were  inteodaced 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee  by  tho 
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hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy),  to  give  power  to 
the  Local  Oovemment  Board  to  enable 
central  Poor  Law  Guardians  to  make 
adyances.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  care- 
fully considered  the  matter,  and  had 
como  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  bo 
better  to  give  a  wider  discretion,  and 
therefore  he  proposed  to  omit  the 
Amendment;  and  should  also  propose 
an  omission  in  Clause  4,  in  order  to 
insert  an  A.mcndment  in  the  clause 
giving  all  Unions  the  power  to  make 
advances. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSYsaid,  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  Amendment, 
and  he  had  no  objection  to  his  Amend- 
ment being  omitted. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  struck 
0ui  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Power  to  borrow). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
Odteral  for  Ireland,  the  following 
Amendments  were  made : — In  page  2, 
line  28,  leave  out  from  "  scheduled  "  to 
"seventy-nine"  in  lines  31  and  *32,  in- 
donve ;  and  in  line  37,  leave  out  from 
the  word  "Every"  to  the  word  '* ex- 
penses "  in  line  43,  inclusive. 

Mb.  SHAW  moved,  as  an  Amendment, 
in  paee  3,  line  12,  to  leave  out  the  word 
•*  ten,  and  insert  the  word  **  twenty  " 
in  lieu  thereof,  so  as  to  make  the  period 
over  which  loans  to  local  authorities 
were  to  be  repayable  20  years  instead  of 
10.  He  would  have  been  prepared  to 
make  it  30  years  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee,  but  the  Government  de- 
clined to  accede  to  the  suggestion ;  but 
he  hoped  they  would  favourably  con- 
sider the  present  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
12,  to  leave  out  the  word  "ten,'' 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  **  twenty." — 
(Mr.  8hsHf.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  ten '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  chancellor  of  tiik  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  compelled  to  oppose 
the  Amendment,  believing  that  10  years 
was  an  ample  time  to  allow  for  the  re- 
payment of  the  money.  If  it  was  ex- 
tended bevond  that,  the  Unions  would 
be  placed  in  an  embarrassing  position  in 


regard  to  re-payments,  and  he  thought 
10  years  was  a  most  liberal  allowance. 
Besides,  they  had  no  right,  and  it  was 
inadvisable,  to  burden  posterity  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  SYNAN  thought  it  was  in  the 
interest  of  the  Treasury  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  as  the  state  of  the  country 
was  such  that,  in  several  of  the  electoral 
divisions  of  Ireland,  they  would  never 
bo  able  to  repay  the  money  in  so  short 
a  time  as  10  years.  The  result  would 
bo,  if  the  Amendment  was  not  adopted, 
that  appeals  would  be  made  to  the 
Government  at  a  future  time  to  remit 
the  whole  of  the  loans.  He  thought,  in 
fact,  that  in  some  of  the  Unions  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  the  Government  was 
not  very  likely  to  get  its  money  back  at 
all.  He  wished,  further,  to  point  out 
that,  even  if  20  years  were  given,  that 
would  be  10  years  less  than  was  given 
in  the  case  of  Lancashire. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  supported  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  if  only 
10  years  was  allowed  for  the  re-payment 
of  loans  it  would  prevent  many  Boards 
of  Guardians  from  availing  themselves 
of  the  advantages  ofifered  by  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  96 ;  Noes 
33  :  Majority  63.— (Div.  List,  No.  20.) 

Mr.  SHAW  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  3,  line  33,  to  omit  the 
word  **  three,"  and  insert  the  word 
**  two"  in  lieu  thereof,  so  as  to  allow 
local  authorities  to  borrow  money  at  2i 
per  (M.»nt  interest  instead  of  3J  per  cent. 
Ill  duinj^  so  ho  was  not  asking  the  Go- 
vt'inment  to  advance  English  or  Scotch 
money  nt  that  rate,  but  only  to  advance 
Irish  money.  The  Government  them- 
selves got  money  from  the  Irish  people 
in  the  Irisli  ^o^it  OlPicc*  Savings  Banks  at 
2.\  per  cent,  and  he  thought  that  it  was 
only  reasonable  they  should  advance 
money  for  the  relief  of  distress  at  the 
same  rate  of  interest. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
33,  to  leave  out  the  word  "throe,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  '*  two." — {Mr. 
S/,au\) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  thret)  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

TiiK  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER   said,    whatever  else  the    hon. 
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Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Shav)  had 
siiown,  it  could  not  be  denied  that  he  had 
ehon'n  considerable  ingenaity  in  the 
foundation  upon  which  he  rested  his 
proposal.  The  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained that  the  m/tney  was  taken,  not 
out  of  Imperial  funds,  out  out  of  Irish 
funds.  He  desired  to  have  a  separate 
finance  administration,  with  an  Irish 
Exchequer  to  deal  with  Irish  taxation. 
Those  were  matters  which  could  not  bo 
entered  into ;  they  must  treat  the  Ex- 
chequer as  a  whole.  It  was  proposed 
that  we  should  lend  the  money  not  at  3} 
per  cent,  but  at  2 J- per  cent.  The  SJ  per 
cent  would  not  bring  a  profit ;  but  it 
would  save  the  Exchequer  from  a  loss, 
and  the  Government  thought  it  was  doing 
very  good  service  to  lend  the  money  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  at  that  rate.  They 
could  not  get  it  at  so  low  a  rate  else- 
where, and  without  the  Bill  they  could 
not  borrow  it  at  all.  He  could  not  break 
up  the  usual  system  of  lending  money, 
and  the  only  alternative  was  to  stand  to 
the  figures  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  8YNAN  urged  that  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw)  did  not 
involve  the  separation  of  the  Exchequer 
of  the  two  countries.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  afraid  of  loss  to  the 
Exchequer;  but  why  not  lend  out  the 
money  at  the  same  rate  of  interest  paid 
to  depositors  in  the  savings  hanks  ?  The 
only  answer  to  the  proposal  was  that  i) 
would  separate  the  two  Exchequers  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  Irish  paupers  must  be 
charged  3^  percent.  The  argument  re- 
mained the  same,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  it. 

Question  put,  and  ntgaiieed. 
Clause  agreed  to. 


Amendment  propoBed,  in  pa^  1 0,  line 
.13,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  without 
previons  application  to  presentment  aea- 
^ons."— (Jfr.  8hav>.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
tiroposed  to  lie  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
3iir." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  remarked,  that 
the  words  objected  to  were  put  in  to  save 
time.  The  whole  machinery  would  hang 
dre  without  them.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  afford  immediate  relief  by 
means  of  public  works,  and  the  present- 
ment sessions  had  to  consider  the  matter 
In  the  first  instance.  The  money  might 
'  en  be  advanced  without  further  re- 

Mr.  SHAW  1  I  am  quite  aare  that  I 

n  right,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  wrong ;  but  I  will  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraton. 

Clause  <tgr«ed  to. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHEE :  This  matter  has 
been  very  fully  considered  by  the  House, 
and  as  it  is  of  a  very  urgent  character 
I  now  appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  allow 
it  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  Uie  third  time," 
—  (ifr.  James  Zowti*r,)  —  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patted. 
CRIMINAL  CODE  BILL— [Bnj,  2.] 

(Mr.  Allomty    Otneral,  Mr.   Solieilor   General, 

Mr.  Attorney  Oentralfir  Ireland.) 

SEGONB  BKADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Holkeb),  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
it  was,  at  least  by  name,  very  well  known 
to  the  House.     It  would  not  be  neces- 


Clause  15  (Bemuneration  for  county 
officers). 

Mk.  SHAW  said,  that  the  section  of 
the  clause  referring  fo  money  to  be  bor- 
rowed to  cover  loss    gave    the   Grand  I  sary  for  him  minutely  to  describe  the 
Jury  power  to   grant  compensation  t<<  j  provisions  of  this  voluminous  measure. 


landowners  without  previous  applicati< 
to  the  presentment  sessions.     That 


I  as  he  had  explained  them  with  consider- 
"  t  elaboration  on  a  former  occasion, 


ving  very  large  powers  to  the  Graml  and  it  had  also  been  explained  in  various 
juries,  and  he  should  move  the  omission  pamphlets  and  prints  which  had  been 
of  the  words  "  without  previous  applica-  '  pubhshed  to  the  world.  It  would  suffice 
tion  to  presentment  sessions,"  in  order  '  to  say  that  it  attempted  what  hod  never, 
to  insert  the  words,  "  having  beei:  he  believed,  been  attempted  before — the 
previously  approved  by  preaentment  codification  of  a  substantial  part  of  the 
sessions.  !  Uw.     It  proposed  to  state  in  a  nombor 
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of  teno,  lacid,  and  comprehonsive  sen- 
tences, the  law  of  England  and  Ireland 
upon  the  subject  of  ordinary  crime,  and 
also  the  law  relating  to  the  procedure 
by  indictment  against  those  who  com- 
mitted such  crimes.  This  codification 
was  exceedingly  desirable,  and  would, 
if  accomplished  in  this  instance,  set  an 
example  for  codification  of  the  law  gene- 
rally. But,  besides  this,  the  Bill  ]}to- 
posod  to  alter  the  existing  law  in  several 
important  respect^) ;  and  he  thouglit  that 
when  the  proposed  alterations  were  care- 
fblly  considered  they  would  all  appear 
to  be  great  amendments  of  the  law.  lie 
would  not  attempt  that  evening  to  deal 
with  all  the  alterations;  he  would  merely 

fiance  at  the  most  important  and  salient. 
Q  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  which  related 
to  the  commission  of  offences,  the  main 
alterations  were — 1,  The  abolition  of  the 
distinction  between  felony  and  misde- 
meanours, which  would  get  rid  of  a 
number  of  very  absurd  and  monstrous 
consequences;  2,  The  introduction  of 
certain  amendments  into  the  law  with 
regard  to  the  doctrine  of  compulsion  and 
coercion ;  3,  The  improvement  of  the  law 
of  homicide,  which  involved  the  extinc- 
tion of  the  universally  condemned  doc- 
trine of  constructive  malice ;  and  4,  The 
nmplification  of  the  law  relating  to  tlicft 
and  fraud.  These  were  the  principal 
alterations  of  the  first  part  of  the  Bill. 
In  tho  part  of  the  Bill  which  related  to 
procedure,  several  alterations  were  to  bo 
found — 1,  Provisions  getting  rid  of  tho 
absurdities  arising  under  the  existing 
law  from  the  doctrine  of  venue ;  2,  Pro- 
▼isions  for  changing  the  place  of  trial 
when  necessary ;  3,  Provisions  for  the 
trial  of  criminals  by  special  juries  in 
cases  of  exceptional  difficulty ;  4,  Provi- 
liona  for  the  simplification  of  indict- 
ments ;  5,  Provisions  for  tho  keeping  of 
a  simple  record  of  tho  proceedings,  and 
the  sweeping  awav  of  technicalities  which 
rendered  proceedings  by  way  of  writ  of 
,  error  next  door  to  impossible  ;  6,  Knact- 
ments  as  to  juries  and  the  challenging 
of  jurors;  7,  Provision  enabling  tlio 
jury  to  have  a  view  when  required  ;  8, 
iVovisions  giving  a  more  satisfactory 
appeal  in  criminal  cases  upon  points  of 
law ;  9,  Enactments  enabling  prisoners 
in  proper  cases  to  obtain  new  trials  ;  and 
10,  Frorisions  altering  tho  law  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  as  to  tho  costs  of  prose- 
oationa.  Hon.  Members  would  recollect 
that  the  Criminal  Code  was  brought  to 


the  attention  of  the  House  for  the  first 
time  in  1878.  A  Bill  was  then  intro- 
duced which  had  been  prepared  by  Sir 
James  Stephen — now  Mr.  Justice  Stephen 
— and  which  was  founded  on  that  admir- 
able work  called  A  Dig  eat  of  the  Criminal 
LaWf  which,  after  expending  upon  it 
many  years  of  deep  thought  and  patient 
toil,  that  goritloman  presented  to  the 
public.  Owing  to  the  pressure  of  Public 
Business,  the  Bill  of  1878,  though  fa- 
vourably received,  could  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  After  tho  close  of  the 
Session  of  1878,  the  Government  sub- 
mitted the  measure  to  the  examination 
of  a  Commission  composed  of  lawyers  of 
the  greatest  eminence — namely.  Lord 
Blackburn,  Mr.  Justice  Lush,  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Barry,  and  Sir  James  Stephen.  The 
object  the  Government  had  in  view 
when  this  Commission  was  appointed 
was  to  subject  the  all -important  mea- 
sure with  which  they  were  dealing  to  a 
most  thorough  and  searching  examina- 
tion and  criticism.  As  it  was  proposed 
to  give  in  the  Code  a  succinct  statement 
of  the  law,  it  was  obvious  that  it  was 
most  desirable  that  the  accuracy  of  such 
statement  should  be  ascertained  and 
vouched  by  men  of  the  highest  autho- 
rity ;  and  as  it  was  proposed  by  the  Code 
to  alter  in  several  respects  the  existing 
law,  it  was  obvious  that  it  was  most  de- 
sirable that  the  alterations  shoidd  be 
considered  by  those  who  were,  from 
their  training,  experience,  and  ability, 
fitted  to  form  a  judgment  upon  them. 
The  Commissioners  entered  upon  their 
labours,  and  continued  them,  without 
intermission,  for  many  months.  During 
this  poriod  every  jn-o vision  of  tho  Code, 
indeed,  he  might  say  almost  every  word, 
was  made  the  subject  of  the  most  minute 
and  careful  consideration.  Very  exten- 
sive alterations  were  made  in  the  struc- 
ture of  the  Bill,  although  the  foundations 
upon  which  it  rested  remained  undis- 
turbed ;  much  matter  was  expunged,  and 
much  fresh  matter  was  introduced.  The 
more  he  had  examined  the  Criminal  Code 
Bill,  the  more  he  had  sifted  and  scruti- 
nized its  provisions,  the  more  forcibly  had 
his  mind  been  impressed  with  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  labour  the  Commis- 
sioners bestowed  upon  it.  It  was  im- 
possible for  anyone,  even  the  most  ex- 
perienced lawyer,  unless  he  had  devoted 
himself  to  the  subject,  and  had  made  it, 
for  a  time  at  all  events,  his  especial 
study,  thoroughly  to  appreciate  the  pains 
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taken  by  the  Commissioners  with  the 
work  they  undertook  to  perform.  At 
length  the  task  of  the  Commissioners 
was  completed.  They  finally  settled  the 
draft  Bill,  and  reported  to  Her  Majesty 
the  result  of  their  deliberations.  The 
Bill  thus  settled  by  the  Commissioners 
was  introduced  in  that  House  last  Ses- 
sion some  time  after  Parliament  had 
assembled.  Unfortunately,  owing  to 
causes  to  which  it  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  refer,  very  little  opportunity  for 
a  discussion  of  the  measure  presented 
itself.  However,  although  the  provisions 
of  the  measure  were  not  made  the  sub- 
ject of  debate,  such  as  he  could  have 
wished  for  it,  nevertheless  the  Bill  excited 
great  attention  and  interest  both  in  and 
out  of  Parliament.  Very  many  hon.  and 
learned  Members,  and  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  not  in  the  law,  but  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  administration  of 
justice  in  this  country,  studied  the  mea- 
sure with  the  greatest  possible  care,  and 
proposed  a  variety  of  Amendments; 
some  of  these  were  formulated  and  placed 
on  the  Notice  Paper ;  and,  furthermore, 
men  outside  Parliament — men  of  great 
eminence  and  experience — also  subjected 
the  Code  to  searching  criticism,  and  sug- 
gested several  alterations  which  they 
considered  would  be  improvements. 
Among  those  who  devoted  themselves  to 
a  carenil  investigation  of  the  subject  was, 
as  the  House  would  well  remember,  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England,  who,  in 
June  last,  addressed  to  him,  as  the  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill,  a  long  letter  containing  criti- 
cisms upon  the  earlier  parts  of  the  Bill 
of  a  most  valuable  character ;  and  in  this 
letter,  which  the  House  would  remember 
he  had  caused,  as  soon  as  he  received  it, 
to  be  made  a  Parliamentary  Paper,  his 
Lordship  had  been  good  enough  to  pro- 
mise further  letters,  in  which  he  would 
deal  with  other  portions  of  the  subject. 
This  promise  had,  he  was  happy  to  say, 
been  to  a  certain  extent  fulfilled;  for 
only  the  other  day  he  received  from  his 
Lordship  a  long  letter  of  criticisms  upon 
some  portions  of  the  Bill,  and  ho  had 
every  reason  to  believe  that  he  should  be 
favoured  with  other  letters  on  the  re- 
maining parts  of  the  measure  in  the 
course  of  a  few  weeks.  He  (the  Attorney 
General)  was  not  surprised  that,  not- 
withstanding all  the  care  and  pains  which 
had  been  bestowed  upon  it,  the  great 
work  of  the  Commissioners,  or  rather,  he 

Th«  Atlomey  General 


should  say,  the  great  work  of  Sir  James 
Stephen,  revised  and  corrected  and  am- 
plified by  the  Commissioners,  was  sub- 
jected to  the  criticisms  to  which  he  had 
referred,  and  that  suggestions  for  its 
amendment  'should  have  been  made.  The 
fact  was  that  upon  a  subject  of  such 
nicety,  such  intricacy,  such  difficulty,  it 
was  impossible  for  any  set  of  men,  how- 
ever able,  however  learned  and  expe- 
rienced, to  frame  a  Bill,  which  would  be 
a  perfect  Bill,  entirely  free  from  objection, 
and  incapable  of  improvement.  But  he 
was  justified  in  saying  that  most  of  the 
criticisms  to  which  he  had  alluded  were, 
however,  directed  much  more  to  the  form 
than  to  the  substance  of  the  Bill.  But 
little  objection  was  made  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  existing  law  which  the  Bill 
contained,  nor  was  much  objection  made 
to  the  alterations  in  the  law  recom- 
mended by  the  Commissioners.  It  was 
thought,  however,  that  a  good  deal  of 
improvement  might  be  effected  in  the 
drafting  of  the  Bill.  It  was  said  that 
the  arrangement  of  the  clauses  mieht  be 
considerably  improved,  that  many  dauses 
might  be  very  much  condensed  and  sim- 
plified, and  that  some  of  the  definitions 
of  crimes  might  be  rendered  a  good  deal 
clearer.  These  suggestions  were  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Government  and 
considered  carefully,  and  the  Qovom- 
ment  came  to  the  resolution  that  while 
they  would  not  allow  any  alteration  in 
the  substance  of  the  Bill,  they  were  quite 
willing,  nay,  anxious,  to  avail  themselves 
of  all  the  suggestions  for  such  alterations 
in  the  form,  if  the  carrying  of  them  out 
would  really  improve  the  measure  in  that 
respect.  It  consequently  fell  to  his  lot 
to  consider  the  Code  as  it  issued  from  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners  more  care- 
fully, if  that  was  possible,  than  before, 
together  with  the  proposals  made  for  its 
alteration.  In  the  tsisk  which  thus  de- 
volved upon  him  he  had  the  assistance 
of  Gentlemen  upon  whose  judgment  he 
could  confidently  rely,  and  in  future  dis- 
cussions he  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  mentioning  the  names  of  some  of  those 
by  whom  he  had  been  assisted.  He 
might,  however,  mention  at  once  that  the 
acumen,  zeal,  and  patience  displayed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst),  who  was  one  of  those 
Gentlemen,  had  filled  him  with  admira- 
tion, and  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
he  begged  to  thank  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  for  his  services.    The  result 
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of  the  investigation  that  was  thus  made 
of  the  Bill,  and  of  the  Tarious  proposals 
for  its  amendment,  was  that  certain  al- 
terations in  the  drafting  wore  effected — 
alterations  in  form  and  not  in  substanco, 
resulting  in  the  Bill  being  presented  in 
a  somewhat  neater  garb  than  before. 
He  had  submitted  to  the  Commissioners 
from  time  to  time  the  drafts  which  were 
prepared,  and  he  had  obtained  from 
them  their  approval  of  tho  groat  bulk 
of  the  alterations  that  had  been  made. 
The  Crommissioners  authorized  him  to 
state  explicitly  that  the  Bill  was  still  in 
substance  their  measure,  and  that  they 
thought  that  it  might  be  introduced  into 
the  House  as  such.  There  were  certain 
matters  about  which  they  had  suggested 
alterations,  which  would  be  more  easily 
dealt  with  in  the  Select  Committee  to 
which  he  proposed  to  refer  it,  and  who 
would,  no  doubt,  adopt  them.  When 
hon.  Members  should  come  to  consider 
the  measure  they  would  find  that  the 
Schedule  of  enactments  to  be  repealed, 
which  formed  the  concluding  part  of  the 
Bill  of  1879,  had  been  excluded  from 
the  present  measure,  the  reason  being 
that  the  Qovemment  thought  it  would 
be  more  desirable  to  introduce  that 
Schedule  into  a  separate  Bill,  which 
would  be  brought  in  during  tho  present 
Session.  The  view  of  tho  Government 
was  that  in  this  way  more  time  could  bo 
given  to  the  preparation  of  this  Schedule, 
and  the  more  time  that  could  be  given 
to  it  the  better.  During  the  course  of 
evezy  discussion  upon  tho  Bill,  either  in 
Committee  or  before  the  House,  fresh 
enactments  which  might  be  repealed 
would  be  disclosed.  The  Government, 
therefore,  thought  it  would  be  better 
and  simpler  on  the  wholo  to  havo  tho 
repeal  enactments  in  a  separate  {Schedule. 
It  only  remained  to  add  that  if  tho  Bill 
were  read  a  second  time  he  proposed  to 
refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  upon 
which  he  should  place  tho  names  of  tho 
most  eminent  lawyers  in  tho  House,  and 
of  statesmen  of  great  eminence.  The 
object  of  the  Government  in  taking  this 
coarse  was  to  have  the  measure  sub- 
jected afresh  to  severe  criticism,  and 
thus  to  make  it,  if  possible,  a  perfect 
BilL  PerBonally,  he  was  exceedingly 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  puns  into 
law  during  this  Session  ;  but  he  was  not 
insensible  of  the  diificulties  which  must 
Attend  the  passing  of  so  largo  a  nieu- 
'^ftrtftin'^g   nearly  500    sections. 


Therefore,  if  it  was  admissible  for  him 
to  do  BO,  he  should  ask  that  the  Select 
Committee  which  ho  proposed  should  be 
appointed  should  be  armed  with  power 
to  divide  the  measure  into  a  number  of 
Bills,  if  they  should  think  proper  so  to 
divide  it.  He  trusted  that  by  adopting 
this  course,  if  by  mischance  he  snould 
not  bo  able  to  get  the  whole  Bill  passed 
this  Session,  a  substantial  portion  of 
the  measure  might  become  law.  He 
begged,  in  conclusion,  to  move  tho  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Attorney  General,) 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  thought  the 
Government  had  taken  every  possible 
step  they  could  take  to  bring  tho  mea- 
sure into  a  shape  that  would  commend 
it  to  tho  House;  and  the  course  now 
proposed  to  be  pursued  woidd  also,  in 
his  opinion,  be  approved  by  hon. 
Members.  It  would  not,  however, 
be  without  interest  to  look  at  its  his- 
tory, and  see  how  it  had  grown  to  its 
present  dimensions.  When  the  work  of 
Mr.  Justice  Stephen  was  brought  before 
tho  House  in  1878  he  believed  thoy  all 
felt  that  ho  was  entitled  not  only  to 
great  credit,  but  to  the  gratitude  of 
tho  House,  for  having  made  tho  attempt 
to  codify  the  Criminal  Law.  But  ap- 
peals were  made  to  hon.  Members  both 
in  and  out  of  the  House  to  accept  the 
measure  then  framed  as  it  stood,  and 
they  were  told  that  it  would  bo  regarded 
as  obstruction  if  the  measure  were  not 
accepted  in  its  entirety  as  then  drawn, 
if  it  were  not  accepted.  Ho  thought, 
however,  it  had  been  proved — and  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  probably 
agree  with  him — that  it  would  havo 
been  almost  a  calamity  if  tho  Bill  had 
been  accepted  in  tho  cmde  shape  in 
which  it  was  produced.  Again,  in 
1879,  notwithstanding  tho  labours  of 
the  Commissioners,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  tho  Attorney  General  found  it 
necosfary  not  to  proceed  with  hasto  in 
legislutiiig  on  tho  subject,  though  ho 
had  alni«>st  scolded  him  (Sir  Henry 
James)  for  hinting  at  such  a  possibility, 
liis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  ap- 
parently found  that  the  Common  Low 
of  Kngland  could  not  be  consolidated, 
certainly  not  codified,  without  great 
considi.'rution.  But  matters  had  since 
progressed.      As  soon  as  tho  Commis- 
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sioners  had  performed  their  duty,  un- 
doubtedlj  in  the  moBt  able  manner, 
the  Chief  Justice  of  England  brought 
his  great  acumen  and  knowledge  to 
bear  upon  the  subject,  and  pointed  out 
defects  which  ought  to  be  remedied. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  accepted  to  a  great  extent  those 
suggestions,  and  he  hoped  the  promise 
made  of  further  suggestions  would  be 
fulfilled  when  the  Bill  was  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee.  He  heard  one 
suggestion  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  with  great  satisfaction.  Last 
year  he  suggested  that  the  Bill  of  500 
clauses  should  be  divided  into  sections, 
and  that  they  should  be  content  to  pass 
them  piecemeal  one  Session  after  an- 
other. His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  think  that  it  would  not  be  more 
difficult  to  dispose  of  such  a  measure  than 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  of  1854.  It 
should,  however,  be  remembered  that 
that  Bill  dealt'  with  only  one  subject, 
while  this  Bill  dealt  with  many  of 
great  political  and  social  importance. 
But,  upon  reflection,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  he  was  happy  to  find,  now 
thought  it  was  safest  to  pursue  the 
course  he  had  suggested — that  the  Com- 
mittee should  have  power  to  divide  the 
measure  into  several  Bills  or  sections, 
and  that  the  House  should  pass  as  many 
as  they  could  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, with  the  view  of  consolidating 
them  when  all  had  passed.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  stated  that  he  had 
dealt  with  the  arrangement  of  the  Bill 
rather  than  the  substance  ;  but,  notwith- 
standing the  great  learning  of  those  who 
formed  the  Royal  Commission,  the 
House  would  find  it  necessary  to  revise 
some  portions  of  their  work.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  do  so,  and  its 
duty  alone.  When  they  came  to  con- 
sider the  definition  of  high  treason, 
what  was  sedition,  what  was  an  unlaw- 
ful assembly,  and  the  whole  question  of 
punishments,  they  would  have  to  con- 
sider whether  the  legislation  would  be 
beneficial  which  merely  peri>ctuated  that 
which  had  formerly  existed.  Another 
subject  was  open  to  discussion — whether 
there  should  be  class  juries.  lie  men- 
tioned these  topics  only  by  way  of  ex- 
ample, as  justifying  the  course  adopted 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  of  deal- 
ing with  the  Bill  in  different  sections. 
The  Commissioners  had  not  apparently 
felt  it  their  duty  to  exercise  their  f eel- 
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ings  of  humanity  or  judgment  as  politi- 
cians, but  had,  in  most  cases,  merely  con- 
solidated the  law  as  it  existed.  He  had 
only  one  practical  suggestion  to  make— 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  should 
inform  the  House  what  alterations  had 
been  made  in  the  law ;  what  was  new  in 
the  Bill,  and  what  was  old,  so  that  they 
might  bring  their  judgments  to  bear 
upon  the  expediency,  either  of  main- 
taining the  one,  or  giving  effect  to  the 
other.  Speaking  for  himself,  and  for 
many  of  nis  hon.  and  learned  Friends 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  he  desired  to 
say  that,  lookinc;  at  the  course  which 
the  Government  had  taken  in  order  to 
form  a  wise  measure  of  codification, 
they  would  be  ready  to  give  their  best 
assistance,  with  the  view  of  saving  as 
much  public  time  as  possible,  and  the 
hope  of  carrying  that  Session  a  Bill 
which  he  hoped  would  prove  beneficial 
to  the  public.  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  accept  their  aid,  they 
should  be  disposed  to  reduce  their  criti- 
cism, not  to  minute  matters,  but  to  what 
was  substantial. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  apprehended  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
was  placing  a  work  on  the  shoulders  of 
the  Select  Conmiittee  which  some  of 
them  were  not  prepared  to  undertake, 
because  they  had  not  sufficiently  studied 
the  matter.  It  would  be  necessary  to 
proceed  cautiously.  There  might  be 
some  difference  of  opinion  on  many  of 
the  points  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
^[ember  for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James)  ; 
but  they  were  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. For  instance,  with  regard  to  Un- 
lawful Assembly,  he  did  not  find  under 
the  old  precedents  any  such  punishable 
offence,  unless  there  were  riotous  pro- 
ceedings, and  then  punishment  might 
follow.  Under  this  BiD,  however,  a 
harmless  gathering — he  might  say,  a 
cricket  matcli — might,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, be  turned  into  an  unlawful 
assembly,  and  the  persons  attending  it 
be  punisliod.  There  must  be  much  do- 
bate  on  that  and  many  other  points — 
such,  for  instance,  as  their  old  friend 
Hogging,  to  which  a  considerable  iii- 
croase  was  given,  the  Law  of  libel,  and 
insanity,  in  murder  eases.  These  would 
require  the  very  closest  attention  from 
the  Select  Committee,  the  law  being 
in  some  instances  formulated  for  the 
first  time.  In  his  opinion,  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 


IStf 


Criminal 


[February  28,  1880} 


Code  Bin. 


1246 


ber  for  Taunton,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  taken  in  compartments  or  sections, 
was  a  wise  one.  The  Judges  who 
were  eng^ag^  on  the  work  had  arrived 
at  a  conclusion  which  would  be  a  sub- 
stantial stepping-stone  for  the  House  ; 
bnty  nevertheless,  the  revision  of  such 
a  work  would  occupy  a  considerable 
time.  He  hoped  ample  time  would  bo 
afforded  for  the  discussion  of  this  very 
great  and  valuable  measure. 

Mr.    PAGET     thought  the   subjec^t 
should  be  discussed  in  a  practical  spirit, 
and  not  from  the  point  of  view  taken  by 
those  who  desired  Utopian  perfection. 
If  all  the  questions  of  principle  involved 
in  the  re-enactment  of  the  law  relating 
to  high  treason,   unlawful   assemblies, 
the  composition  of  juries,  libel,  insanity, 
and  other  matters  which  had  been  men- 
tioned were  to  be  debated  in  the  Com- 
mittee and  again  when  the  Bill  came 
before  the  House,  they  might  discard  as 
impracticable  the  project  of  passing  a 
Criminal  Code.     A  great  point  would 
be  gained  if  the  Code  did  nothing  more 
than  declare  the  law  as  it  stood.    He  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  to 
put  aside  their  individual  bias  in  this 
matter,  and  by  that  means  they  would 
do  a  service  to  their  country,  though  it 
might  be  at  the  cost  of  some  violence  to 
their  own  feelings.      He  ventured  to 
think  that  no  Bill  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  in  recent  years  was  of 
•o  much  importance  as  this  one.     Ho  did 
not,  however,  see  how  it  was  possiblo  to 
deal  satisfactorily  in  one  measure  with 
•o  many  different  subjects,  if  the  views 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Members  who 
had  addressed  the  House  were  accepted, 
tad  the  whole  of  the  Criminal  Law  wore 
to  be  passed  in  review  and  made  the 
mbject  of  amendment.      Ho  advised  tho 
Ooremment  to  bo  content  for  the  present 
lith    a  declaratory  scheme,   including 
only  such  Amendments  as  would  be  likely 
to  meet  with  general  acceptance. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that, 
having  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
Criminal  Codes  in  another  part  of  tho 
vorld,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
vith  respect  to  one  view  of  tho  subject. 
He  was  not  very  dear  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  Bill.  They  all  knew  that  consoli- 
dating the  law  was  a  very  diiferent  thing 
from  framinff  a  Code.  A  Code  was  not 
a  mere  consolidation ;  but  the  formation 
of  a  bodv  of  law  drawing  its  materials, 
not  aoleiy  from  the  existing  law  in  this 


country,  but  from  the  law  of  other  parts 
of  the  world,  so  as  to  form  as  far  as  they 
could  a  perfect  Code  of  Law.     He  dif- 
fered very  much  from  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Paget).     He  held  that  it  should  be 
something  more  than  a  consolidation — 
that  it  should  be  a  real  Code.     It  was 
to  be  regretted  that  it  was  only  to  be 
a  Code  for  one  part  of   the  Kingdom 
only,  and  not  for  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom.     There  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage in  having thenew Code  extending 
to  tho  whole  Kingdom.     He  need  not 
remind  the  House  that  there  was  a  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  called  Scotland, 
whose  Criminal  Law  was  of  great  merit, 
and  possessed  some  considerable  advan- 
tages over  tho  law  of  England.    He  held 
that  there  would  be  p^eat  advantage  to 
England  if  in  this  codification  of  its  law 
several   principles  of  Scotch  law   were 
introduced.     He  felt  much  regret,  when 
a  great  work  of  this  kind  was  undertaken, 
that  we  were  not  going  to  have  what  the 
great  countries  of  Europe,  France  and 
Germany  had — a   Code  of  Law  which 
should  be  a  general  Code  for  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom.     He  ventured 
to  think  there  were  one  or  two  subjects 
in   resnect  of   which    great   advantage 
might  be  derived  from  the  law  of  Scot- 
land.    The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had  alluded  to  tlio  Amendment 
proposed  in  regard  to  juries  ;  but  he  did 
not  know  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman   proposed    any  radical    change, 
lie  did  not  understand  that  it  was  m- 
tondod  to  get  rid  of   tho  necessity  for 
unanimity  on  tho  part  of  juries  which 
the  English  law  required.     The  Scotch 
law  did  not  require  unanimity,  and  in 
that  respect  tho  Scotch  law  had  worked 
excecdinf^ly  well.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  alluded  either  to  tho 
exairiination  of  the  accused,  in  respect  to 
which  Scotland  had  also  an  advantago 
over  Englan<l.  AVlien  originally  brought 
in,  the  Bill  proposed  examination  of  tho 
accused.    If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gontle- 
nian  compared  the  law  of  Scotland  with 
that  of  England  in  this  respect,  he  would 
find  that  the  former  country  liad  a  great 
advantago  over  iho  latter,  lie  was  afraid 
it   could   hardly  be    accomplished    that 
Session ;  butln'  eouldnot  help  expressing, 
as   a   Scot  ell  Member,  regret  that   they 
were  not  to  have  a  Codo  whieh  should 
!>(»  a  Code  for  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 
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SiK  THOMAS  OHAMBEES  did  not 
think  it  possible  for  greater  pains  to  be 
taken  to  pass  a  Code  than  were  taken  in 
this  matter.  One  of  the  most  accom- 
plished lawyers  had  prepared  it,  and 
it  had  afterwards  been  referred  to 
three  most  learned  and  experienced 
Judges,  assisted  by  its  author.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Somerset  (Mr.  Paget)  was,  however, 
very  discouraging,  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  if  presented  as  a 
whole  it  would  be  quite  impossible  it 
should  be  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. But  a  mere  consolidation  would 
be  a  convenience  only  for  practitioners, 
and  they  did  not  require  it  much,  for 
they  had  got  the  law  at  their  fingers' 
ends,  or  knew  where  to  find  it.  A  mere 
consolidation,  therefore,  was  not  of  much 
moment.  But  if  new  provisions  and 
alterations  in  the  Criming  Law  were  in- 
troduced that  House  would  fail  in  its 
duty  if  it  allowed  such  changes  to  pass 
8uh  siUntio,  Any  measure,  therefore, 
going  beyond  that,  to  deal  with  such 
momentous  matters  as  were  involved  in 
the  present  Bill,  ought  to  be  put  forward 
only  under  circumstances  which  would 
admit  of  it  being  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed. He  never  could  bring  him- 
self to  believe  that  a  Criminal  Code 
could  be  of  much  use.  It  was  a  great 
mistake  to  suppose  that,  as  soon  as  you 
had  the  Code,  you  could  open  the  book 
and  ascertain  the  law  with  certainty. 
The  instant  it  was  passed  a  series  of 
points  would  be  remitted  to  the  Court 
for  Crown  Cases  Eeserved,  and  for  25 
years  we  should  have  as  many  volumes 
of  decisions.  At  least,  if  we  had  not, 
our  experience  would  be  contrary  to 
our  own  experience  and  to  that  of 
the  whole  world.  Speaking  broadly, 
our  condition  as  to  crime  was  not  un- 
satisfactory, considering  the  increase  of 
the  population.  Crimes  against  which 
the  efficiency  of  the  police  afforded  pro- 
tection were  diminishing  ;  and  the  in- 
crease was  in  frauds,  embezzlements, 
and  libels,  against  which  the  effieioncy 
of  the  police  did  not  afford  protection. 
If  it  was  desirable  to  introduce  bettor 
definitions  of  murder,  or  to  abolish  the 
distinction  between  felonies  and  mis- 
domuanours,  these  things  could  bo  done 
by  single  clauses;  but  he  was  very 
doubtful  whether,  in  passing  a  largror 
measure,  they  would  turn  out  a  very 
Mtisfactory  piece  of  work.    He  thought 


the  Code  might  be  divided  into  sections, 
and  considered  and  discofleed  in  that 
way.  He  would  assist  in  perfecting  the 
Bill  as  far  as  possible ;  but  he  was  not 
sanguine  as  to  any  very  g^reat  results 
being  obtained. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that  thronghont 
the  country  there  was  a  general  feeling 
that  a  Criminal  Code  was  urgently  re- 
quired, and  that  the  passing  of  such  a 
Bill  would  confer  a  great  boon  upon 
the  whole  of  the  commimity.  He  hoped 
that  there  would  be  a  good  representa- 
tion of  laymen  on  the  Committee.  What- 
ever was  done,  he  feared  it  would  be 
impossible  to  pass  a  complete  measure 
in  any  one  Session,  even  if  the  Com- 
mittee sat  di^  in  diem.  He  hoped,  at  any 
rate,  that  this  would  not  be  taken  up  as 
a  Party  question. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  the  said  Bill  be  referred  to  a. 
Select    Committee."  —  {Mr,    Attorney 
General,) 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  asked  whether 
it  was  to  be  a  large  or  a  small  Com- 
mittee? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Jomsf  Holkeb)  said,  it  must  necessarily 
be  a  large  one,  including  many  of  the 
most  eminent  lawyers  of  the  House. 
He  shoidd  be  quite  prepared  to  furnish 
the  Members  of  the  Committee — or  even 
of  the  House — with  a  statement  of  that 
which  was  new  in  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  SUPPLEMEN- 
TARY estimates,  1870-80. 

COMMITTEE. 

SurrLT — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Cl.\ss  I. — Public  Works  and  BuiLDnros. 

y;i.)  £2,924,  Royal  Palaces. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  that  he  did  not 
pro|K>so  to  take  any  exception  to  that 
particular  Vote,  or,  indeed,  to  criticize 
the  items  at  that  period  of  the  Committee ; 
but  he  thought  there  was  a  question 
which  it  had  been  customary  to  put,  either 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretaiy  to  the 
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ly  or  to  the  riffht  hon.  Gontleman 
uiorilorof  the  JQxchequer,  in  con- 
i  with  the  Committee,  and  which 
ideed,  sometimes  been  answered 
ihej  had  been  published.  The 
did  not  appear  in  an  j  part  of  the 
tea,  nor  haa  any  information  been 
on  the  subject.  Last  year  a  cer- 
lount  of  additional  Estimates  was 
and  the  addition  proposed  this 
Qounted  to  a  considerable  sum — 
',  £500,000.  Now,  the  question 
it  would  be  interesting  to  the 
to  have  some  information  upon 
iohhe  could  not  help  thinking  the 
azonet  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
Dght  to  explain  was  this — what 
le  estimated  saving  in  the  Civil 
\  expenditure  to  be  set  off  against 
rge  Vote?  He  remembered  last 
lat  the  amount  was  stated  dis- 
;  and  it  was  a  matter  of  consider- 
aportance  to  know,  as  the  right 
rentleman  had  already  admitted 
Bie  would  be  a  heavy  deficit,  how 
roold  be  added  to  the  expenditure 
ed  for  in  the  Budget  of  last  year. 
iformation  was  necessary,  in  order 
vj  might  know  what  the  general 
fthese  particular  Votes  would  be 
deficit. 

EEENEY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
liat  he  was  unable  to  give  the 
igures  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
loired ;  but  he  could  state  that  the 
would  amount  to  a  very  con- 
le  sum,  and  would  affect  mato- 
lie  ordinary  Supplementary  Esti- 
»f  the  year.  Ho  would  point  out 
/ommittee  that  the  Supplementary 
tM  of  this  year  were  excessive  in 
wo  items.  Amongst  others,  there 
item  for  relief  works  amounting 
at  £5,000.  Those  amounts  had 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  this 
ut  about  £209,000  had  been,  or 
pectad  to  be,  received  on  the  other 
the  account ;  and  thus,  although 
if  the  items  were  excessive,  the 
tmount,  as  compared  with  the 
;  of  extra  receipts,  was  reduced 
that  of  last  year. 

CBAL  Sib  OEOBGE  BALFOUE 
At  the  objection  he  entertained  to 
pplementarv  Estimates  was  that 
Bstrojed  all  comparison  between 
imAte  of  the  current  year  1879-80 
I  ram  expended  in  the  past  year 
,  §n  which  acoounta  had  been 
id.    He  had  gone  very  carefully 
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over  the  proposed  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates, and  he  must  say  that  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  money  now  required  was  for 
expenditure  which  could  have  been  fore- 
seen, and  ought  to  have  been  estimated  for 
in  the  original  Estimates.  He  would  put 
it  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  whether  it  was  right  to 
bring  forward  these  new  items  at  the 
end  of  the  year  ?  He  thought  the  House 
had  great  reason  to  complam  of  the  heads 
of  Departments  for  the  miscalculations 
they  made,  and  the  House  ought  to  re- 
fuse to  give  them  any  additional  sums 
beyond  those  estimated  for  at  the  begin- 
ning of  last  year.  Until  such  time  as 
the  new  Estimates  for  1880-1  were 
brought  in,  very  little  inconvenience 
would  result  from  refusing  these  supple- 
mental demands.  He  had  occasion  to 
complain  of  the  same  matter  last  year — 
in  fact,  he  had  complained  ever  since  he 
had  been  in  the  House;  and  he  had 
opposed,  not  only  the  Supplementary 
Estimates,  but  the  excessive  Estimates 
brought  forward  at  the  end  of  the  year 
long  after  the  year  had  closed.  In  his 
opinion,  the  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  con- 
trol Departments,  and  prevent  them 
making  new  demands  arising  from  de- 
fective calculations. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £300,  Marlborough  House. 

Gexeral  Sik  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
remarked,  that  the  truth  of  what  he  had 
previously  said  was  more  especially  illus- 
trated by  this  Vote.  No  doubt,  it  was  a 
small  sum,  and  he,  for  one,  was  anxious 
to  do  everything  for  the  convenience  of 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales; 
but  surely  this  amount  might  have  been 
included  in  the  original  Estimates,  as 
it  was  a  sum  which  was  obviously 
necessary  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Prince. 

Mk.  GERARD  NOEL  said,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  foresee  this  expendi- 
ture. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £5,500,  Royal  Parks  and  Plea- 
sure Gardens. 

(4.)  £6,700,  Public  Buildings. 

(5.)  £1,400,  Furniture  of  Public 
Offices. 

(6.)  £150,  Metropolitan  Police  Court 
Buildings. 
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(7.)  £36,404,  New  Courts  of  Justice 
and  Offices. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  said,  that  under 
the  letter  ^'  D  "  they  found  it  stated  that 
the  additional  sum  of  £20,000  was  re- 
quired for  furniture  of  the  New  Courts 
of  Justice.  Ho  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  Committee  was  to  under- 
stand that  the  whole  expense  of  the  fur- 
niture and  fittings  for  the  New  Courts  of 
Justice  was  still  to  be  estimated  for — by 
how  much  it  had  exceeded  the  cost  origi- 
nally provided  for  ? 

Mb.  GEEAUD  NOEL  said,  that  the 
old  furniture  had  been  used  to  as  large 
an  extent  as  was  possible ;  but  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  incur  a  large 
amount  of  additional  expense  for  new 
furniture. 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  thought  it  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Committee  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  some  information 
as  to  the  present  state  of  completion  of 
the  new  buildings.    A  considerable  por- 
tion was  fitted  up  and  inhabited,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  the  ouildings,  so  far  as  they 
went,  were  well  adapted  to  the  purposes 
for    which   they    were    intended,    and 
afforded  great  facilities  for  the  transac- 
tion of  business ;  but  he  should  like  to 
see  them  made  of  still  greater  use  than 
they    were.      A  separation   had  taken 
place,  for  instance,  between  the  offices 
of  the  two    Departments  of  the  Pay- 
master General  and  the  Eegistrar  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery.     At  present,*  a  suitor 
was  obliged  to  run  from  one  office   to 
another ;  when  he  had  a  cheque  paid  to 
him  in  Chancery  Lane  he  probably  had 
to  go  down  to  Carey  Street  or  Lincoln's 
Inn  Fields  to  obtain  payment  for  it,  or 
in  case  any  alteration  was  required  of 
the  order  under  which  he  received  it.  It 
would  be  desirable  for  the  convenience 
of  the  public  that  those  offices  should  be 
immediately    brought    together.      The 
Paymaster  General  at  present  occupied 
premises  in  Stone  Buildings ;  so  soon  as 
those  offices  could  bo  brought  together 
the  purchase  money  would  be  recouped 
the  country  from  Lincoln's  Inn.     It  was 
very  desirable  that  that  event  should  take 
place  as  soon  as  soon  as  possible.     He 
believed  that  the  offices  for  the  Pay- 
master General  were  now  ready  for  oc- 
cupation.    He  thought  it  would  be  very 
desirable  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  Committee  some  infor- 
mation as  to  when  the  Courts  would  be 
completed  and  could  be  occupied.    At 


present,  a  great  inoonyenienoe  was  sus- 
tained, and  BoHoitors  were  at  a  loss  to 
know  where  to  find  the  yariotiB  offices. 
When  the  whole  of  the  Courts  and  offices 
could  be  brought  together  it  would  be 
a  great  convenience  to  the  public. 

Mr.  GEEAED  NOEL  said,  that  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  building  was  al- 
ready in  the  possession  of  various  De- 
partments. Eapid  progress  was  being 
made  with  the  remainder  of  the  works, 
and  at  the  end  of  1881  he  trusted  the 
whole  buildine  would  be  readj  for  the 
occupation  of  me  different  Courts.  With 
regard  to  the  separation  of  the  different 
Departments,  he  might  inform  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory) 
that  the  question  of  bringing  the  offices 
together  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  observed,  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Sussex  was  a  very  important  one. 
It  was  very  essential  that  t£e  buildings 
should  be  made  ready  for  occupation  as 
soon  as  possible.  He  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  askine  a  question  with  regani  to 
the  cost  of  the  buildings.  In  1865-6  a 
very  careful  Estimate  was  made  for  the 
building  of  the  New  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  it  was  arranged  that  they  should 
be  erected  partly  from  money  derived 
from  the  capit^zed  value  of  certain 
funds  applicable  for  the  purpose,  and 
partly  from  other  sources.  He  did  not 
think  that  from  1865-80  anyone  had 
asked  how  far  that  Estimate  would  be 
verified,  or  whether  the  very  large  sum 
which  had  to  be  expended  in  concen- 
trating the  Courts  of  Justice  had  been 
recouped  out  of  the  sum  mentioned  in 
the  Estimate  of  1 866?  The  question  was 
really  very  important,  for  it  involved- 
millions;  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
more  satisfactory  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
look  into  the  matter,  and  would  lay  a 
Paper  on  the  subject  before  the  House. 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Pontofract  (Mr.  Childers^  that  the 
information  to  which  he  haa  referred 
would  be  of  great  interest  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that  he  would  endeavour  to 
supply  it  on  Eeport,  or  at  some  subse- 
quent stage  of  the  Estimates.  He  did 
not  like  to  pledge  himself  upon  the  point 
raised,  and  would  rather  reserve  his 
reply  until  it  could  be  ^ven  more  cor- 
rectly.   The  subject  haa  been  brought 
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bafixre  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
ftnt  time  during  the  last  Session,  when 
he  remembered  that  the  Supplementary 
EetimateB  were  not  sufficiently  accurate 
to  aflbrd  the  required  information. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  that  the  origi- 
lud  Estimate  under  this  Yote  amounted 
to  £120,000.  And  now  an  additional 
sum  was  required  amounting  to  £36,404, 
■a  inorease  of  considerably  more  than 
35  per  cent  upon  the  amount  originally 
estimated  for.  He  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  to  the  fact 
that  hon.  Members  expected  that,  when 
the  Giyil  Service  Estimates  were  taken, 
due  care  should  be  exercised  that  the 
items  were  of  such  a  character  as  might 
be  relied  upon,  and  that  whenever  there 
was  a  large  increase  hon.  Members  wore 
entitled  to  be  satisfied  that  such  increase 
in  the  expenditure  had  been  of  such  an 
unexpected  character  as  to  justify  the 
Department  in  not  including  them  in 
the  original  Estimates.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gerard  Noel)  would 
•ay  whether  the  progress  of  the  work 
under  sub-head  B  had  been  considerably 
in  excess  of  the  reasonable  expectations 
of  the  Department,  and  how  it  was  that 
when  the  original  Estimate  was  made 
no  amount  was  put  down  for  fittings  or 
foznitare  ?  Was  it  a  fact  that  a  part  of 
the  building  had  been  completed  earlier 
than  had  been  expected,  and  that  fumi- 
tore  had  been  required  in  consequence 
which  was  not  originally  estimated  for  ? 

Mb.  OEBABD  NOEL  said,  that  there 
had  been  a  long  frost,  accompanied  by 
strikes,  in  the  year  1878,  which  latter, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  were  concluded ; 
and  the  works  had,  therefore,  proceeded 
much  more  rapidly  during  tlio  present 
Tear  than  they  had  during  the  last. 
Thsj  had  used  cdl  the  old  furniture  which 
tfaej  possibly  could;  but  it  was  found 
that  some  fresh  furniture  should  be 
■applied. 

OnraRAL  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUE, 
with  regard  to  the  item  of  £12,000  for 
new  furniture,  pointed  out  that  it  was  en- 
tifelj  a  new  one,  and  had  made  its  ap- 
for  the  first  time  in  the  Ksti- 
for  this  building;  but,  as  it  had 
existed  before,  the  Committee 
would  perceive  that  it  could  not  be  in 
the  nature  of  a  Supplementary  Estimate. 
Sapplementary  Estimates  of  this  nature 
npued  ratiierto  money  demanded  for 
Am  pnipoee  of  extending  or  continuing 
vons  onginally  estimated  for.    How- 


ever, considering  that  sub-head  B  in  the 
present  Estimates  did  include  this  charge 
for  new  furniture,  he  regretted  that 
more  foresight  had  not  been  exercised 
by  including  the  item  in  the  original 
IJstimates.  He  begged  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Cmef  Commissioner  of 
Works  at  what  date  he  discovered 
that  the  building  would  be  occupied 
in  the  course  of  the  year,  and  when 
it  was  that  the  present  Estimate  was 
admitted  for  the  purpose  of  supply- 
ing additional  furniture?  The  point 
which  was  raised  by  the  appearance  for 
the  first  time  of  this  item  in  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  was  one  that  he  had 
repeatedly  complained  of,  and  it  was  a 
fact  that  the  Fiiblic  Accounts  Committee 
passed  these  Supplementary  Estimates 
from  year  to  year,  and  never  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  objection- 
able practice  of  including  items  in 
additional  Estimates  after  the  House 
had  long  passed  the  original  Estimates. 
Objection  was  made  last  year  by  several 
hon.  Members  to  the  practice  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  coming  down  to  the  House 
with  two  or  three  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates. This  practice  was  cdways  objec- 
tionable, and  for  several  years  he  had 
pointed  out  the  necessity  of  controlling 
Dopai*tmonts,  and  that  no  Department 
should  get  one  farthing  more  than  was 
absolutely  required.  He  knew  by  his 
own  experience  that  if  a  controlling 
power  were  exercified  over  Departments, 
they  could  easily  regulate  the  amounts  of 
money  demanded  in  the  original  Esti- 
mat^js.  He,  therefore,  repeated  his  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  to 
when  he  discovered  it  was  necessary  to 
supply  the  additional  furniture? 

Mk.  GERARD  NOEL  said,  that  the 
Estimates  were  prepared  in  January 
lust  year  ;  but  it  was  not  until  June  that 
the  Department  became  aware  that  the 
furniture  would  be  required. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  pointed  out  that 
they  had  received  no  suffioient  Estimate 
of  the  cost  of  the  new  furniture ;  he 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  complain  of 
this  omission,  nndto  insist  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  always  receive  a  full  state- 
ment of  expenditure.  Hon.  Members 
found  themselves,  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, committed  to  an  expenditure  by 
small  Votes  being  taken,  and  they  after- 
wards learned  that  these  formed  only  a 
portion  of  the  whole  Expenditure.  The 
Committee  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  con- 

2  6  2 


1255 


Supply — Civil 


(COMMONS)        8erv%e0,  ^e. 


1256 


sider  this  subject  well,  and  to  ascertain 
whether  Votes  taken  were  for  a  part  or 
the  whole  of  any  particular  scheme.  To 
him  it  appeared  very  like  part  of  a  system ; 
and,  with  regard  to  this  particular  item, 
the  House  would  hereafter  be  called  upon 
to  pay  a  very  large  sum  for  extra  furni- 
ture. At  that  time,  if  any  hon.  Member 
asked  what  it  was  for,  he  would  probably 
receive  as  a  reply — "  Oh,  you  voted  that 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  of  last 
year."  He  considered  that  no  new  ex- 
pense should  be  allowed  to  be  included 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimates.  The 
case  before  the  Committee  was  a  very 
strong  one  as  bearing  upon  this  point, 
and  the  amount  asked  for  appeared  to 
him  to  be  but  the  first  item  of  a  very 
large  expenditure. 

Mr.  GEEARD  NOEL  replied  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
that  it  was  believed  the  building  would 
not  have  been  finished  until  several 
months  after  it  was  completed ;  there 
was,  therefore,  no  reason  at  the  time 
of  preparing  the  last  Estimates  to  sup- 
pose that  the  furniture  would  be  required. 
He  reminded  the  Committee  that  the 
building  was  of  an  enormous  size,  con- 
taining as  it  did  250  rooms,  besides  gal- 
leries and  corridors.  It  was,  therefore, 
impossible  to  estimate  what  would  be 
required  until  the  building  was  com- 
pleted. He  had  not  the  least  idea  at 
that  moment  what  would  be  the  total 
expense  in  respect  of  furniture. 

Mr.  GREGOEY  said,  that  all  the  old 
furniture  available  had  been  made  use 
of.  The  building  was,  no  doubt,  a  very 
large  one,  and  contained  a  great  num- 
ber of  offices,  as  well  as  rooms,  very  well 
adapted  to  their  respective  purposes. 
The  offices  had  been  occupied  as  rapidly 
as  they  could  be,  and,  no  doubt,  the  Go- 
vernment had  found  in  the  case  of  a 
building  taken  possession  of  in  that  way, 
it  was  extremely  difficult  to  ascertain 
what  would  be  required  in  the  various 
offices.  No  doubt  there  would  be  a  fur- 
ther outlay  in  respect  of  the  furniture 
which  it  would  be  found  necessary  to 
supply.  A  great  number  of  offices  had 
already  been  occupied. 

Mr.  dillwyn  did  not  for  one  mo- 
ment complain  of  the  expense,  being,  of 
course,  agreed  that  the  nimiture  ought 
to  be  supplied,  and  in  a  proper  manner; 
all  ho  complained  of  was  that  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  expenditure  which  waa 
being  incurred  baa  not  been  ladd  upon 
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the  Table  of  the  House,  for  he  thought 
that  the  Committee  ought  to  have  some 
idea  of  the  amount  that  would  be  re- 
quired before  they  were  called  upon  to 
vote. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  could  not 
see  the  impossibility  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  head  of  the  Department  had 
said  existed,  of  forming  an  idea  of  the 
total  expenditure  under  this  head.  He 
thought  that  when  the  Estimates  were 
reached  they  should  have  a  statement  of 
the  expenditure  already  incurred,  and 
that  which  was  about  to  be  incurred. 

Vote  agreed  io. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  Supplementary  Bum,  not  exceeding 
£11,111,  bo  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de£ray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coune  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Erection,  Repairs,  and 
Maintenance  of  the  several  Public  Buildings 
under  the  Department  of  the  Conunisaioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland." 

Mb.  0'8HAUGHNE88Y  asked  for  an 
explanation  of  the  item  of  £1,500  under 
letter  B  ? 

SiK  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  amount  represented  the 
excess  which  had  been  carried  out  in 
connection  with  the  National  Education 
Question  for  school  purposes. 

Mr.     O^SHAUGHNESSY    said,    he 
would  have  to   move  the   reduction  of 
this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £2,040,  said  to 
have  been  incurred  in  providing  tem- 
porary barracks  in  certain  parts  of  Ire- 
land for  the  Constabtdary  during  the  late 
operations    in  the  North    of   Ireland. 
The   duty  of  the  Constabulary,   it  ap- 
peared, had  consisted,  for  the  most  part, 
in  assisting  the  bailiffs  in  the  service  of 
ejectments  and  various  processes  of  law. 
These  duties  had  certainly  never  been 
contemplated  at  the  first  formation  of 
this  force,  and  he  thought  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  a  right  to  object  to  their  em- 
ployment in  these  capacities.     It  would 
be  useless  for  him,  and  he  did  not  intend 
to  go  into  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
amount  was  correct ;  but  he  pointed  out 
to  the  Committee  that  the  necessity  for 
the  employment  of  the  Constabulary  in 
those  districts  of  Ireland  where  the  tem- 
porary barracks  had  been  provided  had 
arisen  from  want  of  attention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  from  the 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law.    He, 
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therefore,  begged  leave  to  move  the  re- 
duotioii  of  Uus  Vote  bv  the  sum  of 
£2,040 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  cxcoeding 
£9,071.  bo  granted  to  Her  ^lajesty,  to  defray 
the  Ghar^  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
msiit  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
ICaroh  1880,  for  the  Erection,  Ilepairs,  and 
lUintenance  of  the  several  Public  Buildings 
under  the  Department  of  the  Commissioners  of 
PabHc  "V^orks  in  Ireland."— (Jfr.    O'Shaugh- 


8iB  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
ooald  not  consent  to  the  striking  out  of 
the  amount  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessj). 
It  had  been  found  absolutely  necessary 
to  supplement  the  original  Estimate  for 
polioe  in  Ireland  by  tliis  amount,  for 
proriding  barracks  in  places  where  no 
•ooommodation  existed.  He  would  not 
go  into  the  large  question  raised  by  the 
Eon.  Member  as  to  the  original  cause  of 
this  neoeeai^;  but  that  necessity  had 
Ariaeny  and  tne  barracks  had  boon  pro- 
vided in  the  districts  to  which  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  move  the  force. 
The  Goremment,  in  consequence,  were 
obliged  to  come  to  the  House  to  sanction 
an  amount  for  the  cost  of  these  bar- 
ncka. 

Mn.  SHA.W  said,  the  explanation  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasory  was  not  satisfactory'.  It  had 
not  been  sufficiently  understood  or  ex- 
plained  that  a  portion  of  the  Constabu- 
Wrj  had  been  employed  for  the  pro- 
tietion  of  private  parties  in  some  parts  of 
tho  ooontiy,  whose  owners  imagined 
themaelTes  not  to  be  free  from  danger, 
and,  in  consequence,  applied  for  the 
police.  Under  these  circumstances,  ho 
thooght  it  would  be  well  to  make  the 
gantfemen  who  had  applied  for  the  as- 
aiatnnoe  of  the  police  pay  for  the  police 
•ooommodation  which  had  in  consequonco 
to  be  provided.  It  was  doubtful,  in  his 
oninion,  whether  it  was  wise  to  movo 
the  Oonstabulaiy  about  from  one  part 
of  the  country  to  another  for  the  pur- 
poMO  of  serving  ejectments  and  notices 
to  qnit ;  at  all  events,  the  landlords  who 
Mqnirod  their  services  ought  to  pay  fur 
thom.  The  hon.  and  learned  Momber 
te  limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  was 
Mito  right  in  calling^  the  attention  of 
&a  House  to  this  sabject ;  but  he  hoped 
tikttt  the  Motion  woiud  not  bo  pressed 
laadifinon. 


Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  accept  the  advice  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw),  not  to  press  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
referred  to  the  item  of  £870  for  poplin 
on  account  of  the  State  apartments.  On 
looking  at  tho  previous  Estimate,  he  could 
not  find  that  any  such  item  had  appeared 
before.  This  was  another  instance  where 
a  new  demand  had  arisen,  and  had  been 

?ut  into  tho  Supplementary  Estimates, 
'he  course  pursued  with  respect  to  the 
two  items  which  had  been  treated  in  this 
manner  was  one  which,  in  his  opinion, 
ought  never  to  be  resorted  to  so  far  as 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  were  con- 
cerned, and  the  amount  ought  to  have 
been  kept  back  until  tho  next  Estimates 
were  prepared.  Tie  desired  to  know 
from  tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  how 
it  was  that  this  new  demand  had  been 
made? 

Sir  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
regretted  that  he  had  been  mainly  re- 
sponsible for  the  introduction  of  this 
charge.  On  more  than  one  occasion, 
tho  absolute  necessity  of  re- furnishing 
the  particular  State  apartments  referred 
to  had  presented  itself ;  and  it  had  been 
suggested  that,  in  order  to  g^vo  employ- 
ment to  a  certain  class  of  workmen,  they 
might  avail  themselves  of  tho  necessity 
which  had  really  arisen  in  order  to  afford 
some  assistance  to  a  particular  trade 
which  had  been  in  a  state  of  considerable 
depression  and  distress.  lie  had  there- 
fore sanctioned,  after  tho  Estimates  of 
last  year  had  been  passed,  an  amount  to 
be  included  in  tho  present  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  for  the  purpose  of  fur- 
nishing the  apartments  with  a  particular 
material,  which  it  was  said  would  givo 
a  stimulus  to  tlie  trade.  The  Estimates 
for  this  particular  work  had  always  been 
very  much  in  excess  of  the  amount  which 
the  Government  had  8ancti<med  in  tho 
present  instance,  and  ho  was  happy  to 
say  that  the  result  of  tho  expenditure 
had  been  considered  in  Ireland  to  bo 
quite  satisfactory. 

Mr.  WIHTWELL  inquired  what  it 
was  that  tho  Government  had  purchased 
under  letter  A  ?  As  far  as  ho  could 
make  out,  it  seemed  that  they  had  pur- 
chased an  interest  in  a  house.     Ihat| 
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again,  was  not  a  supplementary  item ; 
it  was  a  new  demand  altogether.  He 
thought  it  would  be  important  to  the 
Committee  to  know,  with  regard  to  this, 
whether  it  was  but  the  commencement 
of  a  series  of  further  expenditure  ?  They 
had,  it  appeared,  only  bought  an  in- 
terest in  the  house,  and  were  only  part- 
owners,  for  the  Estimate  did  not  say 
that  the  purchase  had  been  made.  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  would  inform  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  what  had  been  actually  pur- 
chased. There  was  another  question — 
namely,  the  charge  for  keeping  up  and 
maintaining  buildings,  under  which  head 
there  appeared  to  be  a  deficiency  of 
£2,000.  His  hon.  Friends  near  him 
were  quite  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  the 
demand  for  inspection  officers,  and  per- 
haps the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  inform  the  Committee  upon  this 
point. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  the  interest  in  the  house  alluded 
to  had  been  bought  with  a  view  to  its 
being  used  in  connection  with  the  Science 
and  Art  CoUoction.  There  were  certain 
buildings  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
acquire,  as  the  leases  fell  in,  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  Science  and 
Art  Museum.  With  regard  to  the  esti- 
mated deficiency  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kendad  (Mr.  Whitwell)  had 
called  his  attention,  the  charge  was  en- 
tirely distinct  from  the  special  services 
which  had  appeared  in  former  Esti- 
mates, and  was  distinctly  for  general 
services  rendered. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  pointed  out  the  ori- 
ginal Estimate  was  for  the  sum  of  £32. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  that  owing  to  the  increase  in  the 
Expenditure  over  the  sum  in  the  original 
Estimates  they  had  a  new  charge  of 
£1,400  for  this  one  building.  He  quite 
admitted  all  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  said  with  regard  to  the  neces- 
sity of  buying  in  buildings  which  might 
become  available;  but  this  system  of 
making  up  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
with  Supplemental  Charges  was  one 
which  the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts 
had  always  neglected  to  inquire  into,  and 
they  never  reported  the  defective  manner 
in  which  those  Estimates  were  prepared. 
He  thought  there  would  be  an  advan- 
tage in  placing  some  military  men  at 
the  Treasury  to  check  the  Civil  chargres 
in  the  manner  followed  of  cheeking  ue 
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military  charges  at  the  Treasury  by 
means  of  civilians.  Another  reform  was 
that  of  putting  new  blood  upon  the  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Accounts,  who  would, 
no  doubt,  point  out  some  system  which 
would  be  better  than  that  at  present 
existing  for  controlling  expenditure. 
When  hon.  Members  came  to  compare 
the  Estimates  of  1880-1  with  those  of 
1879-80  they  found  the  figures  to  be 
entirely  different ;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  the  comparison  which  ought 
easily  to  be  made  between  one  Estimate 
and  another  was  rendered  impossible. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  remarked,  that  under 
sub-head  C  was  an  altogether  unprece- 
dented item.  It  seemed  dear  to  him, 
£rom  the  particidars  given,  that  the  esti- 
mated deficiency  was  for  purposes  not 
stated  in  the  sub-head.  Me  thought  it 
was  a  very  rough-and-ready  kind  of 
way  to  put  down  a  few  hundreds  or 
thousands  for  general  deficiency.  He 
should  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  inform 
the  Committee  of  what  the  deficiency 
consisted,  and  what  the  amount  put 
down  *'  portal  inspection  "  was  for. 

Sir  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  ported  inspection  offices 
were  those  created  under  the  Sanitary 
Act  for  the  purpose  of  examining  the 
cattle  in  Ireland.  With  regard  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  eal- 
lant  Gentleman  as  to  the  sum  required 
for  the  purpose  of  the  house  at  3,  Shel- 
bume  Place,  he  might  observe  that  the 
Gt)vemment  had  purchased  merely  an 
interest  in  that  particular  property,  and 
that  it  could  not  justly  be  put  down  as  a 
purchase  of  the  property  altog^her. 
There  were,  he  imagined,  divers  in- 
terests in  that  particular  house,  and  it 
had  become  necessary  to  purchase  a  par- 
ticular interest  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country.  Moreover,  the  smallness  of 
the  sum  paid  would  indicate  that  it 
clearly  did  not  represent  the  purchase  of 
the  house  itself.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  was  anxious  to  have  further 
information  on  the  subject  he  would 
promise  to  give  it  him  upon  Report. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
remarked,  that  no  doubt  it  was  quite 
right  to  purchase  an  interest  in  the 
house  at  Sh^lbume  Place ;  but  they 
were  asked  to  grant  a  Vote  on  account 
of  it  without  knowing  anything  of  the 

Particulars.     They  did  not  know  the 
uration  of  the  interest,  or  whether  it 
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would  involve  an  expenditure  of  sevoral 
more  thousands. 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
thought  that  the  most  satisfactory  way 
would  be  that  he  should  add  to  the  Es- 
timates of  the  present  year  a  full  state- 
ment of  the  facts  with  regard  to  that 
particular  house.  He  was  unable  to 
state  more  than  he  had  done  at  the  pre- 
sent time;  but  full  information  should 
be  given. 

^  Hr.  EYLANDS  said,  that  he  would 
like  some  further  information  as  to  the 
way  in  which  a  deficiency  had  arisen, 
and  how  much  had  been  spent  on  the 
portal  inspection  offices  ? 

8iB  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
observed,  that  the  deficiency  was  due  to 
a  larger  amount  having  been  spent  on 
general  service  and  maintenance  than 
was  expected.  The  deficit  was  not 
owing  to  anything  having  been  expended 
in  new  works. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £5,000,  Shannon  Navigation. 

OKNXRiLL  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
remarked,  that  the  sum  of  £8,000  was 
taken  for  these  works  in  the  Civil  Sor- 
^oe  Estimates  for  1880  and  1881,  and 
the  sum  of  £5,000  was  now  asked  for  to 
supplement  the  demands  in  the  original 
Ertimates  of  1879-8U.  He  believed  that 
this  was  the  third  occasion  on  which 
the  House  had  been  askod  to  Vote  addi- 
tional sums  for  these  works.  During 
the  last  40  years  £200,000  had  probably 
been  spent  on  the  Shannon  Navigation, 
and  to  no  purpose,  for,  so  far  from 
doing  good,  positive  harm  had  resulted. 
Last  year  an  hon.  Member  mentioned, 
as  a  result  of  the  Expenditure  on  these 
works,  that  the  g^ass  land  in  the  neigli- 
bourhood  of  the  river  had  become  dried 
up,  owing  to  the  water  having  been 
drawn  on:  He  wished  to  ask  the  lion. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what  actual  good  had  been  dune,  and 
how  much  further  expend  it  uro  would  be 
required  for  this  costly  river  ?  It  was 
▼ery  difficult  to  compare  one  year's  ex- 
penditure with  another,  when  sums  were 
asked  for  by  Supplementary  Estimates. 

Sin  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  reason  why  sums  were 
asked  for  by  Supplementary  Estimates 
was  in  one  respect  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  Secretaxy  to  the  Treasury  was  re- 
quired lo  produce  the  Estimates  at  an 


early  day  in  the  Session.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  himself  was  particu- 
larly anxious  that  the  Estimates  should 
be  laid  before  the  House  at  the  earliest 
possible  period  of  the  Session,  and  if 
that  were  done  it  would  always  be 
necessary  to  prepare  Supplementary 
Estimates.  He  might  state,  with  regard 
to  this  particular  Vote,  that  the  sum  of 
£5,000  had  been  authorized  to  be  ex- 
pended on  this  navigation,  because  it 
would  form  one  of  the  relief  works  in 
Ireland,  and  would  afford  employment 
to  people  in  a  part  of  the  country  where 
great  distress  existed. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
remarked,  that  ho  could  boar  testimony 
to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
brought  forward  the  Estimates  at  an 
early  day,  and  he  did  not  think  there 
was  any  difference  of  opinion  on  that 
point. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £8,386,  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Buildings. 

Mr.  monk  asked  whether  the  Em- 
bassy House  at  St.  Petersburgh  belonged 
to  the  British  Government  or  was  held 
on  a  lease  for  years?  Last  year  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  it 
had  become  necessary  to  renew  the  lease. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  present  was  a 
very  large  sum  to  ask  in  addition  to  the 
£14,000  taken  last  year. 

Mr.  GERARD  NOEL  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  might  recollect  that  when 
Lord  Augustus  Loftus  took  possession  of 
the  Embassy  House  at  St.  Petersburgh 
considerable  changes  were  necessary.  A 
part  of  the  present  sum  was  for  furni- 
ture, and  the  remainder  for  other  matters. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Class   II. — Sal-\ries  akd  Expenses  of 

PUDLH;    DErARTMENTS. 

(11.)  £1,250,  Treasury. 

Mr.  RYLAND8  said,  that  on  several 
occasions  he  had  drawn  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Treasury  had  always  re- 
quired an  additi<mal  Estimate  on  account 
of  extra  legal  assistance.  It  would  bo 
found,  on  reference  to  the  original  Esti- 
mates, that  £1,700  was  voted  for  e.xlra 
counsel  to  tho  Treasury.  It  did  appear 
that  a  considerable  amount  of  money 
was  spent  by  the  Treasury  in  giving  em- 
ployment to  legal  gentlemen  beyond  the 
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amount  authorized  by  Parliament.  He 
thought  that  they  had  a  reason  to  com- 
plain that  the  hon.  Baronet  invariably 
under-estimated  this  particular  Depart- 
ment. Knowing  the  great  anxiety  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  keep  down  this  par- 
tisular  expenditure  when  he  made  up 
his  Estimates,  still  he  thought  that  the 
amount  of  professional  assistance  which 
would  be  required  should  be  originally 
estimated  for. 

Mb.  monk  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  was  perfectly  right  in 
objecting  to  this  Vote.  He  had  com- 
plained, year  after  year,  that  the  Trea- 
sury had  come  for  additional  Votes  for 
extra  legal  assistance.  He  believed  that 
the  fees  paid  by  the  Treasury  for  pre- 
paring Bills  were  extravagant.  A  large 
salary  was  paid  to  an  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whose  duty  it  was  to  prepare 
these  Bills.  No  doubt,  at  times  there 
was  an  extreme  pressure  on  the  Parlia- 
mentary counsel,  and  some  extra  assist- 
ance might  be  required.  But  it  must  be 
known  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
when  preparing  the  Bills  they  proposed 
to  bring  forward,  what  amount  of  as- 
sistance would  be  required  by  the  Par- 
liamentary counsel.  He  thought  thafc 
£1,700  voted  last  year,  in  addition  to  the 
salary  paid,  was  a  very  large  sum  for 
preparing  the  Bills  brought  in  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  But  now  they 
were  asked  for  an  additional  sum,  and 
he  felt  inclined  to  move  for  a  Ketum  of 
the  sums  granted  in  respect  of  particular 
Bills  prepared  by  counsel,  the  total 
amount  of  which  was  put  down  at  £900. 
He  thought  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Committee  that  they  should  know 
the  reasons — which  were,  no  doubt,  good 
ones — why  the  hon.  Baronet  did  not  ask 
for  this  particular  Vote  in  the  Estimates 
lasfc  year. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  he  was  quite  aware  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  very  natu- 
rally blamed  for  under- estimating  this 
particular  Vote  year  after  year.  The 
reason  that  influenced  the  Treasury  in 
80  doing  was  a  wish  to  keep  down  as  far 
as  possible  the  expenses.  But  when  an 
Office  brought  in  a  particular  measure 
it  found  it  necessary  to  employ  some 
draftsman  possessing  a  special  know- 
ledge of  the  matter  in  question.  That 
occurred  more  particularly  with  respect 
to  legal  measures ;  and  he  would  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
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Criminal  Code  Bill,  which  required  very 
special  preparation  at  the  hands  of  the 
learned  counsel  since  elevated  to  the 
Bench.  The  Bankruptcy  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill  was  also  intrusted  to  persons 
skilled  in  that  particular  Department. 
There  were  other  subjects  on  which  they 
had  also  required  special  assistance — 
namely,  Municipal  Corporations  and 
Bivers  and  the  Railway  Commission 
Bills.  Those  and  other  measures  had 
rendered  it  necessary  to  pay  in  fees  to 
counsel  £900  in  addition  to  the  £1,700 
estimated  for  last  year.  Moreover,  at  a 
certain  period  of  the  year,  the  Parlia- 
mentary counsel  was  very  much  over- 
worked, and  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  obtain  outside  assistance. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  thought  the  explana- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  extremely 
imsatisfactory.  The  Criminal  Code  Bill, 
to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  referred, 
was  a  measure  which  had  been  before 
them  in  the  previous  year,  and  certainly 
did  not  cause  this  expenditure. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
was  aware  that  the  Criminal  Code  Bill 
had  now  been  prepared  for  some  time ; 
but  he  only  alluded  to  it  as  an  instance 
of  a  measure  necessarily  taken  out  of 
the  Department. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  remembered  that  the 
statements  made  last  year  represented 
that  an  enormous  amount  of  professional 
labour  had  been  expended  on  the  Cri- 
minal Code  Bill.  Hon.  Members  ad- 
mitted this;  but  they  knew  perfectly 
well  that  the  labour  havinfir  been  com- 
pleted and  paid  for,  so  far  m)m  Justify- 
ing the  present  expenditure,  justified  him 
in  asking  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  there  were  any  other  Bills  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  which  had 
not  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  which  required  so  large  an  amount 
of  professional  labour.  The  country  paid 
for  a  staff  of  learned  gentlemen  to  pre- 
pare Bills  ;  but  he  was  quite  at  a  loss  to 
see  in  the  Bills  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  any  reason  for 
the  additional  professional  labour  which 
seemed  to  have  been  employed  by  the 
Treasury.  Reference  had  oeen  made  to 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill  and  to 
the  Railway  Commission  Bill  which  had 
boon  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
but  those  Bills  were  not  of  any  magni- 
tude, and  in  regard  to  the  latter  there 
was  nothing  in  it  that  might  not  have 
been  written  in  a  few  hours.    The  point 
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he  wislied  to  impress  upon  the  Treasury 
was  that  the  Committee  had  a  right  to 
say  that,  having  a  permanent  staff  of 
highlj-paid  legal  officials  connected  with 
the  TVeasury  for  the  purpose  of  prepar- 
ing"  Bills,  the  Committee  had  received  no 
sound  reason  which  would  justify  thorn 
in  Toting  so  large  a  sum  for  the  work 
which  ought  to  have  been  done  in  the 
Department. 

Mr.  monk  thought  that,  with  regard 
to  the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  been  a 
little  chary  in  the  information  which  ho 
liad  giyen,  and  most  wisely  so,  in  regard 
to  the  evidence  which  had  been  taken 
before  the  Royal  Commission,  and  which 
liad  not,  up  to  that  time,  been  presented 
to  the  House.    But  he  (Mr.  Monk)  sup- 
posed that  the  truth  of  the  matter  was 
that  the  fees  for  legal  services  in  ques- 
tion were  in    respect    of  certain  Bills 
which,  at  the  present  moment,  were  re- 
posing in  the  pigeon-holes  of  the  Troa- 
suxy.     With  regard  to  one  of  the  Bills 
— the  Bailway  Commission  Bill — it  had 
nerer  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  indeed,  it  had  never  been  intro- 
dooed  bj  the  noble  Lord  the  President 
of   the  Board  of   Trade.      The  noble 
Lord  had  informed  the  House  on  several 
ooossions  that  he  had  the  Bill  ready  to 
be  brought  in ;  but  the  Bill  introduced 
last  year,   however,   was  only  a    con- 
tinuance Bill.  He  maintained  that  if  this 
£600,  for  which  they  were  asked  in  the 
SapplementaiT  Estimates,  and  the  large 
sam  for  the  Kailway  Commission  Bill, 
were  on  account  of  Bills  which  had  not 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
tkey  shoula  have  been  brought  before 
hon.  Members  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  year,  and  not  in  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates. 

Ma.  ASSHETON  CROSS  desired  to 
bsttr  his  testimony  to  the  fact  that  a  very 
great  amount  of  time  and  labour  had 
Seen  spent,  and  enormous  difEcultios 
nnderffone,  with  regard  to  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Hegulation  Bill.  Neither 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
nor  anyone  who  had  seen  the  labour  and 
time  expended,  could  wonder  at  tlio 
necessity  for  the  employment  of  extra 
assittance. 

OaarEBAL  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
desired  also  to  g^ve  his  testimony  with 
~  to  the  Army  Discipline  and  Ro- 
il Bill,  which  was,  m  his  opinion, 
worst  that  had  ever  been  drafted. 


He  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  whether 
he  would  supplement  the  statement  that 
he  had  made,  and  lot  the  Committee 
know  what  had  been  the  cost  of  the  seve- 
ral Bills,  on  account  of  which  money  for 
extra  legal  assistance  had  been  paid, 
and  whether  ho  would  also  tell  them 
what  Bills  had  been  prepared  by  the 
establishment  of  the  Office,  and  for 
which  no  expense  had  accrued.  Hon. 
Members  would  then  see  clearly  the 
amount  of  work  that  had  been  per- 
formed by  the  costly  staff  kept  up  per- 
manently. In  many  cases  the  Bills  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  Commons  were 
nothing  better  than  waste  paper,  and 
were  not  satisfactory  until  they  had  been 
amended  and  passed  by  Members. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
thought  he  should  be  more  imprudent 
than  he  had  already  been,  were  he  to 
promise  the  hon.  Member  any  such 
Return  as  he  proposed  to  move  for.  Of 
course,  he  could  make  at  that  moment 
no  such  statement  to  the  House.  There 
must  be  a  certain  amount  of  work  done, 
and  it  had  been  found  in  some  cases 
that  the  officers  especially  adapted  to 
it  had  been  overworked — so  much  so 
as  to  render  it  necessary  to  obtain 
outside  assistance  in  the  preparation  of 
Bills. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  was  unable  to  con- 
sider that  the  explanation  given  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  was  satisfactory. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £2,400,  Foreign  Office. 

Mr.  U.  SAMITELSON  drew  the  at- 
tention of  the  (-ommittee  to  the  fact 
that  in  Class  2,  Vote  5,  there  was  an 
additional  sum  charged  for  telegrams, 
and  that  in  the  last  lino  thoro  was 
another  additional  sum  which,  with  the 
amount  ho  had  alrea<ly  referred  to,  made 
an  increase  of  £4,500  upon  the  amount 
of  last  year.  Thoro  would  have  been, 
when  they  had  voted  this  money, 
£17,200  upon  telegrams  alone.  These 
two  sums  being  of  the  same  character, 
he  would  like  to  know  why  a  sum  for 
Foreign  Office  telegrams  was  charged 
in  two  different  Votes  ? 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  reason  for  this  distinction 
was  that  one  of  the  items  of  expenditure 
was    incurred  in  respect  of  telegrams 
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sent  by  the  Foreign  Office,  and  that  the 
next  item  under  Clause  5  was  for  tele- 
grams in  connection  with  the  different 
Commissions  abroad.  The  latter  charge 
was,  therefore,  accounted  for  under  the 
Diplomatic  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro  - 

posed, 

**  That  a  Supplementary  Bum,  not  exceeding 
£2,921,  bo  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales." 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAME3  desired  to  point 
out  why,  in  his  opinion,  this  Vote  should 
not  appear  on  the  Estimates.  He 
thought  that  the  whole  of  the  Charities  of 
the  country  were  subject  to  a  consider- 
able amount  of  unnecessary  manage- 
ment, and  that  while,  perhaps,  they  had 
done  a  certain  amount  of  good,  they  had 
also  been  the  cause  of  a  certain  amount 
of  mischief.  There  was  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  expenses  of  the  Commission 
should  not  be  borne  by  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  but  by  the  Charities  themselves. 
The  House  had  on  two  occasions  passed 
a  Kesolution  last  year  on  the  subject. 
With  regard  to  the  Resolution  intro- 
duced by  himself,  he  had  accepted  an 
Amendment  to  refer  the  matter  to  a 
Select  Committee,  to  which,  however, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
jected, on  the  ground  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  determined  to  do  something 
before  another  year  elapsed.  Upon 
that,  the  Charities'  Accounts  and  Ex- 
penses Bill  was  introduced  and  passed 
a  second  reading.  When  the  Bill  went 
into  Committee,  however,  it  was  opposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester,  who 
had  given  Notice  of  opposition ;  after 
that  a  powerful  deputation  had  attended 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  com- 
posed of  deans,  archdeacons,  and  mayors, 
who  represented  that  disastrous  results 
would  ensue  if  the  Bill  were  passed.  Up 
to  that  time  no  opposition  had  appeared 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  with  the  exception 
of  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Worces- 
ter; but  afterwards,.Notice  of  opposition 
was  given  by  a  number  of  Gentlemen 
more  or  less  connected  with  the  City  of 
London — that  was  to  say,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth,  the  learned  Beoorder,  and 
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by  the  hon.  Members  for  Essex,  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  and  Leeds.  The  Qto- 
vemment,  in  consequence,  withdrew  the 
measure;  but  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  James) un- 
derstood the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
at  that  time  to  say  that  the  question 
would  be  re-introduced  early  at  the 
commencement  of  the  present  Session. 
He  had  asked  a  Question  upon  this  sub- 
ject a  few  days  previously,  and  received 
a  reply  to  the  effect  that  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  intended  to  do  nothing  in  the 
matter.  Thus  the  Government  were 
placing  the  House  in  an  anomalous 
position  by  ignoring  the  Resolution 
passed  by  the  House  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Government  should 
re-introduce  the  Bill,  and  by  yielding  to 
the  pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  them 
by  a  body  of,  no  doubt,  influential  and 
powerful  individuals  in  opposition  both 
to  the  expressed  opinions  of  the  House 
of  Commons  and  to  the  general  merits 
of  the  question.  It  woum  not  at  that 
moment  be  desirable  to  enter  again 
into  these  merits.  He  had  given  No- 
tice of  his  intention  to  move  a  general 
reduction  of  the  Votes ;  and  unless  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  or  some  other 
Gentleman  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  could  give  a  dear  explana- 
tion of  what  had  taken  place,  he  would 
consider  it  his  duty  to  vote  against  this 
charge.  He  begged  to  move  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ozcoeding 
£1,921,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  dofray 
the  Char^  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales.'*— (Jfr.  Jamet.) 

Mr.  DILLWTN  hoped  that  the 
Committee  would  be  furnished  with 
some  explanation  of  this  Vote.  He  did 
not  see  that  any  reason  had  been  shown 
for  the  increase  of  this  charge,  nor  for 
the  increase  which  appeared  upon  al- 
most every  item  in  the  Estimate.  The 
original  Estimate  for  two  Commissions 
was  £1,800,  and  now  an  additional  sum 
of  £600  was  required. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  explanation  was  as  easy 
as  he  hoped  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Committee.  Only  three-fourths  of 
the  amount  on  account  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  had  been  taken  in  last  year's 
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Estimateii.  Early  in  last  Session  a  Bill 
was  passed  to  proyide  for  the  Endowed  ■. 
Schools — ^the  Act  relating  to  which  had  ! 
expired  in  the  middle  of  last  year — 
continuing  for  three  years  longer,  and 
it  then  became  necessary  to  take  an  ad-  | 
ditional  quarter's  expenses  which  had  ' 
been  left  out  of  the  former  Estimate. 
If  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  would  look  into 
the  matter,  he  would  see  that  this  was 
the  proportion  which  had  been  taken  for 
the  various  salaries,  and  entirely  ac- 
counted for  the  amount  now  asked  for, 
which  represented  one- fourth  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Commission  for  the  whole 
year.  That  was  the  reason  for  the 
apparent  increase,  and  he  ventured 
to  think  his  hon.  Friend  would  see 
that  the  reduction  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  move  would  apply  to  this 
particular  branch,  and  not  to  the  gene- 
ral Commission.  He  trusted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  press  the  matter 
to  a  division.  At  the  same  time,  he 
could  not  but  say  that  no  one  regretted 
more  than  he  that  another  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  should  have  made  an  en- 
deavour, and  again  have  failed  to  carry 
oat  what  he  individually  believed  ought 
to  be  done.  He  had  on  more  than  one 
occasion  expressed  his  opinion  that  this 
Commission  should  be  self-supporting, 
and  he  had  last  year  stated  that  he  would 
endeavour  to  propose  something  as  a 
eolation  of  the  question.  The  Bill  in- 
tioduced,  however,  had  passed  through 
only  a  certain  portion  of  its  career  in 
that  House,  when  it  was  met  by  an  op- 
position which  made  it  impossible  to 
ptoceed,  and  the  measure  was  in  conso- 
qaenoe  withdrawn.  This  was  a  question 
which  he  bogged  to  assure  the  hoii. 
Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  II. 
James)  he  had  very  much  at  heart ;  but 
he  fSsared  it  was  most  unlikely  that  any 
•ffort  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
woold  be  sufficient  to  overcome  the  op- 
position which  had  been  brought  to  bear 
on  the  measure  last  year.  The  olg'oct 
of  the  Bill,  however,  was  one  which  he 
would  have  liked  to  see  carried  out 
qoite  aa  much  as  his  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
aite. 

He.  BYLANDS  hoped  that  after  the 
explanation  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Tnasaiy  the  Motion  would  not  bo 
pressed.  He  felt  he  could  not  vote  with 
tlie  hon.  Member  under  the  present  cir- 
rnmstanros  of  the  case,  however  much 


ho  and  his  hon.  Friends  might  be  de- 
sirous of  supporting  the  general  view 
which  had  boon  expressed.  It  would  be 
desirable,  therefore,  in  his  opinion,  that 
the  Vote  should  bo  passed.  At  the  same 
time,  while  giving  his  assistance  to  the 
Government  in  passing  this  Vote,  he 
desired  to  ask  how  far  the  Treasury  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  the  Estimates 
then  before  the  Committee.  It  was  then 
20  minutes  past  1  o'clock  ;  and  although 
he  had  no  desire  that  Progress  should 
bo  reported  too  soon,  they  had  arrived 
at  a  time  when  it  was  proper  that  the 
point  should  be  considered.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  would  allow  the  Vote  then  under 
consideration  to  pass,  perhaps  the  Go- 
vernment would  state  what  was  their 
intention  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  desired  to  point 
out  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  not  answered  his  question.  The 
Government  had  last  year  refused  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  because  they  in- 
tended to  deal  with  the  subject  them- 
selves; but  his  own  idea  was  that  one 
reason  why  they  were  not  anxious  to 
proceed  in  this  matter  was  that  the 
funds  of  these  Charities  were  often  found 
to  be  of  use  on  the  eve  of  a  General 
Election. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {^Mr, 
Monk.) 

Sir  HENRY  SELAVIN-IBBETSON 
hoped  that  the  Committee  would  pro- 
ceed, no  would  like  to  get  through 
tlioso  Votes  which  did  not  contain  any 
contontious  matter.  There  were  a  great 
many  Votes  in  the  Supi^lementary  Esti- 
mates to  be  got  through  ;  and  although 
a  certain  amount  of  progress  had  boon 
made  a  few  Votes  only  had  been  passed, 
lie  hoped  the  Committee  would  proceed 
until  they  came  to  a  Vote  that  would 
raise  discussion,  when  he  would  at  once 
consent  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  thought  that  if  the 
Government  innisted  upon  proceeding  any 
further  they  would  spoil  the  admirable 
temper  which  had  been  shown  by  the 
Committee  up  to  that  timo.  So  far  as 
discussion  was  concerned,  a  verv  inte- 
resting discussion  could  and  ought  to  be 
raised  upon  the  Vote  for  Stationery  and 
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Printing.  It  was  certainly  time  to  re- 
port Progress,  and  he  trusted  the  Qo- 
Yornment  would  ag^ee  to  the  Motion  out 
of  regard  to  the  good  disposition  which 
had  been  shown  by  the  Committee  dur- 
ing the  evening. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  with  respect  to  the  Stationery 
and  Printing  Vote,  ne  would  agree  that 
Progress  should  be  reported  as  soon  as 
that  Vote  was  reached. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

(14.)  £1,085,  Civil  Service  Commia- 
sion. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  desired  to  know  what 
had  been  the  increase  of  business  which 
had  raised  the  charge  under  this  head  ? 
He  would  have  supposed  it  was  very  well 
known  what  the  amount  of  business  was 
likely  to  be  when  the  original  Estimate 
was  framed. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  increase  under  this  head 
had  been  caused  by  the  examination  of 
Military  and  Civil  Service  candidates 
whose  numbers  had  increased  ;  and  he 
pointed  out  to  the  Committee  that 
whereas  the  fees  for  the  year  had  been 
estimated  at  £7,480  the  actual  pay- 
ments had  amounted  to  £12,500.  The 
Committee  would  see  from  these  figures 
what  an  increased  amount  of  work  had 
fallen  upon  the  Examiners,  and  necessi- 
tated the  increase  of  the  charge  under 
consideration. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(15.)  £16,763,  Local  GoveruTuent 
Board. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  thought  the  Committee 
should  be  informed  as  to  whether  there 
was  any  intention  to  augment  the  gprant 
for  medical  officers  in  the  Northern  part 
of  the  Kingdom.  This  subject  had  been 
discussed  last  year,  and  there  was  an 
indication  g^ven  then  that  something 
might  be  done  for  increasing  the 
allowance  in  respect  of  medical  officers 
in  Scotland.  Up  to  that  time,  however, 
nothing  had  been  done.  He  would  like, 
before  they  came  to  discuss  the  question 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  coming  year,  to 
have  some  information  as  to  tlus  sum. 
In  Scotland  they  had  nothing  corre- 
sponding to  it,  and  he  would  like  to 
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know  if  anything  was  to  be  granted  to 
Scotland  before  the  Poor  Law  Act  was 
passed  ?  If  the  Poor  Law  Act  was  not 
required,  and  if  the  people  of  Scotland 
were  to  get  any  grant  at  all,  they  ought, 
in  his  opinion,  to  get  it  soon.  It  had 
also  been  suggested  that  there  should 
be  an  allowance  made  for  the  education 
of  pauper  children,  and  they  had  a  large 
sum  voted  annually  for  proyiding 
teachers  in  the  Poor  Law  schools.  He 
did  not  approve  of  these  schools  at  all ; 
but  he  would  not  then  enter  into  that 
question.  He  thought,  however,  that 
when  such  large  sums  as  that  now  asked 
for  were  voted  for  sohools  in  England 
no  reason  existed  why  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  should  not  g^ve  the  two 
countries,  England  and  Scotland,  an 
amount  corresponding  to  their  respective 
populations,  because  they  could  secure 
an  equitable  distribution  of  the  grant  in 
Scotland  and  carry  out  any  rules  the 
Treasury  might  lay  down.  He  sug- 
gested that  no  leg^islation  with  regara 
to  the  Poor  Law  should  be  proceeded 
with  during  the  present  Session. 

General  Sib  QEOBOE  BALFOUR 
observed,  that  all  the  efforts  of  the 
Scotch  Members  to  induce  the  Ooyem- 
ment  to  make  this  grant  for  medical 
officers  had  hitherto  been  unsuoeessful, 
for  they  did  not  band  themselves  toge- 
ther as  the  Irish  Members  did.  He 
hoped  that  either  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  or  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  g^ve  the  Committee  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. A  bad  Poor  Law  was  proposed  to 
be  introduced  into  Scotland,  and  then 
the  Scotch  Members  were  told  that  they 
could  not  have  the  money  they  required 
for  medical  officers  unless  they  had 
legislation  which  they  did  not  want. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
could  quite  understand  that  many  people 
preferred  to  have  money  from  the  Trea- 
sury without  any  conditions.  It  was 
stated  last  year,  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  unless  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  Government  was  passea  the  money 
would  not  be  gpranted.  The  measure  in- 
troduced did  not  meet  with  the  favourable 
consideration  of  Scotch  Members,  and  in 
the  result  it  was  withdrawn.  When  the 
Bill  was  passed  the  Treasury  would  be 
prepared  to  place  Scotland  financially 
in  the  same  position  as  regarded  the 
grant  as  the  Sister  Country. 
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Ub.  BAM8AT  raid,  that  they  bad 
no  desire  to  avoid  the  conditions  with 
ngardto  the  g^ant  which  were  required. 
The  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancollor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  explained  to  them 
that  if  they  deaired  the  grant  they  must 
oonfoim  to  the  conditions  under  whicli 
the  money  was  paid  in  England.  But 
they  did  conform  to  those  condition)? 
already.  Would  the  right  hon.  Qentle< 
nuw  explain  what  the  conditions  wero 
to  which  they  had  not  conformed  ?  It 
waa  true  they  did  not  conform  to  tho 
GonditionB  affecting  other  matters.  Hd 
thought  they  were  quite  right  in  asking 
for  the  ad(Utioual  grant  for  Scotland 
without  heine  compelled  to  accept  thu 
Bill.  The  Bill  was  not  required  for  tlit 
pnipose  of  ^ving  them  the  grant.  Thort! 
WW  no  article  upon  the  Statute  Book 
which  authorized  this  particular  grant 
aa  regarded  medical  officers  in  England. 
The  Government  refused  to  give  tlicm 
the  grant  unless  they  accepted  condi~ 
tiona  affecting  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  in  Scotland  which  they  ob~ 
jacted  to.  He  was  afraid  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  was  quite  riglit  it  t;aying 
Uiat  unleaa  they  banded  themsolvos  to- 
gether in  the  way  their  Iri^h  Friends 
aid  their  claims  would  meet  with  nc 
ooiuideiation.  He  was  sorry,  becituse 
the  system  of  banding  thomaolves  to- 
gether had  been  brought  into  diireifpute 
— lo  much  BO,  that  ho  did  not  think  it 
wonld  be  wise  to  follow  t)ie  successful 
example  set  them  at  the  present  time. 
Sootchmen    usually    did    act    togutlioi 

2nite  as  harmoniously  as  Irishmen,  and 
e  did  not  think  they  needed  any  further 
organization.  He  hoped  that  the  hun. 
Buonet  would  bring  their  rights  to  the 
notice  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  would  explain  that  tiio  legis- 
lalion  proposed  was  not  required,  and 
that  they  were  willing  to  accept  the 
grant  on  the  same  eonditioiui  on  which 
it  waa  agreed  to. 

Vote  ^rtti  to. 

(18.)  £600,  National  Ik^bt  Office. 

House  muKtd. 

Boaolutions  to  be  reported  Tii-morrou- ; 
e  to  tit  again  upuu  Jl'tdnit- 


ANCIENT  MONmiENTSBILL.-[Biu,  61.] 

{Sir   John    lubboek,   Jdr,   Biruford  Ifopt,    Mr. 

JHorguu,  Sir  Siehard  Waltaci.) 

COKSISBIIATIDN,    AS    AUEKDEC. 

BiU,  as  amended,  eontidtrtd. 
Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
moved,  in  Clause  2,  page  I,  line  24,  to 

leave  out — 


ty  . 

Coancil  of  the  Boyal 
IriHh  Acoileniy  for  Irulnnil ;  aod  the  Council  uf 
tho  Kocicty  of  AatiquariL-s  uf  ScotLmil  for 
Scollanil;''^ 

and  to  insert  instead  thereof,  "  Trustees 
of  the  British  Museum."  He  said  that 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee  he 
should  reserve  to  himself  the  liberty,  if 
he  thought  right,  of  re- introducing  into 
the  Bill  on  Beport  the  agreement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Government  with 
the  promoters  of  tlio  Bill  with  regard  to 
(ho  authorities  to  be  intrusted  with 
carrying  the  measure  into  effect.  The 
authorities  of  tho  British  Uusoum  had 
been  asked  to  and  had  accepted  the  trust, 
and  tho  Bill  was  allowed  to  proceed  on 
the  understanding  that  they  were  to  bo 
tlie  authority  named  in  it.  In  Com- 
mittee a  change  was  made,  and  the  Trus- 
tees were  deprived  of  the  duty  intrusted 
to  them,  and  the  three  Bodies  mentioned 
in  the  Amendment  were  inserted  in  their 
place.  Tho  Amendment  which  ho  now 
moved  was  for  the  purix>se  of  re-instating 
the  Trustees  of  tlie  British  Museum  in 
tlio  position  it  which  they  originally 
stoiid  in  tho  Bill.  If  enyime  were  to 
liMik  at  tho  list  of  theTriiHtuea  of  the 
British  Museum  they  would  see  that  it 
contained  names  which  would  iusuro 
proper  e-\t'cution  of  the  object  of  the 
iiu'osiiri',  and  bo  a  suiilcient  guamntoo 
tliat  tho  ehiims  uf  iScotland  and  Ireland 
would  lie  duly  regarded. 
Anieiidinent  proposeil. 

In  |.:,j:.-  1,  lini'  L'4. 1.iiv,-  out  "(Viuniil  of  tho 
f'irtirlv  ..(  .Viitinniirirg  nf  I.-H.I1.11  fw  KiijilanJ, 
tl,-  C^uTifil  ..t  th.'  li..v.-il  Irish  Ar:.clomy  for 
lr.'1'iiiil.  niid  till'  I  '..iiiu'if  of  tliv  Six'iitv  <-f  Auti. 
,)ti.nri.B  „r  S.>..|liT.J  f,.r  .'^oIliiiiJ.'*  liiid  iiiwit 
■■TruMrii.f.f  thi'l!rili.hMui«Mini."-(.SViJ/..iry 
S,lt.i„.ll.l.,t,..„.) 

(Jueftion,  "  That  tliOFO  woi-ds  be  thcro 
iuRcrtcd,"  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Clause  aini.iided  accordingly,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  tho  third  time  Tu- 
norroic. 
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CENSUS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Bill  for 
taking  the  Census  of  England,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Sclatbr-Booth,  Mr.  Secre- 
tary- Cross,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  Mr.  Salt. 

'Riiiipreaentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  85.] 

CENSUS   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  for 
taking  the  Census  of  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Lord  Advocate  and  Mr. 
Secretary  Cross. 

BtlH presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

LOANS  FOB  LOCAL  WOBKS. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  system  under  which  Loans  for  Local  Works 
are  now  advanced  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
or  on  the  security  of  the  Consolidated  Fund; 
and  to  Report : — 

1.  Whether  the  system  hitherto  in  force  has 
been  conducted  without  loss  to  the  Exchequer, 
pointing  out,  if  there  has  been  loss,  the  causes 
which  have  led  to  it : 

2.  Whether  it  is  clear  that  the  present  system, 
if  continued,  will  be  carried  on  without  loss  to 
the  Exchequer  or  injury  to  the  public  credit : 

3.  Whether  further  facilities  mi^ht  not  with 
advantage  be  given  to  local  authorities  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  borrow,  upon  their  own  local 
security,  without  having  recourse  to  the  Exche- 
quer ;  and  whether  any,  and  if  so,  what  amend- 
ments are  required  in  *  The  Local  Loans  Act, 
1875.'  "— (J/r.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

And,  on  March  5,  Committee  tiominated  as 
follows : — Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  Childekh,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,  Mr.  Balfour,  Mr.  Pease,  Mr.  Rid- 
ley, Sir  Edward  Colebrooke,  Mr.  Dalrymfle, 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  Sir  Qraham  Montgomery, 
Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Paget,  Mr.  Rylands,  Mr. 
Hanbury,  Mr.  Synan,  and  Mr.  Spencer  Stan- 
hope : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  2Ath  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]--PunLic  Bills— fir*/  Reading-^ 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  ♦  (19). 

Second  Reading — Companies  Acts  Amendment 
[9]. 

i2^M>r^— Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwellings  Im- 
provement (Scotland;  Act  (1876)  Amendment* 
(8);  Seeds  (Ireland)  •(18). 


00MFANIE8  AOTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(^Th$  Lord  Aberdare.) 

(no.  9.)      BEOOKD  RBADnrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoond  Bead- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  ABEEDAEE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  was  substantially  the  same  as  that 
to  which  their  Lordships  gave  a  seoond 
reading  last  year,  and  its  purpose  was  to 
enable  Companies,  by  a  less  cumbrous 
process  than  at  present,  to  apply  accu- 
mulated profits  to  the  reduction  of  the 
share  capital,  instead  of  distributingthe 
same  in  the  form  of  a  bonus.  With 
respect  to  the  shareholders,  no  resolu- 
tion dealing  with  the  profits  in  this 
manner  coma  be  arrived  at  unless  it  was 
passed  by  three-fourths  of  the  share- 
holders ;  while  with  respect  to  the  credi- 
tors of  a  Company,  their  security  would 
remain  as  good  as  before,  as  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  capital,  when  reduced, 
should  not  be  eztinffuished,  but  remain 
in  abeyance,  and  be  available  if  re- 
quired. It  was  also  proposed  to  enable 
trustees  of  persons  holding  shares,  in 
order  to  save  them  the  necessity  of 
making  other  investments,  to  leave  their 
shares  untouched,  that  portion  which 
was  in  excess  of  the  reduced  capital  re- 
ceiving interest  at  the  rate  of  not  less 
than  3  and  not  more  than  4  per  cent. 

3fored,  '*That  the  Bill  be  nowread  2\" 
— (The  Lord  Aberdare,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  in  1856, 
when  the  Limited  Liability  Acts  were 
discussed,  Lord  Overstone  had  said  that 
in  all  cases  capital  should  be  fully  paid 
up.  Now,  this  Bill  appeared  to  uim 
(Lord  Denman)  to  be  in  reduction  of 

Eaid  up  capital.    He  miffht  be  wrone ; 
ut,  if  so,  some  noble  Lord  would  be 
kind  enough  to  set  him  right. 

The  Eakl  of  EEDESDALE  took  ex- 
ception to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  re- 
lating to  trustees  and  others  who  de- 
clined to  accept  the  bonus.  No  provision 
was  made  as  to  the  manner  m  which 
the  money  left  untouched  was  to  be  dealt 
with.  It  was  necessary  both  for  those 
shareholders  and  for  the  Company  that 
it  should  be  safely  invested,  and  the  in- 
terest received  from  such  investments, 
neither  more  nor  less  paid  to  those  share- 
holders, that  money  having  no  concern 
in  the  increasing  or  diminishing  profits 
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of  the  Gompany,  those  shareholders 
holding  their  shares  as  paid  up  only  to 
the  same  amount  as  those  who  accepted 
the  bonus. 

LoBD  8ELB0BNE  believed  that  the 
limitation  of  interest  was  inserted  in  the 
present  Bill  in  consequence  of  a  sugges- 
tion he  had  made  last  year;  but,  on 
farther  consideration,  he  thought  it 
would  be  unwise  to  fix  a  maximum 
limit  to  the  interest  to  be  so  paid.  He 
should  recommend  that  it  should  be 
strnck  out. 

LoBD  ABEBDAEE  said,  he  would 
consider  the  point  suggested  by  the  two 
noble  Lords  before  uie  Bill  went  into 
Committee. 
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agreed  to :  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House' on  Thursday  the  ll^A 
•f  March  next. 

EXECTTTION  IN  CHEETHAM  PRISON. 

ADDRESS  FOB  A   PAPER. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  moved  for  a  Copy 
of  the  presentment  of  the  jury  em- 
panelled to  sit  on  the  body  of  William 
Ousidy,  executed  in  Choetham  Prison, 
with  respect  to  the  admission  of  re- 
porters to  the  prison.  The  noble  Lord 
nid,  that  it  had  been  his  intention  to 
make  some  remarks  as  to  the  non-ad- 
miarion  of  reporters  to  witness  the  exe- 
cution, because  he  thought  it  was  in- 
jurious to  the  public  interests ;  but  ho 
had  been  made  aware  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  felt 
•one  difficulty  on  the  subject,  and  would 
try  to  effect  some  arrangement  of  the 
difficulty ;  and  that  being  so,  he  would 
poetpone  any  discussion  of  the  question 
tiU  tnat  day  week. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Address  for — 

Copy  of  tho  presGntmcnt  of  tho  jury  om- 
psntllH  to  dt  on  th«  body  of  Williani  CuBRidy, 
•seenied  in  Cheetham  Prison,  with  rcHpict  to 
the  admiMion  of  reporters  to  the  iirison.— ( JA< 
Bot^ktom.) 

Homo  adjourned  nt  half  p.iRt  Fiv^ 

o'clock,  to  Thurff<Iay  n»'xt,  half 

past  Ten  o' cluck. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday f  2iih  February ,  1880. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committeb — Co-opora- 
tive  Stores,  re-appointed  and  nominated  ;  Mer- 
chant Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  appointed. 

SiTPLY  —  considered  in  Committee  —  Eetolutiont 
[February  23]  reported. 

Private  Bill  (*//  Order)  —  Second  Reading  — 
Referred  to  Sdect  Committee — Liverpool  Cor- 
poration Water. 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Strensall  Com- 
mon rco]. 

Third  heading— ATiiz&na*  Dwellings  Act  (1868) 
Amendment  Act  (1879)  Amendment*  [63]; 
Ancient  Monuments  [51],  a.nd patted. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


LIVERPOOL  CORPORATION  WATER 
BILL.— (*y  Order.) 

SECOND     BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  ROWLEY  HILL  rose  to  move 
that  it  be  read  a  second  time  on  that  day 
six  mouths.  He  said  that,  in  making 
that  jMotion,  he  did  not  propose  to  enter 
into  questions  of  tho  individual  injury 
which  would  be  inflicted  by  the  provi- 
sions of  tho  Bill  upon  those  who  resided 
in  tho  Severn  Valley,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  bo  alleged  that  those  were  matters 
wliich  were  better  fitted  for  an  inquiry 
of  a  Committee  of  the  House,  and  ought 
not  to  be  discussed  upon  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Private  Bill.  He  proposed  now 
simply  to  call  attention  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  which  empowered  the  Cor- 
poration of  Liverpool  to  supply  itself 
with  water  not  from  sources  perfectly 
open  to  them  and  almost  inexhaustible 
in  their  own  county,  but  from  outside 
their  own  county,  by  enabling  them  to 
go  into  a  watershed  wliich  was  not 
witliin  their  own  geographical  limits,  and 
to  abstract  a  supply  of  water  which,  from 
time  immemorial  had  been  devoted  to 
the  use  of  the  district  through  which  the 
river  flowed.  There  could  bo  no  ques- 
tion that  the  taking  away  of  the  head 
waters  of  the  Vyrnwy  would  be  a  great 
injury  to  tho  JSeveru  Valley.  Thoso 
waters  were  tho  only  pure  and  uncon- 
tamiuatod  waters  flowing  into  thoSovem ; 
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the  rest  of  the  waters  of  the  district  were 
contaminated  more  or  less   in   conse- 
quence of  the  geological  strata  through 
which  they  flowed.      On  principle  he 
contended  that  they  ought  not  to  allow 
one  district,  however  large  and  impor- 
tant,  to  go  to  another  watershed   and 
take  away  the  water  which  had  been 
provided  by  nature   for    that  district, 
without  showing  some  stronger  reason 
than  had  been  alleged  on  behalf  of  the 
Liverpool  Corporation.      The  Corpora- 
tion did  not  propose  to  take  away  merely 
a  certain  quantity  of  the  water ;  but  they 
proposed  to  take  away  the  whole  of  it, 
with  the  exception  of  a  small  quantity — 
some   8,000,000   gallons   a-day — which 
they  proposed  to  guarantee  to  the  Severn 
Valley.    Nor  was  it  proposed  to  enforce 
this  guarantee  in  a  way  that  would  in- 
sure its  performance,  for  nothing  was 
said  about  penalties,  on  the  supply  of  an 
inadequate  quantity.      The  Bill  simply 
said  that  this  quantity  should  be  pro- 
vided, the  Corporation  having  the  power 
to  take  the  whole  of  the   rest    of  the 
water    of  the   district    for    the    bene- 
fit of    Liverpool,    and  not    merely  for 
its    sanitary  benefit,  but    for  its   com- 
mercial    advantages     as     well.       The 
quantity  the  people  of  Liverpool  would 
require    for  sanitary  purposes,   in   ad- 
dition to  what  they  had  now,  was  very 
small  indeed ;  but  they  had  large  fac- 
tories which   required  to   be  supplied. 
He  was  told  that  one  sugar  factory  alone 
paid  £4,000  a-year  to  the  Corporation  of 
Liverpool,  and  the  present  Bill  proposed 
to  take  away  the  water  of  the  Severn 
from  the  sanitary  purposes  it  was  na- 
turally  designed  for,   and  for  which  it 
had  hitherto  been  used,  in  order  to  en- 
able the   Corporation   of  Liverpool   to 
obtain  a  large  revenue  fix)m  the  sale  of 
the  water  for  manufacturing  purposes. 
By  taking  the  average  fiow  of  the  head 
waters  of  the  Vyrnwy,  and  retailing  it 
to  the  Liverpool  manufacturers,  the  Cor- 
poration of  Liverpool  would  be  enabled 
to  secure  a  very  large  revenue.      But 
this  proceeding  would  bear  very  hardly 
upon  the   sanitary  authorities   in   the 
Valley  of  the  Severn,  and  would  prove 
most  disastrous  to  the  interests  of  the  po- 
pulation of  the  small  towns  on  the  banks 
of  the  Severn.     He  therefore  wished  to 
urge  upon  the  House  that  there  was  no 
reason  why  the  water  of  one  district 
should  be  appropriated  for  the  use  of 
another,  and  why  the  autfaoritiea  of  the 

Mr.  Rowley  mil 


small  towiui  near  the  Valley  of  the  Seiveni 
should  be  left  to  fight  a  oattle  for  the 
possession  of  their  own  natural  property 
against  a  large  and  powerful  Corpom- 
tion  like  that  of  Liverpool.  The  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  which  sat  about  10 
years  ago,  and  over  which  the  Duke  d 
Bichmond  presided,  considered  the  ques- 
tion in  reference  to  the  water  supply  of 
the  Metro^lis,  and  they  reported  against 
a  plan  which  was  precnsely  identical  to 
this,  on  the  ground  that,  in  their  opinion, 
Parliament  ought  to  maintain — 

"  That  no  town  or  district  should  be  allowed 
to  appropriate  a  Bouroe  of  sapplj  which  naturally 
and  e^g^phically  belongs  to  a  town  or  district 
nearer  to  such  Bouroe." 

He  begged  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  on  that  day  six  months. 

Mb.  monk  seconded  the  Amendment. 
He  wished  to  express  suxprise  that  no 
one  was  present  on  the  pi^  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Liverpool  when  the  Bill  was 
called  on  to  move  the  second  reading,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  Motion 
was  made  without  one  word  of  ex- 
planation. This  was  no  ordinarv  case. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  one  of  great 
importance,  and  one  which  very  nearly 
touched  the  supply  of  water  not  only 
to  Liverptool  but  to  the  f^eat  towns 
and  cities  in  this  country.  This  was  an 
application  on  the  part  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Liverpool  to  take  away  the  water 
of  the  River  Vyrnwy  and  the  other  rivers 
which  ran  into  the  Severn.  By  so  doing, 
Liverpool  went  out  of  its  own  district 
and  into  the  watershed  of  the  Severn, 
with  which  it  had  no  right  and  no  geo- 
graphical connection.  As  the  House 
was  aware,  this  was  contrary  to  all  the 
principles  of  the  legislation  which  had 
guided  that  House  in  similar  cases.  When 
a  very  strong  case  had  been  made  out  it 
had  been  the  practice  to  allow  a  town  to  go 
into  another  district,  with  which  it  had 
otherwise  no  right  to  interfere,  for  the 
supply  of  water.  But  in  the  case  of  Liver- 
pool there  was  no  such  necessity.  Last 
year  the  great  Thirlmere  Water  Scheme 
was  passed  by  Parliament,  and  in  that 
Act  power  was  reserved  to  the  Corpora* 
tions  of  Liverpool  and  of  other  large 
towns  to  avail  themselves  of  that  scheme 
for  the  supply  of  pure  water.  By  avail- 
ing itself  of  the  Thirlmere  Scheme,  not 
only  would  Liverpool  be  saved  a  very 
considerable  expense,  but  it  would  have 
a  much  readier  supply,  and  one  which 
could  be  made  available  much  sooner 
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tllUL  hj  going  to  tHfl  Severn  watershed. 
The  WKter-pipea  in  connection  witli  tlie 
Thirlmere  Scheme  would  be  laid  irithia 
three  miles  of  the  Liverpool  district,  and 
the  expense  of  obtaining  an  efficient  sup- 

ej  firom  the  Thirlmere  reservoirs  would 
I  Teiy  much  less  than  hy  the  scheme 
vhich  waa  now  before  the  House.  It 
mig^t  be  aaid  that  for  some  time  Man- 
ehrater  wonid  not  be  able  to  supply  the 
qaiDtit7  of  water  Liverpool  might  re- 
VUM,  and  that  great  delay  must  take 
place ;  but  there  was  no  doubt  that 
erentaallf  an  effixiient  supply  would  be 
a£Eraded.  It  might  be  necessary,  per- 
b^M,  to  construct  and  deepen  the  large 
naervoits;  but  that  was  a  mere  question 
of  expense.  The  truth  of  the  matter 
Taa,  uiis  was  part  of  a  very  great  ques- 
tion ;  and  the  President  of  ttie  Local 
Goraniment  Board  yesterday,  in  reply 
to  a  question  addressed  to  him,  said  that 
the  (jiovemment  were  possessed  of  suffi- 
cient eridence  and  suf&cient  information 
with  regard  to  the  water  supply  through- 
out the  country  to  render  it  unnecessary 
for  any  further  evidence  to  be  taken. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Worcester  (Mr, 
Bowlfly  Hill)  showed  with  great  force 
that  uie  Corporation  of  Liverpool,  in 
eotcring  a  district  with  which  they  had 
no  connection,  and  availing  tliomselves 
of  the  waters,  of  the  watershed  with 
which  they  were  not  geographically  con- 
nected, were  putting  the  Corporations  of 
the  towns  in  the  Severn  Valley  at  con- 
nderable  expense  in  opposing  their 
•cheme.  At  present,  the  towns  of 
Shrewsbury,  Towkesbuiy,  Bridgnorth, 
and  IVoTcestcr  obtained  their  sujiply 
from  the  Severn ;  and  other  towns,  such 
aa  Bewdley,  Stourport,  and  Upton-on- 
Serera,  would  be  seriously  aficc-ted  by 
the   abstraction  of  the   waters  of    the 

X"  wy.  Under  these  circumstances,  ho 
1  the  House,  in  all  scriausnoBs,  not 
to  permit  the  Bill  to  bo  read  a  second 
time,  unless  Liverpool  made  out  a  wty 
aUoog  case,  which,  at  the  ^'''eecnt 
moment,  she  had  not  made  out,  us  she 
had  made  out  no  case  whatever.  Ho  fur, 
tlw  House  had  not  heard  one  word  in 
tapport  of  the  Bill.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  ho  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion. The  district  in  wliicb  the  ^'yruwy 
loae  waa  part  of  the  Severn  watershed,  to 
which  the  salmon  went  up  for  the  pur- 
poae  of  breeding;  and  by  this  scheme 
Ihm  breeding  of  salmon  would  be  almost 
aotiralf  dertrojed,  because  the  salmon 
TOL.  OCL.       [TmBS  sbmes.] 


would  no  longer  be  able  from  want  of 
water  to  go  up  the  fish  passes  at  the 
weirs,  where  at  present  they  found 
their  access  to  the  breeding  grounds. 
That  would  entirely  out  off  the  supply 
of  salmon  to  the  Severn,  and  was  a  very 
serious  matter  indeed,  and  one  that  he 
ho^d  the  House  would  take  into  its 
serious  consideration.  The  compensa- 
tion of  8,000,000  gallons  was  wholly  in- 
.fficient.  He  might  add  further,  that  it 
as  a  great  hardship  for  the  towns  in  the 
Severn  district  to  be  required  to  appear 
before  a  Committee  of  that  House  and 
incur  the  heavy  expense  which  was  in- 
volved in  opposing  a  Bill  of  this  nature, 
especially  when  it  was  known  that  the 
town  of  Liverpool  could  obtain  as  good 
and  as  large  a  supply  as  it  could  require 
from  the  Thirlmere  reservoirs.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  this  was  not  only 
a  Bill  for  the  supply  of  water,  but  a  BiU 
for  the  establishment  of  a  commercial 
undertaking  on  the  part  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Liverpool,  who  proposed  to  repay 
themselves  the  cost  of  the  scheme  by 
selling  the  water  taken  out  of  the  Severn 
district  to  the  public  of  Lancashire. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  bad  much 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (J/r.  SotcUy  Mill.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now'  etana  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  HIBBERT  was  sorry  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  liathljone)  was  not  in  his  place,  aa 
ho  would,  no  doubt,  be  able  to  state  why 
the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time 
better  than  be  (Mr.  Hibbert)  could.  He 
certainly  thought  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  proposed  were 
IiassL'd  it  would  be  dealing  in  a  veiy 
Lard  manner  with  the  proposal  now 
before  the  Honso.  Of  course,  he  did  not 
know  very  clearly  all  tho  arguments  that 
niight  be  used  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
cif  tho  Liverpool  Corporation ;  but  he 
did  know  that  there  were  very  many 
reasons  why  Liverpool  should  obtain  a 
better  supply  of  water.  They  were  told 
by  his  hon.  Friend  who  seconded  the 
Amendment  that  they  might  obtain  a 
supply  from  Thirlmere.  But  he  remem- 
bered in  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Thirlmere  scheme  that  the  pro- 
2    T 
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moters  of  the  scheme  did  not  hold  out 
any  probability  that  any  large  supply 
would  be  given  to  any  other  towns  than 
those  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
of  Manchester.  Then,  again,  the  Thirl- 
mere  Scheme  was  not  likely  to  be  com- 
pleted at  all  within  1 0  years.  If  that 
was  really  the  case,  and  the  water  from 
Thirlmere  would  not  only  be  required  by 
Manchester  and  the  towns  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Manchester,  but  that  the 
scheme  could  not  be  completed  for  10 
years,  Liverpool  was  compelled  to  go 
elsewhere  for  a  supply.  He  was  in- 
formed that  about  nine-tenths  of  the 
existing  supply  was  already  required  for 
the  use  of  the  present  inhabitants ;  and 
as  they  knew  the  great  increase  that  was 
going  on  there  it  was  evident  that  in  a 
very  short  time  the  whole  of  the  present 
supply  would  be  required.  What,  then, 
was  Liverpool  to  do?  LP  they  went 
out  of  their  own  district  anywhere  else, 
they  would  be  met  by  the  same  objec- 
tions as  were  urged  against  them  in 
this  case.  They  could  not  take  the 
water  from  the  red  sandstone,  because 
it  was  found  to  be  impregnated  with 
sewage  and  unfit  for  consumption ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  entirely  out  of  the 
question  that  they  could  have  recourse 
to  that  means  of  obtaining  a  supply. 
The  only  doubt  he  entertained  in  regard 
to  the  present  proposal  was  whether,  as 
it  was  intended  to  go  so  far  from  Liver- 
pool, the  water  abstracted  might  not  in- 
terfere with  the  supply  of  towns  nearer 
to  the  source  from  which  the  supply  was 
taken.  That  question,  however,  could 
be  satisfactorily  inquired  into  by  a  Com- 
mittee such  as  that  which  was  suggested 
by  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  That,  he  thought,  might 
be  a  fair  subject  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House;  but  he  could  not  believe 
that  the  House  would  consent  to  throw 
out  a  Bill  of  this  importance  on  the 
second  reading  without  giving  the  pro- 
moters a  chance  of  being  heard  before  a 
Committee ;  and  whether  that  Committee 
was  to  be  an  ordinary  Committee  or  a 
Hybrid  Committee  was  a  matter  for  the 
House  to  consider.  His  own  opinion 
was  that  so  many  questions  of  impor- 
tance might  arise  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal that  probably  the  Committee  sug- 
gested by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  the  one  which 
would  deal  with  the  question  in  the 
manner  most  satisflactory  to  the  House.  I 
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He  should,  therefore,  give  his  vote  in 
favour  of  the  BiU  being  read  a  second 
time,  and  he  trusted  that  that  would  be 
the  genera]  feeling  of  the  House. 

lk&.  J.  R.  YOI&E  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  opposite 
(Mr.  Bathbone)  was  not  in  his  place  to 
represent  the  case  of  Liverpool.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  sure  tnat  the  hon. 
Member's  absence  was  a  matter  of  acci- 
dent, and  the  House  had  already  been 
placed  pretty  fully  in  possession  of  all 
the  facts  of  the  case.  He  did  not  desire 
to  say  anything  on  behalf  of  Liverpool. 
He  was  told  that  that  town  was  in  great 
want  of  water,  and  that  the  works  neces- 
sary for  increasing  its  supply  required 
to  be  constructed  immediately,  as  the 
needs  of  the  place  were  of  a  pressing 
character.  It  was,  therefore,  necessary 
that  the  House  should  disregard  the 
usual  rules  that  guided  legishttion  on 
this  subject,  and  which  laid  down  the 
principle  that  people  were  not  to  tres- 
pass beyond  their  own  watersheds  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  water.  He  had 
risen  more  particularly  to  answer  some  of 
the  remarks  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  BiU  (Mr.  Rowley  Hill), 
inasmuch  as  the  hon.  Member  appeared 
to  imply  that  there  was  a  great  and  wide- 
spread opposition  in  the  Severn  district 
to  the  proposals  contained  in  this  Bill. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  Petition  which 
he  had  received  that  morning  from  his 
own  constituents,  105  of  the  largest 
owners  and  occupiers  of  the  district  be- 
tween Tewkesbury  and  Gloucester,  re- 
presenting almost  the  whole  of  the 
riparian  tenantry  of  the  district,  who  were 
anxious  that  this  Bill  should  pass  into 
law.  The  Petitioners  said  they  believed 
that  their  property  would  be  much 
benefited  if  Parliament  sanctioned  the 
works  proposed  to  be  carried  out  by  the 
Bill,  inasmuch  as  they  would  tend  to 
regelate  the  flow  of  water  down  the 
River  Severn  and  diminish  the  floods  by 
which  much  damage  was  done  to  their 
property.  This  showed  that,  so  far 
from  being  afraid  of  the  effect  of  taking 
away  a  certain  portion  of  the  water  of 
the  Severn,  the  riparian  owners  and 
occupiers  welcomed  the  proposal  as 
being  one  that  was  likely  to  result  in 
diminishing  the  flow  of  water  in  the 
summer,  and  any  bad  effect  which  might 
arise  from  the  river  in  the  winter.  During 
the  last  10  years  various    works  had 
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been  constmoted  by  the  Seyem  Com- 
miasionen  at  the  expense  of  the  riparian 
ownen  and  occupiers,  for  the  purpose  of 
regulating  the  flow  of  water,  and  Mr. 
Fowler,  the  engineer,  had  prepared  a 
scheme  upon  the  subject  some  timo  ago. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  find  a  higher 
authority  upon  the  matter  than  Mr. 
Fowler,  who  was  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  all  questions  of  this  kind.  He  had 
eeen  the  Keport  of  Mr.  Fowler,  and  that 
Beport  declared  that  the  propositions 
contained  in  this  Bill,  if  carried  out, 
would  tend  rather  to  benefit  than  to 
injure  the  district.  He  did  not  wish  to 
detain  the  House  any  longer ;  but  he 
thought  it  right  to  mention  that  he  had 
received  this  communication  from  a  large 
number  of  his  constituents,  and  he  would 
leave  to  Liverpool  itself  the  task  of  satis- 
ffing  the  House  as  to  the  necessity  for 
lup^ying  this  water.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  bear  in  mind  that  there 
was  anything  but  a  unanimous  feeling 
in  the  counties  of  Gloucester  and  Wor- 
cester as  to  any  danger  that  was  likely 
to  result  from  the  adoption  of  this 
scheme. 

An  hon.  Member  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time.  The  Eiyor  Severn, 
from  its  mouth  upwards  for  about  40 
miles,  contained  a  large  number  of  locks 
for  facilitating  the  navigation  of  the 
river;  and  the  navigation  itself  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  very  seriously  impaired 
if  the  large  quantity  of  water  proposed 
bj  this  llyerpool  Bill  was  abstracted 
firam  the  river — something  like  4,000,000 
gallons  a-day.  He  had  himself  seen  in 
ue  summer  time  the  locks  and  woirs  of 
the  Severn  almost  bare,  with  scarcely 
any  water  Roing  over  them  at  all,  an<l 
when  the  locks  were  opened  the  river 
itself  was  drawn  beyond  the  level  of  the 
locks.  He  mentioned  that  to  show  how 
seriously  the  proposals  of  this  Bill  might 
interfere  with  the  navigation  of  the  river. 
Already  something  like  £300,000  had 
been  expended  in  improving  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Severn.  There  was  a  com- 
pensation clause  in  the  Liverpool  Bill  b}- 
which  something  like  8,000,000  gallons 
a-daj  were  to  be  supplied ;  and  if  these 
8,000,000  p;allon8  were  to  be  turned 
from  the  nver  the  navigation  must  bo 
ddermblj  impairod.  Ue  had  himself 
people  walking  dry-shod  over  the 
[  in  tne  summer  time.  He  failed  to 
why  Liverpool  should  leave  its  own 
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districts  and  come  to  the  best  gathering 
ground  now  left  unoccupied  and  pro- 
pose to  take  possession  of  it,  not  for 
domestic  and  sanitary  purposes,  but  for 
the  commercial  requirements  of  Liver- 
pool, in  order  to  realize  a  profit.  That 
that  was  the  case  was  shown  by  the  fact 
that  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool  looked 
forward  to  so  large  a  profit  that  the  rates 
of  the  town  of  Liverpool  were  in  the 
future  to  be  considerably  reduced,  by 
the  profits  anticipated  from  this  scheme, 
if  it  were  carried  out.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  reject  the  Bill, 
for,  keeping  in  view  the  prospect 
of  future  legislation  on  the  subject 
and  the  necessity  of  supplying  larg^ 
towns  with  an  adequate  supply  of  pure 
water,  he  was  satisfied  that  this  district 
could  not  afibrd  to  dispense  with  the 
large  quantity  of  water  which  Liverpool 
proposed  to  abstract.  He  thought  Liver- 
pool ought  to  be  contented  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  Corporation  were  able  to 
obtain  a  supply  of  water  from  their  own 
watershed.  When  the  Thirlmere  scheme 
was  before  a  Committee  it  was  stated 
that  this  scheme  would  be  able  to  supply 
Liverpool  with  as  much  water  as  the 
town  could  require.  But,  however  that 
might  be,  there  were  still  other  sources 
available  for  Liverpool ;  for  instance, 
there  was  Ulloswator,  which  was  per- 
fectly open  to  supply  Liverpool  with 
water;  and  it  was  undoubtedly  a  fact 
that  in  the  watershed  of  Liverpool  there 
were  plenty  of  sources  of  supply  for 
Liverpool,  and  for  the  whole  of  South 
Lancashire,,  without  any  necessity  for 
taking  the  water  supply  of  the  Severn 
Valley.  He  thought  it  was  a  gpreat  hard- 
nhip  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Severn 
Valley  should  now  be  called  upon,  at 
great  expense,  to  defend  themselves 
against  this  attack  on  the  part  of  Liver- 
pool, and  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  timo. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIOHTON  said, 
that,  having  a  Motion  on  this  subject,  ho 
might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  make  a 
few  observations.  Although  represent- 
ing a  constituency  in  the  Severn  Valley, 
ho  did  not  desire  to  speak  as  a  partizan 
or  an  advocate.  He  was  not  sure  that 
interests  were  always  best  represented 
by  advocates ;  but  he  desired  to  appeal 
to  the  impartial  judgment  of  the  House, 
and  specially  to  Uiose  hon.  Members  who 
had  given  attention  to  these  subjects. 
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This  was  a  proposal  by  Liverpool  to 
come  70  miles  into  another  watershed 
to  subtract  water  for  its  supply;  and, 
perhaps,  it  might  serve  to  show  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  undertaking  if  he  observed 
that  the  proposal  was  to  make  an  artifi- 
cial lake  of  1,000  acres,  submerging  a 
village  and  a  church.  But  it  was  not 
the  magnitude  of  the  engineering  under- 
taking, so  much  as  the  importance  of 
the  principle  of  the  question,  that  he  de- 
sired to  call  attention  to.  There  were  in 
England — excluding  the  Highlands  and 
Dartmoor — only  two  great  gathering 
grounds  for  water  supply  on  a  large 
scale ;  one  was  the  Cumberland  Lakes, 
the  other  North  Wales.  A  year  or  two 
ago  the  former  was  taken  by  Manchester, 
and  now  it  was  proposed  to  take  the 
latter  for  Liverpool,  which  was  practi- 
cally the  same  district.  He  was  quite 
ready  to  admit  the  urgent  necessity 
of  water  supply  to  our  great  towns. 
He  also  believed  that  these  undertak- 
ings, enabling  the  great  populous  places 
to  be  water-carriers  to  a  district,  might, 
under  proper  restrictions,  go  far  to  solve 
the  question  of  water  supply.  He  went 
further — for  he  desired  to  be  frank  with 
the  House.  He  thought  such  undertak- 
ings might  serve  to  diminish  floods ;  but 
vested  interests  must  be  regarded ;  they 
could  not  sacrifice  the  water  supply, 
navigation,  fisheries,  and  sanitary  re- 
quirements of  a  whole  district  even  to 
supply  another  great  population.  The 
proper  principle,  he  apprehended,  was 
this — that  no  town  should  appropriate 
the  water  supply  belonging  to  another 
district,  imless  special  circumstances 
could  be  shown  to  justify  it.  The  people 
themselves  of  the  district  must  be  first 
served,  and  for  this  obvious  reason — 
that  then  the  water  was  returned  to  the 
stream ;  and  whereas  they  might  be 
aff*ected  by  reducing  the  flow  of  water, 
they  were  compensated  by  the  supply — 
and  that  was  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  Duke  of  Hichmond's  Commission  in 
1869.  But  Liverpool  said,  **  We  have 
no  alternative."  Was  that  so  ?  He  was 
informed  that  the  Eivington  mains  only 
required  proper  cleaning  to  supply 
4,000,000  gallons  a-day  now.  Then  he 
held  in  his  hand  Beports  by  eminent 
engineers  to  the  Liverpool  Corporation 
as  to  supply  from  the  Cumberland  Lakes, 
the  Lakes  of  Ullos  water,  and  Ha  wes  water; 
also  the  Bivers  Wyro  and  Bleasdale;  also 
tlie  Bala  Lake,  in  North  Wales.     As 
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to  the  last,  he  miffht  observe  that,  though 
in  North  Wales,  it  had  a  watershed  down 
the  Dee  Valley  towards  Liverpool,  and 
would  not,  therefore,  be  open  to  the  ob- 
j  ection  of  a  separate  watershed.  So  that 
it  was  not  true  that  there  was  no  alter- 
native, though  the  circumstances  of  each 
case  might  have  to  be  considered  by  a 
Committee  with  the  objections  thereto. 
Then,  as  to  precedent  and  principle  laid 
down  by  this  House,  they  nad  the  Re- 
port of  the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Com- 
mittee and  the  Bivers  Pollution  Commis- 
sion ;  also  the  Bivers  Conservancy  Bill 
of  last  Session.  He  found  that  in  1865 
a  Water  Bill  of  Gloucester  and  Chel- 
tenham, to  obtain  a  supply  from  the 
Thames  Valley,  was  thrown  out  on  the 
second  reading  by  a  majority  of  30,  on 
the  same  ground — namely,  that  the 
watershed  belonged  to  the  Vcdley.  Then 
they  had  the  case  of  Thirlmere,  a  year 
or  two  ag^i  which  was  referred  to  a 
Hybrid  Committee.  He  would  only  ob- 
serve that  the  cases  were  not  Quito  simi- 
lar, because  in  the  case  of  Thirlmere 
there  was  no  population  affected  by  the 
withdrawal  of  the  water,  and  it  was 
practically  a  case  within  the  watorshed 
of  the  town  of  Manchester.  There  were 
also  eesthetic  questions  which  did  not 
occur  in  the  case  of  the  Severn  Valley. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  he  had  said 
enough  to  show  that  if  the  House  was 
disposed  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time 
it  could  only  be  on  the  understanding 
that  it  was  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, with  an  Listruction  such  as  he 
had  g^ven  Notice  of.  As  he  saw  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  put  on  the 
Paper  that  morning  a  Notice  substan- 
tially the  same  as  lus,  and  that,  in  fact, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  adopted  his 
proposal,  he  would  venture  to  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Worcester 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  Bill  was  so  referred 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee,  with  such  an  In- 
struction as  he  had  given  Notice  of,  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  adopted. 

Mr.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  discussing  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  upon  the  second  reading.  Un- 
doubtedly it  was  a  Bill  of  a  peculiar 
character,  and  he  could  not  wonder  that 
its  provisions  had  attracted  the  notice  of 
persons  who  were  interested  in  the  waters 
of  the  Valley  of  the  Severn.    His  hon. 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Worcester  had 
proposed  to  reject  the  Bill  upon  the 
second  reading ;  but  neither  his  hon. 
Friend  nor  the  hon.  Member  for  Glou- 
cester, who  seconded  the  Motion,  nor  tlie 
deputation  which  waited  upon  him  (Mr. 
Sdatar-Booth)  a  few  days  ago,  repre- 
senting the  population  of  the  Severn 
Yallej,   stated  their  views  in   such   a 
manner  as  to  justify  an  assertion  that 
the  Bill  was  altogether  opposed  to  their 
interests  and  wishes.    He  had  no  in- 
tention of  becoming  an  adyocate  of  the 
Bill ;  bat  he  thought  he  might  venture 
to  9BJ  that  he  was  aware  that  Liverpool 
stood  in  need  of  an  improved  and  ex- 
tended water  supply,  and  he  had  believed 
that  good  reasons  could  be  shown  for 
the  selection  which  had  been  made  in 
the  plan  now  submitted  to  the  House. 
Bnt  whether  that  were  so  or  not,  whether 
it  proved  to  be  a  good  one  or  one  that  the 
House  would  afterwards  decline  to  sauc- 
tion,  undoubtedly   the  Corporation    of 
Liverpool,  representing  such  vast  inte- 
rests and  such  an  enormous  extent  of 


the  Committee  of  Selection,  and  that  such 
of  the  Petitioners  as  should  have  pre- 
sented Petitions  against  the  Bill  might, 
if  they  thought  fit,  be  heard  by  Counsel 
before  the  Committee.     His  hon.  Friend 
below  the  Gangway  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke) 
very  fairly  stated  that  the  Bill  was  not 
opposed  by  many  of  the  constituents 
whom  he  represented,  but  whose  interests 
were  connected  with  the  Valley  of  the 
Severn.     Whether  that  was  so  or  not 
was  a  question  which  might  bo  fully  in- 
quired into,  if  the  Bill  wore  referred  to 
a  Hybrid  Committee,  with  the  Instruction 
which  he  proposed  to  add  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Committee,  and  the  language  of 
which  he  hoped  the  House  and  the  hon.^ 
Member  behind  him  (Sir  Baldw3m  Leigh- 
ton)  would 'appro  vo,Jrather  than  that  of 
the  Motion  of  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
previously  given  Notice.     If  that  were 
so,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friends  (Mr.  Hill 
and   Sir  Baldwyn  Loighton),  who  had 
taken  upon  themselves  the  serious  re- 
sponsibility of  asking  the  House  to  reject 
the  Bill  on  the   second  reading  would 


population,  had  a  right  to  expect  that  a    be  content  that  it  should  be  referred  to  a 
well  matured  scheme,  such  as  the  House  '  ^  '  ^     •-»    ^i  .•• 

might  expect  this  to  be,  would  receive 
fnU  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the 
House  of  Commons.     On  the  other  hand, 
he  was  free  to  admit  that,  following  the 
analogy  of  the  Thirlmere  Scheme  of  last 
year  and  the  year  before  last,  which  was 
thought   of  such    peculiar    importance 
that  it  was  referred  to  a  tribunal  of  a 
different  constitution  from  that  to  which 
Private  Bills  were  usually  referred,  the 
same  course  should  be  pursued  in  this 
ease.     No  doubt  the  two  cases  were  not 
exactly  similar;  but  there  was  some  ana- 
\oftj  between  them.     If  this  course  were 
a<fopted,  the  Bill  would  be  referred  to  a 
tribunal  that  would  be  capable  of  taking 
a  wider  view  of   the   matter  than  an 
ordinary  Private  Bill  Committee ;  and  it 
certainly  appeared  to  him  that  the  inte- 
rests of  those  who  dwelt  in  the  ScV(:»rn 
Valley  should  bo  secured  and  maintained, 
seeing  that  they  had  asortof /;ri///'i  facit^ 
right,  not,  perhaps,  to  the  monopoly  of 
this  water,  but  to  have  their  interests 
fairly    secured    and  considered  before 
the  water  was  taken  away  from  thorn. 
He  had,  therefore,  taken  upon  himself 
to  place  a  Notice  upon  the  l^lpcr  of  a 
Motion  that  if  the  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time  it  should  be  referred  to  a  iSelect 
Committee  of  nine  Members,  five  to  bo 
Bominated  by  the  House,  and  four  by 


Committee  charged  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  interests  of  everybody  con- 
corned  in  the  water  of  the  district.  lie 
undoubtedly  thought  that  it  would  bo 
for  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  show  that 
thoy  wore  not  taking  away  more  water 
than  was  absolutely  ret^uirftd  for  tlio 
necessities  of  Liverpool,  and  that  instead 
of  seeking  to  abstract  it  in  order  to  make 
a  profit  out  of  it,  they  had  in  reality 
no  other  available  sourtfo  of  supply.  Ho 
believed  that  good  reason  should  be 
shown  whv  the  Thirlmere  Scheme  could 
not  bo  made  available.  lie  would  not 
detain  the  House  further,  as  it  was  neces- 
sary to  proceed  with  the  Public  Business. 
The  Resolution  which  ho  intended  to 
propose,  after  the  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time,  in  the  event  of  the  Amendment 
now  before  the  House  being  withdrawn, 
was — 

*'Th.it  tin*  Bill  W.  ri'fiiT«'tl  to  a  S«l»«ct  ('t»tn- 
mittof  of  nin»?  ^^^^InlM■rrt,  live  tubo  noininat*  il  by 
tlioI{<>iiM(Min<l  fourhythi'<  'oininitti  «of  Sol«-('ti'»n, 
and  that  Kii'-h  «•£  thr  l\.titium'iH  as  sliall  hav,> 
])rrsrnt«Ml  thiir  IVtitioii-*  airaiint  tin*  Hill  luay, 
if  thiy  think  fit,  hv  Iwanl  U-fun'  pinh  (.'oiiimillru 
hy  tlu'ir  ('ouiisel.  'I'liat  it  In?  an  Jnstructicm  to 
th»^  I'oiumittoo  that  thfy  havr  imw*  r  to  in«|uiri5 
iiit«»  ami  rrpi'rt  npun  thi*  jn-fsiiit  an«l  iirospirlivo 
surticitiiry  <if  tin*  water  nujijily  of  thi?  ili-trif-t 
whicli  tho  (-oriK^rationof  Live  rjMn»l  aro  ant  Im- 
ri/«'d  to  8iii>i»ly,  ami  into  tin*  rxistont;*'  of  any 
other  availablo  source  of  gupply  :  and  wIh-iIht, 
liaving  n'l^anl  to  tin;  various  iutorL«td  aQV'Ctcd  by 
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tbo  scheme,  and  to  the  present  and  prospective 
requirements  of  the  population  in  the  Severn 
Vidley  as  to  water-supply,  fishing,  navigation, 
and  the  scouring  effect  of  floods,  compulsory 
powers  should  be  given  to  take  water  from  the 
River  Vymwy  and  its  tributaries ;  and,  if  so,  to 
what  extent,  and  under  what  conditions,  as  to 
compensation  water,  or  otherwise;  and  also 
what  provisions  are  requisite  for  enforcing  and 
securing  such  conditions." 

Sir  EDMUND  LEOHMERE  was 
anxious  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the 
part  of  those  who  opposed  the  Bill.  He 
thought  it  might  mislead  the  House  if  it 
were  supposed  that  in  any  churlish  spirit 
they  were'  endeavouring  to  deprive  a 
large  and  important  population  like  that 
of  Liverpool  of  the  means  of  obtaining 
water  for  domestic  and  sanitary  purposes. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  was  that  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Severn  Valley  who  were 
interested  in  the  gathering  grounds  of 
the  Vymwy  River-head  believed  that  an 
efficient  water  supply  could  be  obtained 
by  Liverpool  at  Ulleswater,  or  if  sani- 
tary purposes  were  the  object  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  they  might  avail  them- 
selves of  the  powers  given  to  Manches- 
ter, under  the  Thirlmere  Water  Scheme, 
of  obtaining  from  that  source  25  gallons 
per  head  per  day,  which  were  sufficient 
for  all  sanitary  purposes.  It  was  be- 
cause the  proposal  was  to  take  away 
this  water  for  trade  purposes  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district  objected  to  it. 
It  was  important,  no  doubt,  for  a  manu- 
facturing and  commercial  town  like 
Liverpool  to  have  an  abundant  supply 
of  water  for  manufacturing  purposes ; 
but  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  con- 
templating the  abstraction  of  an  amount 
of  water  that  must  necessarily  interfere 
with  the  navigation  of  one  of  the  most 
important  rivers  in  the  Kingdom.  At 
the  present  moment  the  River  Severn 
was  navigable  for  42  miles ;  the  daily 
traffic  upon  it  amounting  to  thousands 
of  tons,  and  it  brought  in  a  revenue  of 
£8,000  a-year.  This  navigable  river 
was  really  a  great  artery  of  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  the  Midland  counties ; 
and  it,  therefore,  did  seem  a  monstrous 
thing  that  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
Liverpool  with  a  large  amount  of  water 
for  manufacturing  purposes,  and  en- 
abling the  Corporation  of  Liverpool  to 
sell  it  at  a  large  profit,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Severn,  who  were  the 
guardians  of  that  river,  were  to  have 
their  water  supply  so  much  diminished 
that  the  navigation  of  the  river  would 


be  injured  and  obstructed.  It  might  be 
said  that  it  was  a  question  how  far  com- 
pensation could  be  afforded  for  the 
water  that  was  taken  away  from  the 
navigation  of  the  Severn.  But  then, 
a^in,  there  was  the  sanitary  question, 
which  required  full  consideration,  and 
was  of  the  utmost  importance  to  such 
towns  as  Bridgnorth,  Shrewsbury,  and 
Worcester,  which  derived  their  water 
supply  from  the  Severn.  He  had 
thought  it  only  right  that  he  should 
endeavour  to  point  out  these  considera- 
tions to  the  House,  and  he  mi^ht  add 
that  he  had  not  the  slightest  idea  of 
opposing  the  Bill  in  order  to  deprive  the 
town  of  Liverpool  of  a  supply  of  water. 
Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAHt  said,  he 
knew  nothing  yet  of  the  merits  of  the 
proposal  to  supply  Liverpool  with  water 
irom  this  particular  source,  or  of  the 
grounds  of  opposition  to  it ;  but  he 
thought  the  House  would  do  well  to 
adopt  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  proposed.  If 
the  House  appointed  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, having  no  local  interest  on  either 
side,  or  as  little  local  interest  on  either 
side  as  possible,  they  would  secure  that 
the  subject  woiild  be  examined  strictly 
on  its  merits.  Undoubtedly,  a  large 
town  like  Liverpool  had  great  need  of 
water,  and  every  well-considered  scheme 
that  could  be  submitted  for  providing  a 
supply  must  receive  every  attention.  On 
the  other  hand,  when  a  town  left  its 
own  watershed,  a  great  deal  of  proof 
was  necessary  to  convince  the  House 
that  such  town  was  justified  in  separating 
from  its  own  natural  watershed,  and 
going  into  another  part  of  the  country 
for  a  supply.  He  thought  the  present 
case  was  very  similar  to  the  case  of  the 
Thirlmere  Water  Bill,  and  if  it  were  re- 
ferred to  a  Hybrid  Committee  he  be- 
lieved that  full  justice  would  be  done  to 
it.  There  was,  however,  one  suggestion 
which  ho  should  like  to  make.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  sat  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  (Mr.  Raikes)  had  often  done 
him  the  honour  of  making  him  Chair- 
man of  such  Committees  as  this ;  but  as 
he  had  served  so  recently  on  the  one 
which  sat  to  inquire  into  the  Thirlmere 
Scheme  he  trusted  that  he  would  not  be 
asked  to  act  again.  On  general  grounds, 
he  thought  it  was  of  great  importance 
that  an  inquiry  should  take  place  into 
the  proposals  made  to  the  House,  and 


1893    Lmrpool  Corparaium      (Febbuaby24,  1880}     '       Water  Bill.  1294 

lie  therefore  hoped  the  House  would  not  principles  incidentcdly  raised  in  them 
reject  the  Bill.  might  have  a  material  effect  upon  the 
Mb.  BAIKES  said,  that  the  only  part  interests  of  other  districts.  The  main 
of  the  speech  just  delivered  by  the  right  question  involved  in  the  present  Bill 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  with  which  was  how  ftir  it  was  to  be  considered 
the  House  would  not  agree  was  that  in  desirable  that  a  large  population,  at 
which  he  expressed  his  unwillingness  to  a  great  distance  off,  should  bo  al- 
atupon  theUommittee.  The  House  was  lowed  to  appropriate  water  belonging 
aware  of  the  good  services  which  the  to  another  watershed.  The  importance 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  already  ren-  of  that  question  could  not  be  over- 
dered  as  Chairman  of  the  Manchester  rated.  And  it  was  desirable  that  the 
and  Thirlmere  Committee ;  and  he  (Mr.  Hybrid  Committee  to  which  it  was 
Baikes)  hoped  that  if  a  similar  Com-  proposed  to  refer  the  Bill  should  be 
mittee  were  constituted  in  regard  to  the  assisted  in  their  labours,  as  far  as  pos- 
present  Bill  they  might  at  least  profit  by  sible,  by  having  evidence  before  them 
Uiainformationacquired  by  the  right  hon.  which  should  elucidate  the  views  of  the 
(Gentleman.  It  was  most  desirable,  when  Government.  Such  evidence  would  be 
Committees  of  this  sort  were  constituted,  far  more  valuable  than  any  evidence 
that  they  should  possess  such  weight  from  particular  witnesses  brought  to 
with  the  House  as  to  satisfy  it  that  support  the  views  either  of  the  promoters 
they  had  faiily  considered  the  best  in-  or  opponents  of  the  scheme.  He  hoped 
terMts  of  all  the  parties  concerned,  they  would  have  this  advantage  in  con- 
Bat  there  was  one  point  in  regard  to  sonting  to  refer  the  present  Bill  to  a 
the  pFOceedings  in  connection  with  the  Hybrid  Committee. 
Thirlmere  Bill  to  which  he  wished  to  Mr.  ROWLEY  HILL  said,  that  after 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  Ho  the  proposal  which  had  been  made  by 
wished  to  remind  hon.  Members  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
when  that  Bill  was  first  before  Parlia-  the  Local  Gt)vernment  Board,  supported 
aumt  the  promoters  of  it  were  put  to  as  it  was  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen  of 
great  inconvenience  on  account  of  the  great  influence,  he  would,  by  tlie  leave 
action  taken  iil  **  another  place,"  where  of  the  House,  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

^K^^   ¥^^  that  the   introduction   of  Amondment,  hy  le^Ye,  withdrawn. 

additional  matter  into  the  Bill  was  a  ^r-r\      x.l        i          j^ 

contravention  of  the   Standing  Orders  M:ain  Question  ^n.,  and  agreed  to, 

of  the  House  of  Lords.     He  hoped  the  Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Committee  upon  the  present  Bill  would  g^^  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 

bear  that  circumstance  in  mmd,  and  bo  ^^^  proposed  to  withdraw  the  Motion  of 

careful,   if  possible,  so  to   shape   any  ^^^(^^  ^^  i^^^^l     •  ^^  ^^^^i^^  j„  ^^^^^^^  ^,^ 

Ammdments  they  mi^ht  introduce  into  ^hat  which  was  proposed  by  the  Presi- 
de BiU  as  not  to  infringe  the  Standing  ^^^^^  ^^  ^ho  Local  Government  Board,  as 
Orders  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia-  ^^^^  ^^^^  substantially  the  same. 
mmt.     After  what  had  been  said  by  his  ^^^      SCLATEll  -  BOOTH     then 

right  hon.  Fnend  the  President  of  the    ^oved 

LocalGbvcmmentBoard,  and  the  general  «,rp,   ..i     u-n  v       t      i*       ^  i    *  r. 

#!•            i-«i-t-ji                              1  *'rhjittho  Mill  ho  rcforroii  to  a  So1«tI  fNnn- 

feehng  which  had  been   expressed   on  ^^-^^^^^  ^f  ^i^^,  Memhrrn.  Five  to  Im>  Ti..niiTi:tt«a 

the  part  of  the  House,   he  presumed  by  thollousoand  Fourbv  thfCoinmittru  of  Sc- 

that   the  Bill    would  be   read  a  second  lection,  and  that  such  of  the  rctitioncrs.'iHHli.-ill 

time   and   referred  to  a  Hybrid  Com-  have  prcsintod  th.ir  lVtition»  a^'ainist  tho  Hiil 

5^7V'  ^   T^         necessary,  tnereiore,  Q,m,„itt^.^,  ^y  their  Counsel.'' 

that  he  should  say  anythincr  upon  the  par-  ^^  i.-              jj 

tienlu-  merits  of  the  question  Lolf ;  but  it  ^^^t'""  "If'"'  '"• 

waa  important  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  Onhrnf, 'Hint  8uch   of  tho  INtitiomrs  n^ 

the  Preeident  of  the  Local  Government  f;;'"  have  pn-sontrd  thvir  iN-titions  affainst  iho 

y%       >a    1-      ij  L                     A   ji*         ir  Ai  JJill  onor  iK'forc  tiic  1st  dav  of  Jlarch  n<'Xt  mav. 

Board  should  have  accepted  himself  the  jf  ^hov  think  lit,  be  heard  Wfore  such  <  v.mmit ' 

nsponnbuit}r  of  framing  an  Instruction  lo,.  hy  tlieir  Omnsrl.  and  Counhol  may  be  lu-ard 

to  the  Committee,  because,  in  that  case,  in  snpjiort  of  thi>  liiil  against  such  ]*i>titionK. 

thaj  had  the  special  advantage  of  know-  '^^"^  i^  ^^  «"  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 

in»  what  the  avatem  waa  which  he  ad-  *^^***  ^^"'>'  ^"*^'*'  I*"^'*''  *^  inquire  into  and  rei>..it 

*?•  ™"  ._    «y«^°^  \^^,  ^."^C'^  /^f  *"  upon  the  prewnt  and  prosinctivc  8u!licieucy  of 


VOiy   great   public  interest  was    the  water  muj.j.Iv  of  the  dintrict  wlii.li  thoTor- 
ftb  in  schemes  of  this  sort,  bocauso  the    i>orution  of  Liverpool  uru  authorized  to  supply, 
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the  hands  of  the  Commismonera,  and  ho 
had  no  power  in  the  matter  at  all.  He 
was  informed  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Gommiasion  that  the  Gommiwioners  did 
not  see  that  any  good  pur{>o9e  would  be 
served  b;  publishing  any  part  of  the 
eridenco  before  the  conclusion  of  their 
labours ;  and,  in  coming  to  that  conclu- 
sion, tliej  were  not  departing  from  the 
ordinary  course. 

Ma.  MAODONALD  gave  Nottce  that, 
when  the  Vote  for  the  payment  of  the 
expenses  of  the  Commiagioa  came  before 
the  House  in  Oommittee,  he  should 
move  that  the  sum  of  £1,700,  set  down 
for  the  purpose,  should  not  be  granted 
until  their  Beport  was  published. 


rnnil  into  the  existence  of  any  other  available 
■ource  of  supply ;  and  vhether,  having  rognrd 
to  tho  Tarioiia  interests  affected  by  the  Kheme, 
anil  to  the  preseDtand  proapcctive  requiremenU 
of  the  population  in  the  Sovcm  Valley  as  to 
mter  supply,  fishing,  naTigntion/and  the  scour- 
ing effeft  of  doods,  compulsur}'  powers  should 
be  (riven  to  take  water  from  the  River  Vymwy 
and  its  tributaries:  and,  if  so,  to  irhat  extent, 
and  under  whut  conditions,  aa  to  compenBation 
water,  or  olhcrwiitf ;  and  also  what  proviaions 
atv  requisite  for  enforcing  and  securing  such 
conditions."— (Jfr.  Sclater-Baotk.) 

QUESTIONS. 


BEA  FISHERIES  COMMISSION— TRAWL 
OR  BEAM   FISHING. 

LoBD  ELCHO  aabed  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  intends  to  ask  Parliament  for 
further  power  with  a  view  to  the  better 
regulation  of  trawl  net  or  beam  trawl 
fishing,  as  recommended  in  the  recent 
Seport  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  Commis- 
sioners ? 

ViscouirrSANDON:  Ihave  been  asked 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  to 
answer  this  Question,  as  all  matters  con- 
nected with  sea  fisheries  belong  to  the 
administration  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
I  have  only  recently  received  from  the 
Borne  Office  a  copy  of  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  who  were  appointed 
to  inquire  into  certain  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Boa  fisheries.  I  am  now 
giving  my  careful  consideration  to  this 
Keport,  as  well  as  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Koval  Commission  of  1866  upon  the  Sea 
FisDeries;  but,  considering  the  Business 
already  before  Parliament,  I  cannot 
think,  even  supposing  I  find  legislation 
to  be  desirable,  that  I  could  nope  to 
make  any  pn>|;resa  this  Session  with  a 
•  <.ii  this  nature. 


\llM\\t    -Vll'UiKNTS   COMMISSION. 

«K.   M-U'lH>N.\l.h  asked  the  Secre- 

i.ii>  i-i  ^iitto  Wx  \\w  Home  l>epartment, 

li  ih.ii-  bo  *uv  |»i\>»i>tiet  of  any  portion 

!i.'  IC\  iiU'iii,-v  k>n  iSxMtHHliiigs  of  what 

i^  li.-^ii.!  1,1  !*'!(*-U'Wiilii'  CVjmmirwion" 

.   M'u  \.^    VkviJvui*  hoing  published 

'>    t'  .    -I.  '  liwo  ol'  iho  vutim  sittings  of 

\,    '.  ■  li      1  'i.-L.  *  hi-lhct  BUeh  a  wmrsG 

.,   \l:.<.-.\    v.,:\  t^^•  i.>r\UuarY  pi 

:.>;.     '.    >N>:u:iii?wk^oi  '.•i  a  aimiloi 

\)  .     V'':iMx'.\  ;'K\Wii<    iu  r^idj! 


AKMY— REGULATION  OF  CORRE8PON1>- 
EKTS   IK   THE   FIELD. 

Ma.  HOPWOOD  ask'ed  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  be 
the  fact  that  Officers  of  the  Staff  in  the 
reoent  wars  in  Zululand  and  Afghan- 
istan have  acted,  or  are  acting,  as  paid 
correspondents  to  newspapers  in  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  is  such  employment 
undertaken  with  the  approval  of  the 
General  Commanding  or  of  the  authori- 
ties here  or  in  India ;  if  not,  whether 
any  Despatch  or  Memorandum,  censur- 
ing or  prohibiting  such  a  practice,  has 
been  issued  to  tho  service  here  or  in 
India  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
or  H.  B.  H.  Commanding  in  Chief; 
and,  whether  any  formal  repeal  or  can- 
celling of  the  Begulations  of  Correspon- 
dents in  the  Field  "  provisionally  sanc- 
tioned," has  been  issued  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  or  H.  E,  H. 
Commanding  in  Chief;  and,  if  bo,  on 
what  dates  or  dates  have  such  Despatches 
or  Memoranda  been  issued,  and  will  he 
bo  kind  enough  to  lay  Copies  upon  the 
Table  ? 

CoLoifEL  STANLEY :  I  have  seen  it 
stated  that  officers  of  the  Staff  have 
acted  as  correapon dents  of  newspapers 
in  Zululand  ;  but  I  have  no  information 
on  tho  subject.  With  reference  to  their 
having  so  acted  in  Afghanistan,  that,  I 
believe,  was  stated  in  a  despatch  of 
Qoneral  Eoberte ;  but,  as  I  explained 
in  answer  to  a  Question  which  had  been 
put,  tho  Queen's  Begulations  aro  drawn 
up  at  homo,  and  have  no  force  in  India. 
Tne  employment  of  ofTiccrs  in  such  capa- 
city had  not,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  been 
undertaken  with  the  approval  of  the  au- 
thoritieB  hero.  A  Memorandum  prohibit- 
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ing  BOoh  a  praotioe  has  been  issued  by 
the  Oommander-in -Chief,  and  circulated 
among  all  general  officers.  This  was  of 
a  recent  date,  about  the  end  of  lust 
month,  or  the  commencemout  of  this. 
With  regard  to  the  formal  repeal  of  the 
Begulations  as  to  correspondents  which 
are  stated  to  be  ''  provisionally  sanc- 
tioned," I  can  say  that,  inasmuch  as  no 
Begulations  have  been  issued,  there 
have  been  none  to  cancel,  so  far  as  the 
War  Department  or  Commander-in-Chief 
are  concerned. 

ICb.  HOPWOOD  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would  pro- 
dnce  copies  of  the  Memorandum  he  had 
mentioned  ? 

CoLoxKL  STANLEY  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  production  of  the  Memoran- 
dum could  add  anything  to  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House. 

SALMON  FISHERIES— THE  SOLWAY 
FISHERIES. 

ICb.  E.  S.  HOWARD  asked  the  8e- 
eretaryof  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
pftrty  Whether,  having  regard  to  the  re- 
port of  Mr.  Walpole,  one  of  the  Inspoc- 
tors  of  Fisheries,  dated  Jan.  24,  1880,  on 
the  subject  of  the  Solway  Fisheries,  in 
which  he  states  that  the  English  fisher- 
men have  a  right  to  complain  of  the 
state  of  the  Law,  and  that  their  com- 
plaint in  this  respect  can  only  bo  re- 
oressed  by  placing  the  whole  Firth 
ander  uniform  legislation,  the  Govern- 
ment will  institute  the  inquiry  into  the 
•abject  which  the  Inspector  further 
Mcommends  with  a  view  to  such  legisla- 
tion? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
laid,  he  entirely  agreed  that  there  shouhl 
be  uniform  legislation  for  the  whole 
Rrth  ;  but  there  were  difEculties  in  the 
WAT.  The  first  step  ho  had  thought 
right  to  take  was  to  give  instructions 
that  an  English  Inspector  and  a  Scotch 
Inspector  should  proceed  to  the  spot. 
tad  report  to  him  on  the  subject. 

POST  OFFICE— POST  OFFICE  SAVIXCiS 
BANK  REGULATIONS. 

Ma.  HIBBERT  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  case  of  Elizalx-th 
Morpeth,  a  married  woman,  wlio  Inst 
Tear  out  of  her  earnings  deposited  £'76 
m  the  Post  OfRce  Savings  Bank  at  Man- 
%  and,  through  the  negligence  or 


violation  of  trust  of  the  Post  Office  offi- 
cials there,  was  not  only  deprived  of  £48 
of  that  sum,  by  its  payment  to  her  hus- 
band without  the  order  of  court  required 
by  Law,  but  was  also  refused  payment 
of  tlio  balance  of  £28  without  appeal  to 
the  County  Court ;  and,  whether,  as  this 
ond  other  similar  cases  have  occurred 
under  the  loose  wording  of  Rule  8  (Post 
Office  Savings  Banks)  as  to  deposits  of 
married  women,  such  llule  can  be  so 
amended  and  explained  as  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  Post  Office  authorities 
will  give  full  eflfect  to  the  provisions  of 
*' The  Married  Women's  Property  Act, 
1870?" 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  My  at- 
tention  has  been  called  to  this  matter. 
The  facts  are  as  follow : — The  money 
(£76)  was  not  all  deposited  last  year — 
indeed,  £30  is  the  largest  sum  which 
can  be  deposited  in  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  in  any  one  year  by  any 
one  person.  The  sum  of  £60  odd  was 
deposited  by  Mrs.  Morpeth  at  various 
times  before  the  passing  of  the  Married 
Women's  Property  Act  in  1870  ;  but  this 
amount  had  been  reduced  by  with- 
drawals to  £48  8«.  \d,  when  the  hus- 
band's claim  to  the  money  was  made  in 
October  last.  This  balance  was  clearly 
the  property  of  the  husband  by  law; 
and  as  he,  when  advancing  his  claim  to 
it,  complied  with  all  the  requirements 
of  the  I)epartment  in  such  cases,  even  to 
the  production  of  the  depositor's  deposit 
book,  at  the  time  when  payment  was 
made  to  him,  the  money  was  paid  in 
accordance  with  the  9th  clause  of  the 
Regulations  framed  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Hunk  Act.  There  was  no  alternative. 
The  husband  also  laid  claim  to  the  sums 
— £28  odd — phiced  to  the  credit  of  the 
account  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  but  this  claim  was  resisted  by  the 
Department ;  and  it  was  left  either  to 
tlie  liuaband  or  to  the  wife  to  establish 
a  title  to  that  portion  of  the  money  in 
accordance  witli  Section  9  of  the  Married 
Women's  Property  Act,  1870,  by  ajipli- 
cation  to  one  of  the  judicial  authorities 
therein  mentioned.  Tlie  huaband  took 
no  action  in  the  matter ;  but  the  deposi- 
tor— tlu^  wife — did  apply  to  the  Salford 
County  Court,  and  obtained  an  order  in 
her  favour  with  coats  against  her  hus- 
band, and  payment  was  made  to  her 
forthwith.  The  correspondence  was 
conducted  entirely  by  the  Dopartuiont 
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in  London,  and  not  through  the  Man- 
chester Post  Office;  and  there  is  no 
foundation  whatever  for  the  statement 
that  the  depositor  has  been  **  deprived*' 
of  her  money  **  through  the  negligence 
or  violation  of  trust  of  Post  Office  offi- 
cifids."  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any 
similar  cases  having  occurred.  Para- 
graph 8  of  ITie  Post  Office  Guide  states 
the  substance  of  No.  9  of  the  Savings 
Bank  Hegulations  dated  the  13th  of 
August,   1861,  with  an  addition  as  re- 

fards  the  Married  Women's  Property 
.ct,  1870.  Possibly  the  reference  to 
that  Act  might  be  more  clearly  ex- 
pressed ;  but  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
paragraph,  as  it  stands,  has  prevented 
the  Act  of  1870  from  having  the  full 
effect  which  the  Post  Office  authorities 
have  always  endeavoured  to  give  it. 

TURKEY— CAPTURE  OF  COLONEL 
8YNGE  BY  BRIGANDS. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  reported  out- 
rage upon  Colonel  Synge  near  Trico- 
vitza ;  whether  the  brigands  who  carried 
him  off  are  known  to  be  subjects  of  the 
Eang  of  the  Hellenes,  or  notorious  inha- 
bitants of  the  vilayet  of  Salonica  and  its 
neighbourhood — subjects  of  the  Porte, 
who  have  long  been  in  the  habit  of  com- 
mitting depredations  in  the  district ;  and, 
if  they  are  Hellenic  subjects,  whether 
he  can  explain  the  existence  of  an  armed 
band  of  Greek  brigands  in  time  of  peace 
in  Turkey,  inland,  at  a  distance  of  about 
one  hundred  miles  from  the  Greek  fron- 
tier? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  I  have  no  doubt  that 
every  hon.  Member  present  has  seen  an 
account  of  this  circumstance  in  the  news- 
papers. I  am  sure  the  House  will  per- 
ceive that,  under  existing  circumstances, 
it  would  be  extremely  inexpedient  for 
me  to  make  any  statement  with  regard 
to  the  facts  alleged  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  his  Question. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON :  I  beg  to  ask, 
not  for  any  information  that  ma}'  hurt 
Colonel  Synge  in  any  way,  but  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  nationality  of  the  brigands 
who  committed  the  outrage  ?  To  state 
that  cannot  do  Colonel  Synge  any  harm. 

Mb.  BOURKE:  I  will  not  undertake 
the  responsibility  of  saying  that  any 

Lord  John  Mann&rs 


statement  I  may  make  might  not  1 
jurious  to  Colonel  Synge. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  :  I  beg  t 
Notice  that  I  shall  call  the  attent 
the  House  to  this  subject. 

CYPRUS— TURKISH  NEWSPAPI 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  aske^ 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fc 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  tha 
Turkish  newspaper  "  Uncid  ''  has 
suppressed  by  the  Lord  High  Co] 
sioner  of  Cyprus;  and,  if  so,  on 
grounds? 

Mb.  BOUEKE,  in  reply,  said 
newspaper  in  question  had  not 
suppressed  by  the  Lord  High  Coi 
sioner  of  Cyprus.  Some  little  tim 
the  Ottoman  authorities  applied  1 
authorities  in  Cyprus,  with  the  vi 
having  this  paper  stopped  at  the 
Office  in  Beyrout.  The  Post 
authorities  at  Beyrout  applied  t* 
Commissioner  at  Cjrprus  to  have 
paper  stopped,  both  at  Cyprus  and 
rout;  and,  acting  under  the  prec( 
in  existence  of  former  Govemc 
orders  were  given  that  the  paper  s 
be  stopped  at  the  Post  Office  in  Be 
and  in  Cyprus.  Of  course,  the  Ei 
Post  Offices  in  Turkey,  existing  oi 
permission  of  the  Turkish  Govern 
could  not  claim  greater  libert 
British  persons,  or  greater  rigl 
passage  through  the  British  Post  ( 
than  the  Turks.  At  the  same  tim 
paper  was  not  suppressed  in  Cypri 

MOTIONS. 


PRIVILEGE   OF  PARLIAMENT— i: 
NITY  FROM  ARREST.—RESOLUT 

Mr.  BLAKE,  in  rising  to  move- 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  t 
rilege  of  Immunity  from  Arrest,  now  e 
by  Peers  and  Mcmocrs  of  Parliament,  is  i 
the  public  good,  and  ought  to  be  abolishc 

said,  if  the  House  was  not  al 
wearied  by  its  recent  discussioi 
Privilege,  he  craved  its  indul 
while  he  rose  that  question  in  an 
form.  The  Privilege  of  which  he  d< 
to  speak,  thoueh  hoary  with  anti< 
and  once,  no  doubt,  of  great  val 
Parliament  and  the  nation,  had  no 
come  almost  obsolete,  and  was  of 
doubtful  benefit  that  he  pleaded,  n 


its  continuance,  but  for  its  removal.  He 
complained  not  of  its  breach,  but  of  its 
observance.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
go  at  length  into  its  origin.  It  was 
sufficient  to  say  that  originally  it  formed 
one  of  a  large  number  of  similarly 
anomalous  exemptions,  by  which  tho 
High  Court  of  Parliament  protected  it- 
self against  the  ordinary  processes  of  tho 
Common  Law.  Not  only  the  persons  of 
Members,  but  also  those  of  their  ser- 
vants, were  held  free  from  arrest,  while 
their  lands  and  goods  were  also  exem^^t 
from  being  taken  in  any  form  of  execu- 
tion. It  appeared  that  the  Privilege 
waa  first  claimed  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
who  probably  based  their  right  upon 
their  succession  to  the  Great  Council  of 
the  Kingdom.  The  first  case  on  record 
was  in  the  19th  year  of  Edward  I.,  when 
the  Master  of  the  Temple  petitioned  the 
"Kxag  for  permission  to  distrain  on  the 
goods  of  the  Bishop  of  St.  David's.  The 
reply  of  the  King  was — 

"  It  does  not  Boem  fit  that  the  Kinp:  should 
nnt  that  the^'  who  aro  of  his  Council  should 
M  deftnined  in  time  of  Parliament." 

Bat  whatever  the  origin  of  the  Privilege 
might  have  been,  it  rapidly  grew  and 
extended  itself,  until  it  became  a  serious 
anomaly  in  the  administration  of  justice. 
While  Parliament  was  sitting,  no  writ  or 
other  process  could  be  issued  against  any 
Member,  or  even  against  his  servants. 
Members  refused  to  attend  as  witnesses 
in  a  Court  of  Law,  or  to  obey  a  writ  of 
rabpoena  in  Chancery.  It  was  danger- 
ous t6  bring  an  action  at  any  time 
against  a  Peer,  for  the  plaintiff  might 
find  himself  committed  for  contempt. 
even  after  a  long  lapse  of  time.     The 

Snblio  inconvenience  reached  its  height 
oring  the  reign  of  tho  later  Stuarts. 
The  officers  of  Parliament  wore  continu- 
aUy  acting  in  antagonism  to  those  of 
the  Law  Courts  and  the  Sheriffs,  wliilo 
the  Houses  were  not  unfrequontly 
divided  against  each  other.  There  were 
abundant  cases  in  the  Journals  of  tlio 
HoDse  of  Commons,  where  the  Spcak<'r 
eommitted  persons  to  prison  for  ontoriiig 
on  the  estates  of  Members,  carrying  ' 
away  timber,  lopping  trees,  digging  coal, 
and  fishing  in  their  waters.  The  historian 


"Hardly  uijihing  could  bo  done  disAcrroc- 
iUe  to  a  Member  of  which  hr?  mi|;ht  n«)t  int'orin 
IIm  HcMiae,  and  cause  it  to  be  |miiib)ied.'* 

When    Privilege  was  thus   used  as  a 
of  oflTeiiGe  rather  than  as  a  shield 


of  protection  it  became  intolerable,  and 
the  general  public  demanded  some  alte- 
ration. By  a  series  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment this  Privilege  had  been  curtailed 
to  its  present  limits.  The  12  &  13 
Wtll.  III.  c.  3,  allowed  actions  to  be 
brought  against  Members  of  both 
Houses,  immediately  after  the  Dissolu- 
tion or  Prorogation  of  Parliament.  The 
Statute  of  10  Geo.  III.  c.  50,  enacted 
that  any  suit  might  at  any  time  be 
brought  against  any  Poor  or  Member  of 
Parliament,  their  servants,  or  any  other 
person  entitled  to  Privilege  of  Parlia- 
ment, except  that  the  person  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons  should  not 
thereby  be  subjected  to  any  arrest  or 
imprisonment.  The  Motion  which  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  now  made  was — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  tho 
Privilege  of  Immunity  from  Arrest,  now  enjoyed 
by  Peers  and  Members  of  Parliament,  is  not  for 
the  public  good,  and  ought  to  be  abolished.'* 

To  illustrate  the  law  as  it  now  stood,  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
a  case  which  occurred  in  August  last, 
upon  which  the  public  Press  commented 
at  the  time  with  pardonable  severity.  A 
defaulting  debtor,  who  was  a  Peer,  was 
summoned  in  a  Metroplitan  County 
Court  for  the  sum  of  48«.,  for  coals  sold 
to  him  by  the  plaint iflf.  The  Peer 
claimed  to  be  exempt  from  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  County  Court  as  respected 
personal  process,  and  carried  his  claim 
so  far  as  to  state  that  he  was  also 
exempt  from  personal  appearance  at  tho 
County  Court.  Tho  debt  was  not  dis- 
puted, and  an  order  of  the  Court  was 
mado  for  payment.  This  order  was 
treated  with  contempt.  Two  courses 
were  then  open  to  tho  plaintiffs — cither 
to  take  out  an  execution  against  the 
debtor's  goods,  or  to  apply  for  a  judg- 
ment summons  calling  upon  the  defend- 
ant to  show  cause  why  payment,  as 
ordered,  was  not  made.  The  plaintiffs 
adopted  tho  later  course,  and  obtained  a 
judgment  summons  against  tho  noble 
defendant.  In  this,  also,  as  in  the  former 
summons,  his  Lordship  pleaded  his  Pri- 
vilej2:o  as  a  Peer,  an<l  declined  in  any 
way  t(»  take  cognizance  <»f  the  proceed- 
ings. IIo  even  went  so  far  as  to  g^ve 
notice  to  the  learned  Judge,  by  letter, 
that— 

**  In  tho  event  cf  liis  Hif^nin^  a  warrant  ugninst 
him,  he  would  W  <lisniiMe^rom  his  Si'Ht  on  the 
Hfiich,  and  all  sorts  of  condi^  imnirfimonts 
would  be  vidilcd  u|H>n  tlic  parties  concerned.'* 
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His  honour,  tlie  Judge,  was  reported  to 
have  said  publicly  in  his  Court,  that — 

"The  fact  of  this  Privilege  being  claimed 
was  so  surprising  to  him  that  he  had  a  difficulty 
in  considering  it  possible  that  it  should  bo  ad- 
vanced in  answer  to  a  just  claim.  Ho  had, 
however,  referred  to  a  case  which  showed  that 
the  objection  was  well  founded  ;  and  although  he 
did  not  believe  it  was  a  correct  view  of  the  law 
he  considered  himself  bound  by  the  decision  of 
Lord  Denman.  He  hoped  that  the  decision  to 
which  he  referred  would  some  day  or  other  be 
altered  by  the  law  of  common  sense,  and  re- 
gretted that  he  had  no  power  to  help  the 
plaintiffs/' 

The  present  mode  of  procedure  was 
regulated  by  the  Debtors^  Act  of  1869, 
32  &  33  Vict  c.  62,  which  enacted— Sec- 
tion 4 — that — 

"  With  the  exceptions  hereinafter  mentioned, 
no  person  shall,  after  the  commencement  of  this 
Act,  be  arrested  or  imprisoned  for  making  de- 
fault in  payment  of  a  sum  of  money." 

Among  the  exceptions  in  Section  5  was 
the  case  of  a  person  making  default  in 
payment  of  a  debt  due  in  pursuance  of 
any  order, 

**  when  it  is  proved  that  fuch  a  person  has  .  . 
.  .  the  means  to  pay  the  sum  .  .  .  and 
has  refused  or  neglected  to  pay  the  same.*' 

It  is  further  provided  in  the  same  sec- 
tion that 

**  such  imprisonment  shall  not  operate  as  a 
satisfaction  or  extinguishment  of  the  debt ;" 

as  would  have  been  the  case  under  the 
old  writ  of  ca,  sa.  The  House  would 
remember  that,  with  reference  to  this 
case,  he  (Mr.  Blake)  put  a  Question,  on 
the  13th  of  August  last,  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General, 
asking  him  if  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  it,  and  also  if  defaulting 
debtors  who  were  Peers  were  entitled 
by  law  to  such  exemption ;  and,  if  so,  if 
he  had  considered  the  desirability  of  re- 
pealing the  exemption  ?  The  Attorney 
General,  in  his  reply,  said — 

**My  attention  has  been  called  to  the  c-ase 
mentioned  in  the  Question,  and  the  facts  appear 
to  be  correctly  represented.  I  may  state  that 
the  judgment  summons  was  issued  against  the 
noble  Defendant  to  compel  payment  of  an 
amount  of  £2  8«.  for  coals  sold  to  him  by 
the  plaintiffs.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
becoming  in  me  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
a  point  of  law  which  has  been  decided  by  a 
competent  Court.  The  learned  Judge  of  the 
Brompton  County  Court  is  a  man  of  g^roat 
ability  and  experience,  and  I  think  we  may  pro- 

anme  that  his  decision  was  right I 

should  not  myself  bo  dispoM)d  to  advocate  an 

Mr.  Blake 


extension  of  the  power  of  oommitment  for  the 
non-payment  of  debt,  or  to  interfere  with  the 
long  established  Privilegea  of  the  Peerage.  It 
is  to  be  regretted  that  the  Privilege  should  have 
been  relied  upon  in  the  case  in  question.  The 
plaintiffs,  however,  may  be  consoled  by  the 
reflection  that,  as  the  noole  Defendant  thought 
proper,  for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  payment 
of  a  debt,  to  envelope  himself  in  the  mantle  of 
the  Privileges  of  Iub  order,  he  may  be  left  to 
resort  to  the  same  mantle  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  himself  warm.  The  plaintiffiB  can 
refuse  again  to  supply  the  noble  Lord  with 
coals.**— -[3  Samard,  ccxlix.  910-11.] 

Now,  he  (Mr.  Blake)  would  admit  that 
the  case  he  had  quoted  was  in  itself  so 
ridiculous  and  contemptible  that  it  was 
unworthy  of  further  remark.     But,  as 
affording  an  illustration  of  the  offensiye 
manner  in  which  the  musty  and  fusty 
Priyilege  of  Peers  might  be  used  to  de- 
feat the  ends  of  justice,  it  was  of  im- 
portance.   The  priyilege  of  exemption 
from  arrest  on  ciyilprocess  was  shared 
by  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
There  was,  however,  this  distinction  be- 
tween the  Members  of  the  two  Houses. 
Priyilege  of  Peerage  extended  to  all 
Peers  and  Peeresses,  whether  by  birth, 
by  creation,  or  by  marriage,  and  also  to 
Scotch  and  Irish  Peers,  even  though 
they  were  not  elected    Bepresentative 
Peers  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  whereas 
commoners  had  merely  Priyilege  of  Par- 
liament,  and   enjoyed    immunitr  from 
arrest,  and  only  that  while  Paruamenl 
was  sitting  and  for  a  limited  number  oi 
days  afterwards — generally  assumed  tc 
be   40   days.     The  Priyileee  only  ex- 
tended to  ciyil  process,  and  formed  nc 
bar  to  arrest  for  treason,  felony,  misde- 
meanour, or  even  breach  of  the  peace 
In  the  interest  of  equal  justice  and  o: 
the  Peerage  itself,  this  immunity  shoulc 
be  abolished.    The  simple  question  was 
should  any  class  of  persons  be  placec 
above  the  law  ?    "Was  it  for  the  publi< 
good  that  there  should  continue  to  hi 
amongst  us  a  privileged  class  of  persons 
exempt  from  the  statutable  penalties  o 
fraud  which  attached  to  the  rest  of  th« 
community  ?    It  was  diflBcult  to  see  ho? 
there  could  be  any  but  one  answer  t< 
that  question.     Imprisonment  for  deb 
had  been  abolished.     He  had  no  desir 
to  revive  it.     That  was  not  the  ques 
tion.     The  question   was,   should    an^ 
class  of  persons  who  had  the  means  o 
payment  treat  the  decrees  of  their  Lav 
Courts  with  contempt,  and  be  allowo< 
to  plead  that  they  were  not  amenable 
whue  aU  otlier  persons  are,  for  the  mora 
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offenoe  of  evading  payment  of  their  just  raised  by  his  (Mr.  Blake's)  own  Motion, 

debts  P    By  no  surer  method  could  any  and   he  would  respect^lly  suggest  to 

Member  of  that,  or  of  the  Upper  House  him  the  propriety  of  withdrawing  it,  and 

of  Parliament,  bring  himself  into  con-  not  mixing  up  questions  which  differed 

tempt  and  ridicule  than  by  availing  him-  so  widely.     The  bankruptcy  of  Members 

self  of  that  Priyilege  in  the  manner  of  of  that  House,  to  which  the  proposed 

which  they  had  been  furnished  with  so  Amendment  of  the  hon.   Member  for 

humiliating  an  example.      Though  he  Londonderry  related,  had  been  provided 

iMr.  Blake)  had  quoted  but  one  case,  for  by  the  Bankruptcy  Act,    32   &   S3 

le  had  good  reason  to  believe  that  it  Vict,  c.  71,  Sections  120  to  124.      They 

did  not  stand  alone.     He  had  received,  were    briefly    as    follows: — Sect.    120 

since  he  gave  Notice  of  his  intention  to  enacted  that  privilege   of   Parliament 

bring  forward  this  Motion,  manv  com-  should  not  benefit  in  bankruptcy.    Sect. 

munications  from  traders  complaining  121  enacted — 

of   the  difficulty  they  experienced    in  ,  _.               ,  .         >r    i.       *  xv    i-. 

•»i.wM««.:«.»  -^^^^r.^  ri  A^\^*^   A^.^   ^^«,  I^  *  person,  being  a  Member  of  the  Com- 

proounng  payment  of  debts  due  froni  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  l>arlYament,  is  adjudged  bank- 

dennlting  debtors  having  Fnvilege  of  rupt,  he  shall  bo  and  remain  during  one  year 

Parliament.    It  was  no  secret  that  some  from  the  date  of  tlio  order  of  adjudication  inca- 

Peers,  whose  estates  were  entailed,  and  pahle  of  sitting  and  voting  in  that  House,  unlefw 

whose  life  interest  therein  was  heavily  within  that  time,  either  the  order  is  annuUed.  or 

V       jvji         •         i-'ii      /»      1  the  creditors  who  prove  debts  under  the  bank- 

mcombered,  had  also  given  biUs  of  sale,  ruptcy  are  fullv  paid  and  satisfied." 
which  included  nearly  all  their  personal 

effects,  and  which  bills  of  sale  protected  (122.)  If  the  bankruptcy  is  not  annulled, 

them  from  seizure  by  other  creditors,  or  the  debts  of  the  bankrupt  fully  paid 

Hence  it  followed  that  as  their  persons  or  satisfied  within  the  year,  the  seat  of 

were  free  from  arrest  or  imprisonment,  such  Member  shall  be  vacant.     (123.) 

sod  their  goods  could  not  be  distrained  Mr.  Speaker  thereupon  to  issue  a  new 

upon,   their  creditors  were  entirely  at  Writ.     It  was  not  his  intention  to  discuss 

their  mercy.     He  held  in  his  hand  an  ^^©8©  provisions  then,  and  he  hoped  the 

official  Betum  just  issued  to  Members  of  ^^^'  Member  would  not  ask  the  House 

that  House,  of  the  number  of  prisoners  to  discuss  them  in  connection  with  his 

eonfined  in  HoUoway  Gaol  for  the  past  (^r.  Blake's)  Motion.   If  the  hon.  Mem- 

year.     In  it  he  found  that  over  500  poor  ber  considered  those  provisions  were  not 

debtors  were  committed  for  **  non-pay-  sufficiently    stringent,   he  would    have 

ment"     It  would  be  difficult  to  convince  ample  opportunity  of  raising  the  whole 

those  persons  that  there  was  not  in  the  question.     Two  Bills  for  amending  and 

mfttter  of  debt  one  law  for  the  rich  and  enlarging  the  provibions  of  the  Bank- 

snother  law  for  the  poor.  How  could  they  ruptcy  Act  woro  now  before  the  1  louse— 

who  made  the  law  justify  the  longor  con-  <^"o  introduced  by  the  Government,  and 

tinoance  of  this  inequality  ?    Justice  do-  <>"«  ^y  private  Members.     Both  those 

manded  either  that  they  should  at  once  ^^ills  were  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 

open  the  doors  of  all  the  gaols  to  those  tee,  and  he  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 

who  were  now  confined  therein  for  non-  Member  that  ho  would  best  effect  the 


punishment.     He  did  not  know  what  the  ""^'^^  evidence  as  he  might  deem  impor- 

verdict  of  the  House  would  be  on  the  tant.     Should  ho   not  adopt  either  of 

question  which  he  had  submitted  to  it  bv  these  courses,  he  would  have  ample  oji- 

his  Besolution  ;  but  of  this  he  was  sure,  P'>itunity,  when  tlie  Bills  came  down  for 

that  outside  that  House  there  would  be  discussiiiu,    of    raising    the    important 

butoneopinion—nam«-ly,  that  the  conti-  qui'>tion     to     which    his    Anieiidmont 

Buanceof  a  Trivilege  which  operated  so  pointt^d.      Ho  would   now  conclude  by 

injnriously  and  unjustly  was  not  for  the  f'^nually  nu.vingtlie  Motion  which  stood 

public  good,  and  ought  to  be  abolish<'d.  ^^  his  name. 

With  referencetothe  Amendment  of  the  ^^j^^^j^,,^  ,^^^,^     ^^^  Question  proposed, 

hon.    Member    for    I-,<maonderry    {Mr.  .,,,   ^     .         ...  .    _  .  *  , 

/*■      1       T        •  \    1      /ir      iji   1     ^  I      11     *.         '*  » "i't    tin-    i>nvuiLT    of     Itnminiitv    frum 

Charles  Lewis),  he  (Mr.  Blaku;  had  but  ^  ^^^^^  „„^.  ,.„./,^..,i  ^^  p^^.„  ,^,^,l  M.mKw  of 
mile  to  say.  It  related  to  a  subject  >  P:,rli:iiu.  nt.  is  not  lit  tho  puMic  goiKl,  und 
wholly  and  entirely  distinct  from  that  j  ouKht  tu  be  M>uli8hi'd."— (Jfr.  Blake.) 
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Mr.  CHARLES  LEWIS,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
Hesolution,  remarked  that  unquestion- 
ably, during  the  last  few  years,  all  the 
tendency  of  legislation  had  been  towards 
the  abolition  of  arrest  for  debt.  It  was 
quite  true  that  in  the  Debtor  and  Credi- 
tor Bill  passed  in  1 860,  and  in  the  va- 
rious County  Court  Acts  passed  during 
the  last  20  years,  there  was  a  residue 
of  imprisonment  for  debt  in  certain 
circumstances  still  left  to  our  Courts  of 
Law.  That  residue  was,  however,  of  a 
very  limited  character,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  M.  T.  Bass)  had  on  several  occa- 
sions proposed  to  do  alway  altogether 
even  with  the  limited  power  of  the 
County  Courts  in  regard  to  imprison- 
ment for  debt.  Indeed,  all  the  tendency 
of  public  discussion,  both  in  and  out  of 
the  House,  had  been  in  that  direction. 
The  first  part  of  his  Amendment  was  to 
the  effect — 

"  That  it  'was  not  advisable  to  extend  the 
liability  of  any  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
to  arrest  or  imprisonment  for  debt." 

It  did  not  follow,  however,  that  he  was 
an  advocate  for  keeping  up  the  present 
power  of  imprisonment  as  regarded  the 
unprivileged  classes;  but  as  the  case 
put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
arisen  from  a  discussion  in  the  news- 
papers of  a  claim  for  £2  8«.  for  coals 
supplied,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  that 
any  practical  good  would  result  from 
the  House  discussing  it.  The  latter 
part  of  his  Amendment  declared — 

"  That  it  was  advisable  for  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  this  House  that  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  immediate  vacation  of  his  seat  by 
any  Member  who  might  become  bankrupt  or 
otherwise  arrange  or  compound  with  his  credi- 
tors under  the  Bankruptcy  Laws.'* 

The  first  Act  which  related  to  the  bank- 
ruptcy of  Members  was  passed  in  1812, 
and  the  Preamble  declared  that — 

"  Whereas  it  was  necessary  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  dignity  and  independence  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  that  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  who  become  bankrupt  and  do  not 
pay  their  debts  in  full  shall  not  retain  their 
seats." 

Similar  provisions  to  those  under  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1869  were  in  the 
Act  providing  for  a  temporary  suspen- 
sion of  a  Member's  position  for  12 
months,  and  then  if  he  did  not  pay  his 
debts  in  full,  his  seat  was  absolutely 


vacated.  The  Acts  of  1833,  1849,  and 
1869  continued  these  provisions.  When 
the  first-named  Act  was  passed  there 
existed  none  of  those  hybrid  arrange- 
ments which  were  subsequently  intro- 
duced— such  as  composition  with  credi- 
tors and  liquidation  under  the  sanction 
of  the  Court.  At  present,  perhaps, 
29-30ths  of  the  oases  which  went  into 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  were  carried 
out  by  liquidation  or  composition.  This 
case  had  happened — a  Member  had 
gone  into  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  had 
liquidated  his  affairs  by  arrangement, 
and  there  had  been  no  other  result  than 
this — that  the  creditors  had  not  been 
paid.  He  would  ask  the  House  whether 
that  was  a  satisfactory  state  of  things  ? 
In  Norwich  there  was  a  saying  that  an 
empty  sack  could  not  stand  upright. 
That  saying  rested  on  a  physical  law  ; 
but  it  also  mustrated  a  moral  law.  The 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  last 
few  years  was  a  pretty  good  g^de  to 
what  would  be  an  improvement  in  the 
law  of  the  Lower  House  relating  to  the 
bankruptcy  of  its  Members.  By  the 
Act  34  &  35  VicL  c.  50,  passed  in  1871, 
a  Peer  was  disqualified  irom  sitting  and 
voting  immediately  on  his  bankruptcy ; 
and  he  had  not  a  year's  licence  or  liberty 
to  pay  his  creditors.  Moreover,  a  Peer 
was  disqualified  under  that  Act  if  he 
made  an  arrangement  of  his  affairs 
under  bankruptcy,  and  not  merely  by 
form  of  bankruptcy.  What  had  the 
Legislature  done  in  other  cases  ?  The 
Education  Act  provided  that  if  a  mem- 
ber of  the  School  Board  was  adjudged 
bankrupt,  or  entered  into  a  composition 
or  arrangement  with  his  creditors,  he 
should  cease  to  be  a  member  of  the 
School  Board,  and  that  his  office  should 
thereupon  become  vacant.  If  that  were 
so  with  the  School  Board,  he  would  have 
thought  it  was  a  ten  times  d  fortiori 
case  that  in  that  House  they  shoidd 
keep  themselves  perfectly  firee,  and  on 
the  highest  pinnacle  of  independence, 
with  reference  to  the  personal  relations 
of  Members  with  their  creditors.  A 
similar  provision  to  that  which  applied 
to  members  of  the  School  Board  was 
also  enacted  in  1869  with  regard  to 
mayors,  aldermen,  town  councillors,  and 
justices  of  the  peace;  but  no  alteration 
was  made  in  the  status  of  Members  of 
Parliament  who  might  compound  with 
their  creditors.  He  was  sure  that  no 
Member  of  the  House,  whether  as  an 
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indiTidnal  or  in  respect  of  his  private 
chameter,  would  desire  the  present  im- 
munity of  Members  to  continue.  The 
present  state  of  things  was  also  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  consolidation  in  the 
law,  wfiich  tended  to  make  the  law  uni- 
fiirm,  and  which  it  was  now  endeavoured 
to  effect.  He  had  been  one  of  those 
who  supported  the  system  of  imprison- 
ment for  debt  until  he  saw  that  it  had 
beeome  an  instrument  of  oppression  and 
a  means  of  obtaining  power  over  small 
debtors  bj  tradesmen  of  a  certain  class, 
who  induced  the  wife  to  take  credit  in 
order  to  get  the  money  out  of  the  hus- 
band by  threat  of  imprisonment.  The 
House  of  Lords  had  set  them  a  good 
example,  and  he  hoped  the  House  of 
Commons  would  evince  a  disposition  to 
follow  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
dnded  by  moving  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMve  out  from  tho  word  **  That "  to  the 
cad  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
•<  in  tlie  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not  advisable 
to  vstond  the  liability  of  any  class  of  Her  Ma- 
jMj's  sabjects  to  arrest  or  imprisonxnt^nt  for 
debCy  but  that  it  is  advisable  for  tho  honour  and 
figmtr  of  this  House  that  provision  should  be 
Bade  lor  the  immediate  vacation  of  his  scat  by 
■BJ  Member  who  may  become  bankrupt  or 
oUierwiie  azrange  or  compound  with  his  credi- 
ton  under  the  Bankruptcy  Laws," — ( JTr.  Charles 
Lntu,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  do  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 
QoMrtion." 

If  B.  HERSCHELL  thought  that  thcro 
was  a  great  deal  to  he  said  in  favour  of 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lonoondeny;  but  it  did  not  soom  to 
him  that  tlutt  proposal  necessarily  con- 
flieted  with  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Hsmber  for  Leominster.  What  was  the 
eooditaon  of  things  at  tho  time  when 
tliA  FriTfleges  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
fflsnt  and  Peers  in  this  connection  arose? 
Arrest  for  debt  was  then  an  every  day 
ocemrence;  but  now,  in  theory  at  all 
•rentB,  the  supposition  of  tho  law  was 
that  no  person  could  be  arrested  or  im- 
prisoned ibr  debt  unless  he  was  a  peiBon 
who  oonld  pay  his  debts  and  would  not, 
sad  such  a  person  was  as  fraudulent  as 
many  of  those  who  found  their  way  to 

C*  on  on  direct  charges  of  fraud.     No 
bty  in  the  practical  working  of  tlie 
laW|  mmnj  peo^  were  now  sent  to  prison 


who  really  ought  not  to  be  there,  and  a 
great  deal  of  mischief  was  done  by  the 
present  system  of  imprisonment  under 
the  County  Courts  Acts.  He  fully  con- 
ceded all  that  had  been  said  on  that 
point.  The  law  ought  to  deal  with  all 
alike ;  and  the  higher  a  man's  social 
position  was  the  more  blameable  he  was 
in  case  he  avoided  the  payment  of  debts ; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  if  the  Hesolu- 
tion  of  his  hon.  Friend  were  adopted 
anyone  would  find  his  way  to  prison  who 
did  not  richly  deserve  it.  lie  agreed 
with  most  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry.  There  might 
be  cases  of  g^eat  hardship,  such  as  had 
happened  to  innocent  trustees  in  the 
City  of  Glasgow  Bank,  who  deserved 
nothing  but  sympathy.  No  one  would 
desire  that  such  persons  should  be  put 
in  the  same  position  as  those  who  were 
to  blame  for  fraudulent  non-payment  of 
money  due.  Subject  to  that,  he  agreed 
with  the  spirit  and  object  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry, whose  proposition  ought,  he 
thought,  to  be  moved,  not  as  an  Amend- 
ment, but  as  a  rider  to  the  original 
Motion. 

Dr.  CAMERON  felt,  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Ilerschell),  that 
both  the  proi^sitionswero  such  as  would, 
to  a  groat  extent,  commend  themselves 
to  tho  consideration  of  tho  House ;  and 
ho  would  suggest,  as  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty  in  which  they  found  themselves, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
should  add  the  latter  part  of  his  Reso- 
lution to  the  Motion  before  tho  House, 
and  in  that  way,  by  one  amended  Reso- 
lution, tho  House  would  affirm  the  two 
principles.  The  House  was  indebted  to 
tho  lum.  ]\rembcr  for  Londonderry  for 
having  brought  the  matter  before  the 
Houso;  but  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  did  not 
think  ho  quite  exhausted  tho  anomalies 
of  tho  law  as  to  bankruptcy  and  its  eflfoct 
up(m  a  Monibor*H  scat  in  Parliament,  for 
it  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  sequestra- 
tion, a  process  in  every  respect  analogous 
to  English  bankruptcy,  did  not  forfeit 
tiio  seat  of  an  hon.  Member  of  that 
Houso.  Hn<h  an  anomaly  certainly 
should  not  exist.  As  to  tho  hypothetical 
case  of  hardship  that  had  been  quoted 
by  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gontlemau  who 
spoke  last — tlie  case  of  a  trustee  in  the 
City  of  Glasgow  Bank  failure,  who  had 
been  made  bankrupt  from  no  fault  of 
his  own — he  must  not  forget  that  under 
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portant  transactions  of  all  kinds — should  gard  to  Members  of  this  Hoi 

not  be  liable  to  be  arrested  at  any  mo-  think  the  Motion  would  be  y< 

ment  a  creditor  might  think  fit  to  set  improved,  and  I  should  be  re! 

the  law  in  motion.     He  was  reminded  a  oifficultj  which  to  me  is  ii 

by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op-  able,  if  the  suggestion  made  1 

posite  (Sir  Henry  James)  that  it  was  one  Gentleman  opposite  is  adoptc 

thing  to  suspend  a  man,  and  quite  an-  that  relates  to  the  House  of  Lo 

other  to  ipso  facto  expel  him  without  from  the  Besolution. 

inquiry,  and  especially  if  there  was  no  Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  was 

fraud  atteu^hed  to  it.     It  might  be  right'  amend  the  Besolution  by  oi 

that,  in  the  case  of  bankruptcy,  a  Mem-  mention  of  Peers, 

ber  should  be  suspended  from  his  func-  Mb.  SPEAKEE  pointed  o 

tions  for  a  time,  but,  at  all  events,  with-  there  was  an  Amendment 

out  affecting  his  constituents ;  however,  House,   the  Besolution    cou 

as  the  matter  would,  in  all  probability,  amended    until  that  Amend 

be  considered  by  the  Committee  about  withdrawn  or  otherwise  dispo 

to  sit  on  the  subject  of  Bankruptcy  Law,  Mr.    OHABLES    LEWIS 

he  could  not  help  thinking  that  it  wotdd  would  be  fflad  to  relieve  the  ] 

be  the  wiser  course  for  both  the  Motion  any  difficulty  by  withdrawing] 

and  the  Amendment  to  be  withdrawn,  ment,  if  the  Mover  of  the 

and  that  the  hon.  Member  should  satisfy  would  consent  to  withdraw  al 

himself  with  having  drawn  attention  to  would  not  do  so  to  allow  the 

the  subject ;  for  he  had,  at  all  events,  be  amended, 

gained  his  point  so  far,  that  he  had  Question  put. 

Drought  that  important  matter  to  the  __        __  *^         ,.  .,  ,        . 

attention  of  the  House.  ^,  The    House  ^  dtvtded :  —  A 

Sib  WILLIAM  FBASEB  suggested  ]5^®^,\^^'    Majority   17.— ( 

to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leominster  the  ^^'  ^^'J 

propriety  of  omitting  from  his  Besolu-  Question,  "  That  those  wor< 

tions  all  reference  to  me  Peers.  He  could  added,"  put,  and  negatived, 
not  help  thinking,  notwithstanding  the 

Speaker's  ruling,  that  they  were  tread-  PAELIAMENT— DTJHATION 

ine  on  dangerous  ground.  LIAMENT.— RESOLUT] 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  rise  to  make  a  -m-^   t  Trnr  lura  w.««  ♦^  «.^, 

„„ ^A^^^  ^     xv         •  X     u'  "u  I.      "    i.  Mr.  J.  xlULiMo  rose  to  mo' 

suggestion  on  the  pomt  which  has  just 

been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  "That,  in   the  opinion  of  thii 

opposite  (Sir  William  Eraser),  though  f^'Sve^^  ^"^  ParUameni 
not  for  a  moment,  Sir,  questioning  what 

has  already  fallen  from  you,  and  which.  That,  he  considered,  was  a  pr« 

if  not  sufficiently  supported  by  your  own  v©ry  moderate  character  in  its 

authority,   is,  unquestionably,  upon  its  was  one,  as  it  appeared  to 

merits.     There  is  what  I  may  call  a  would  benefit  the  country  at  1 

comity  prevailing  between  the  House  of  admitted  that  the  conduct  c 

Lords  and  the  House  of  Commons ;  and  vemment  with  reference  to  the 

I  have  known  instances  when  proposals  existence  of  the  present  Parli 

made  in  this  House  which  were  unques-  been  perfectly  within  the  law 

tionably  in  the  power  of  Members  to  but  it  must  be  apparent  that 

make,  and  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  obligations  had  been  entered  i 

House  to  entertain,  have  been  withdrawn  the  lifetime  of  this  Parliam 

simply  on  that  ground.     It  does  not  fol-  were  not  contemplated  when  it 

low  that  it  is  to  be  a  universal  maxim  together.      The    map  of   Ei 

that  under  no  circumstances  are  we  to  been  re-drawn.     The  map  of . 

entertain  questions  affecting  the  Privi-  also  been  changed ;   and  it 

leges  and  immunities  of  the  House  of  that  the  Government  were  at 

Lords.    I  should  decline  to  assent  to  anv  ment  engaged  in  changing  tl 

abstract  Besolution  of  the  kind ;  but  1  Asia.     A  short  time  ago,  the 

confess  1  am  strongly  prepared  to  adopt  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  Sta 

the  viej?  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  Colonies,    at   Tewkesbury,   si 

the  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  fienry  Her  Majesty's  Government  ha 

James),  and  vote  for  tne  Motion  in  re-  many  measui^s  tiiat,  in  aU  pi 

J/r.  A$$heton  Cross 
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of  the  House  of  Lords  were  more 
stringent.  The  queBtioD,  howoyer,  was 
one  which  might  be  usefully  dealt  with 
by  the  Committee  which  was  now  sitting 
npon  the  Bankruptcy  Bill ;  and  it  would 
be  unwise  to  hamper  the  deliberations 
of  that  Committee  by  passing  any  Eeso- 
Intion  on  the  subject  at  the  present 
moment. 

8iB  GEORGE  BOWTER :  I  rise  to 
Order,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  know, 
before  this  debate  proceeds  further,  if 
Tou  will  inform  the  House  whether  it  is 
m  Order,  and  proper  and  convenient, 
that  a  Besolution  should  be  brought  bo- 
fbre  this  House  dealing  with  the  Frivi- 
leeea  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament  ? 
liB.  SPEAKER:  The  Resolution 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leo- 
minater  is  simply  a  Resolution  of  this 
House ;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  it  is  not  competent  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  to  invite  the  House 
to  express  an  opinion  in  reference  to 
matters  of  Privilege  affecting  both 
Houses  of  Parliament. 

But  HENRY  JAMES  hoped  that  the 
nroposition  contained  in  the  two  Reso- 
lations  which  had  been  brought  before 
the  House  would  be  discussed  separately. 
The  privilege  of   being  exempt  from 
arrest  for  debt  was  not  now  of  much 
practical  value.     It  was  a  mere  theo- 
retical exemption  ;  anditmight,  thoroforo, 
be  well  to  abolish  that  which  created  an 
snomaly  between  different  classes  in  the 
State.      In  his  opinion,   however,   the 
House  should  proceed  with  some  caution 
in  the  direction  indicated  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
denry.     When  it  was  necessary  that  a 
person  should  possess  a  property  quali- 
fication before  becoming  a  ^lomber  of 
that  House,  the  fact  of  his  becoming  a 
bankrupt  and  so  losing  that  qualifica- 
tion might  have  been  important.     If  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry were  agreed  to,  no  time  would 
be  allowed  to  a  Member  to  either  annul 
his  bankruptcy  or  to    pay    his  debts. 
Thus,  in  the  case  of  a  Member  boconiing 
a  bankrupt  and  ceasing  to  be  a  Member 
of  the  House,  the  constituency  might  be 
pat  to  the  trouble  and  cost  of  a  now 
election ;  and  yet,  after  all,  it  might  turn 
out  that  the  Member  ought  not  to  have 
been  made  bankrupt  at  aU.   This  would 
go  far  beyond  the  legislation  of  former 
times,  which  suspended  a  Member  from 
his  ftmetionsfor  13  months,  and  aUowed 

VOL.  OOL.        [thuld  sxbies.] 


him  to  return  to  them  if,  in  the  interval* 
he  obtained  his  discharge.  The  motives 
which  weighed  with  the  House  of  Lords 
in  the  Act  of  1834-5,  relating  to  Scotch 
and  Irish  Peers,  should  press  with  far 
greater  force  in  relation  to  those  Mem- 
bers ;  for  not  only  was  their  position  to 
be  considered,  but  also  that  of  their  con- 
stituents, who  might  desire  to  retain 
their  services,  particularly  if  no  moral 
wrong  had  been  committed.  There  was 
special  reason  for  consideration  in  the 
case  of  those  who  were  engaged  in 
manufacturing  and  commercial  pursuits, 
and  subject  to  all  their  viscissitudes,  and 
who  might  become  bankrupt  without 
any  blame  attaching  to  them.  The 
argument  was  that  if  a  gentleman  was 
not  always  able  to  pay  all  his  debts  he 
should  be  suspended  ;  but  he  was  afraid 
there  were  at  least  some  of  the  Members 
in  the  present  House — he  hoped  they 
were  not  many — who,  if  they  were  asked 
whether  in  the  whole  course  of  their 
career  they  had  ever  been  in  that  posi- 
tion, would  have  to  admit  the  fact.  He 
thought  the  question  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  approached  with  caution, 
and  would  be  much  better  dealt  with  in 
a  Bill  than  by  a  crude  and  broad  Beso- 
lution like  that  now  brought  forward. 
The  details  of  the  subject  could  thereby 
bo  much  more  readily  discussed  than 
in  a  debate  on  the  general  terms  of  a 
Motion. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he  did 
not  desire,  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir 
Henry  James)  and  others  who  had  spoken 
in  favour  of  the  Resolution,  to  go  into 
the  matter  at  any  length.  Ho  thought 
that  in  both  the  Resolution  and  the 
Amendment  there  was  something  which 
they  could  find  to  agree  upon ;  though, 
for  his  part,  he  thought  there  was  more 
shadow  than  substance.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  bo  prepared  to  vote  for 
the  last  part  of  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis),  though 
he  quite  thought  that  g^eat  caution  was 
required  in  the  matter.  Any  question 
alTecting  the  Privileges  of  tlie  House  of 
Ix^rds  must  be  delicate  gpx)und,  and  the 
amount  of  time  the  House  had  had  to 
consider  the  question  was  insufficient. 
He  quite  agreed  that  persons  who  were 
Members  of  the  House,  and  who  had 
most  important  duties  to  perform  both 
in  the  House  and  in  the  Committees  up- 
stairs— duties  relating  to  large  and  im- 

2  U 


1319         Pariiammt— Duration        J  COMMONS] 


ofParlittmnti. 


1320 


forming  a  part  of  the  great  queatiou  of 
Parliamentary  Reform ;  and  on  four  oc- 
caeioDB  it  was  diacuBBed  this  century  on 
ita  own  merits,  and  on  each  occasion 
there  were  a  considerable  number  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Act.  He  would  ask  the  House  to  boar 
in  mind  the  great  difference  that  existed 
between  the  condition  of  the  country 
in  1716,  politically,  socially,  and  com- 
mercially, and  its  present  condition — the 
increase  of  ita  population,  the  greater 
extent  of  its  Colonies,  and  its  increased 
wealth  and  expeuditure.  Considering 
all  this,  he  thought  he  was  not  wrong  in 
Baying  that  seven  jears  now  were  prac- 
tically as  long  as  a  generation  was  then. 
In  1716  the  population  of  the  United 
Kingdom  was  6.000,000,  now  it  amounted 
to  35,000.000.  The  expenditure  then 
was  £7.000.000,  now  it  was  £80,000.000. 
He  could  not  eay  what  the  number  of 
electors  was  in  1716,  but  in  1760  it 
amounted  to  160.000  ;aowthenninberwas 
about  3.000.000.  while  the  population  of 
our  Colonies  had  risen  &om  '2,000,000, 
which  included  1.500,000  in  the  United 
States,  or.  for  the  purposes  of  compari- 
sim.  6iH>.000  to  13,0lH>.Oi)O,  apart  alto- 
eeiher  fiv>m  India.  The  question  of 
lotvmolion  had,  to  his  mind,  a  most  im- 
p^Mtanl  bearing  on  this  question.  At 
the  ix'rii^  of  passing  the  Septennial 
Ac;  a  man  was  the  least  transportable 
*ptvie*  of  luggage  it  was  possible  to  find. 
In  ;ho  yi>ar  1750  there  was  a  eoachonly 
oniv  a  laontti  fivm  £>linbargh  to  London, 
and    i;   toi>k    li   dsTs    to    complete    a 


jourst'v 


creased  facilitdes  for  locomotioQ,  rendered 
necessary  some  such  change  oa  he  pro- 
posed to  the  acceptance  of  the  Honse. 
So  much  for  the  historical  view  of  the 
question.  He  would  now  refer  to  one 
or  two  practical  points  in  connection 
with  the  subject.  He  knew  that  he 
should  be  told— and  truly  told — that  our 
Parliamentary  system  was  one  that  had 
drawn  forth  the  admiration  of  all  those 
countries  in  the  world  which  had  adopted 
a  Parliamentary  form  of  government. 
As  an  illustration  of  this  fact,  he  was  in 
Paris  in  1870,  when  the  FrenchAMembly 
commenced  existence  under  a  Parliamen- 
tary system ;  and  he  heard  the  President 
of  that  Body  tell  the  assembled  Deputies 
that  he  had  been  to  London  in  order  to 
consult  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons  as  to  the  Bules  followed  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  of  this  country. 
This  was  a  high,  as  it  was  aleo  a  de- 
served, compliment  to  our  system ;  bnt 
let  it  not  be  forgotten  that  neither  • 
France  nor  any  of  the  other  coantriw^a 
which  had  based  their  Constitution  to^ 
some  extent  upon  that  of  England  li«il  * 

adopted  the  principle  of  septennial  Par 

liamenta.  America  had  adopted  twi^c 
years  ;  France  and  Germany  three  ye«rg  — 
Holland,  fonr  yean;  and  Spain  an^M 
Italy  five  years.    What  bad  tlus  £ 

itself  done  ?   Whenever  it  had  disci 

the  dnration  of  Farhaments  for  our  C 
lonies  seven  years  had  never  even  b 
mentioned.  In  some  caaea  the  trieni 
period  had  been  adopted,  and  in  othei^^ 
quinquennial  Parliaments  had  beei=9 
whuh  I'r-'.d  now  b*  made  in  10  ordered.  Another  practical  considara— ^i 
tion  in  connection  with  the  question  wa^^- 
tte  economy  of  time.  It  must  be  per —  " 
fectly  well  ^own  that  in  septennial  Far-': 
liaoiVnts  there  was  veiy  little  work  don^  J 
in  the  last  two  Eetdonswhenthe  Farli»— -^ 

i::ect«  lafted  to  their  normal  close,  an^^^ 

'the  iav  of '  that,  therefore,  a  great  deal  of  valnabl^  - 

was  rat  to  waste.     Tit  Timm  newt-  * 

organ  whoae  iiel*,  he  sup-  ^ 

_  e  mnch  respected  by  hon  -^ 

iio  b«    ilemb^r*  oppoeiie— had  an  aitids  i- 


Vur*,       The    i';h<T  day  there  was  a 

ctvaj  elivuon  a:  Liverpool,   at  which 

JO.iW  vo:.«  w,w  »k«.    The  Writ  was 

i#«'.!\l  Of.  on.>  Fridsiv ;  the  ^-l.vtion  took 

•.'a-v  o:;  thf  !V".ow;r. J  Friday :  and  Uie 

r»*-,-.'.:  was  ^.ashiv.  ;o  all  pkrts  of  the 

K-.vct.".v.  s:  S  i-\l,vk  «-=.  the       ,        ^ 

jvV.-:v.i:     I-.;  '.T**  a:;  fl-viion  t.x-l  plaw  ;  ame 

-.v.  th^  i.'-.tv  ,-i  W.«r.-is;e?.    I:  Uk*^  for  i  papei 

4?  ^avs.  i:t>.,v.^b  ;ierv  w*i*  1«*  ti »=    pj*«-  **^ 

oc^v,;?*  t>,ew  »«  *  w*r  wi 


_iedia:elf  npon    the  re-awembling  0 
■'-  "asJc'i    Farliament  after  the  Easter  BeceM  a 
'"  *        -   ■...  TMT.  which  contained  a  santtBH 
'etwrr  wwd  of  wW<*  b*  heartDjT' 


rSe-    wi-3 
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oonld  not  afford  to  lose  an  occasional  the  danger  of  Parliaments  running  to 
J9BT  or  two.  He  could  not  but  think  that  extreme  lengths.  As  to  the  other  ob- 
a  more  frequent  appeal  to  the  country  joction,  that  we  should  have  more  elec- 
than  onoe  in  seven  years  would  produce  tions,  his  own  belief  was  that  the  number 
more  method  and  greater  earnestness  in  would  be  pretty  much  the  same  as  it  was 
the  political  work  of  the  House  of  Com-  now,  and  ho  doubted  very  much  whether 
mono,  alike  with  regard  to  great  mea  -  the  expenses  would  at  all  be  increased 
siiree  and  mere  administrative  detail,  by  the  proposed  change.  The  House 
ICacanlay,  Brougham,  and  Eomilly  were  had  to  consider  what  the  people  outside 
all  opposed  to  the  Septennial  Act ;  and  a  would  think  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
host  of  other  great  political  thinkers  and  expense,  which  was  not  confined  to  the 
statesmen.  He  might  be  asked  why  he  candidates.  The  blunders  of  the  Go- 
had  fixed  on  fiye  years,  and  had  not  pro-  yernmcnt  for  one  week  would  cost  the 
poeed  to  restore  the  Triennial  Act  ?  His  country  more  than  five  times  the  expense 
reply  was  that  he  was  not  in  favour  of  of  a  General  Election.  The  shortening 
inennial  Parliaments,  on  account  of  the  of  the  duration  of  Parliament  would 
principle  laid  down  that  no  Parliament  have  a  direct  influence  on  the  finances 
ihonla  continue  to  sit  for  its  full  leg£d  of  the  country.  If  the  Government  had 
tenn.  A  wise  Minister  would  always  to  go  to  the  country  at  the  end  of  every 
diaeolve  a  year  earlier  if  the  country  fourth  year  they  would  very  likely  be 
were  in  a  peaceful  condition,  and  then,  economical  during  the  whole  duration 
practically,  the  duration  of  Parliament  of  the  Parliament.  Of  course,  although 
would  be  four  years — a  period  long  the  Parliament  came  to  an  end,  the  Ad- 
enough  for  the  discharge  of  good  and  ministration  might  continue  to  exist — 
•flieient  work.  He  was  opposed  to  nay,  they  might  increase  their  majority 
triennial  Parliaments,  if  only  on  the  at  the  new  Election.  The  hon.  Member 
ground  that  there  would  be  an  election  for  North  Staffordshire  (Mr.  Hanbury), 
after  erery  second  Session,  and  it  would  who  had  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment 
be  quite  impossible  for  new  Members  in  to  his  Besolution,  took  some  interest  in 
that  time  to  understand  the  ways  of  the  foreign  affairs ;  he  asked  him  to  romem- 
House  at  all.  When  triennial  Parlia-  ber  this  fact — Lord  Boaconsfield  and 
menta  existed  they  did  not  average  more  Lord  Salisbury  had  at  Berlin  added 
than  two  years  and  seven  months,  which  considerably  to  the  toiTitory  of  this 
waa  too  short  a  period.  With  regard  to  country,  and  immense  obligations  were 
the  objections  which  might  be  urged  incurred  by  our  Protectorate  of  Asia 
to  his  proposed  quinquennial  Parlia-  Minor.  But  while  framing  a  new  Con- 
ments,  there  were  only  two  he  hud  stitution  for  Bulgaria,  what  was  tho 
heard  which  were  of  any  importance,  first  and  foremost  part  of  it  ?  It  was 
ind»  curiously  enough,  they  were  dia-  this — 
netrically  opposed  the  one  to  the  other.  ,.  ,^^^  u^rritorial  limiiH  of  tlio  Principalitv  uf 

The  one  was  that  there  would  bo  fewer  Bulgaria  can  muther  ha  oiilarg.dn<ircoiitraltrd 

elections,  and  the  other  was  that  there  with(»ut  tho  consent  of  the  great  National  As- 

vould  be  more  elections.     lie  admitted  sombly.'* 

fliat,  on  the  average,  there  would   bo  j^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^,^11^  ^^^^^^^  j^^^  the 

fewer  elections.     He  found  that  from  ^^^^^  principle  applied  to  this  country 

the  yew  1802  to  1832,  a  period  of  ^0  j^ring She  last  t'^  years.     Looking  to 

years,  there  were  nine  Parliaments,  the  ^he   events  which   had   recently   taken 

STerage  duration  of  which  was  less   lian  j^^^,^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^.^-^^^^  obligations  which 

?^,IS*"  to?/''"''  ?0"ths;    whilst  {.adbeon  imposed  on  the  country  with- 

bom  1 833  to  1 874,  a  period  of  4 1  years,  ^^^  ^^^  consent  of  Parliament,  he  tliouglit 

Aere  were  10   Parliaments    averaging  j^  ^^^  ^  ^^^^^  they  represented  to  enter 

tibrae  years    11   months  and    24   days.  ^    ^^^est  against  such  a  state  of  things, 

Taking  the  whole  of  those  19  Parlia-  ^,^j^  ^^  avoid  the  recurrence  of  such  diUi- 

menta,  he  calculated  their  average  dura-  ^^^j^g  ^^^  dangers,  to  move— 
non  at  three  years  seven  montiis  and 

•iffhtdays.   But  the  question  of  averages  ,  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  ll.ms.'   thn 

jS  ...A  Jl^li»«m^»«A;.r*y>  «vl«<.r     TT;o,^K;i^f  duntion  of  any  future   rarliament  shouM  not 

Old  not  really  come  into  play,   llis  object  ^  ^      ^  „ 
m  adTocating  quinquennial  Parliaments 

to  provide  a  regulation  for  a  dis-  Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  ho  had  grciit 


eorered    danger — a  safeguard    against    pleasure  in  soconding  tho  Eesulutiuu  uf 
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his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hack- 
ney (Mr.  J.  Holms).     After  his  able  and 
exhaostiye  statement,  little  remained  to 
be  said  in  support  of  it.     The  suggested 
change  would  have  to  encounter,  no  doubt, 
the  stereotyped  set  of  adverse  prophecies ; 
but  its  supporters  need  not,  therefore, 
be  discouraged.     Evil  forebodings  as  to 
the  result  of  a  new  course  of  action  were 
more  easily  found  than    sound    argu- 
ments.   There  was  no  established  custom 
in  connection  with  their  representative 
system — however    anomalous,    however 
indefensible,  however  inconsistent — that 
had  not  found  ardent  champions  to  assert 
its  value,  to  insist  on  its  sacredness,  and 
to  predict  the  ruin  that  would  inevitably 
ensue  if  profane  reformers  dared  to  touch 
it.    Their  repeated  failures  might  have 
taught  them  the  folly  of  attempting  to 
foretell  the  future ;  but  prophets  were  not 
soon    abashed.     Whatever  crop  failed, 
there  was  always  an  abundant  harvest  of 
them.    The  proposition  before  the  House 
was  not  an  untried  and  dangerous  novelty. 
It  was  not  a  wild  *'  leap  in  the  dark."  nor 
a  heedless  **  shooting  of  Niagara."     It 
was  the  adoption,  in  a  modified  form,  of  a 
time-honoured    Constitutional  practice. 
"  Frequent    and    new  Parliaments " — 
Buch  was  the  ancient  phrase — had  been 
a  point  in  every  Heform  programme  for 
generations.     Annual    Parliaments,  or. 
to  speak  more  correctly.  Sessional  Parlia- 
ments, were  the  principle  of  the  English 
Constitution;   and    they   had  certainly 
been  the  unquestionable  practice  of  this 
countrv  for    centuries.     Mr.  Prmne,  a 
plodding,   painstaking,    but    somewhat 
verbose    pwlitieal    anri^^ary.    "otis   ar»- 
pointed  Keeper  v»f  the  Kinjr's  Records 
in    the    Tower    af^er   the   R«>*:or3i::.^n. 
When  put  in  that  ofSvV  he  oolltvted  all 
the  parchsients  comrj^itted  :o  his  charp:"*. 
and  had  :her.i   assorted.  arTar.ct>i.  a::i 
tabulated.      So2ie  had  Kvn  d«>s:i\\v5xi. 
aoQ^e  dania^Nl.     Bu:  :hv>se  :h.i:  ho  vv\u>i 
decipher  he  ^.vp:^>d.  ar.A  re-r;;b>!shtvl  :v, 
a   Kv'k    ert!::It\i    f**-.-win/%.*A*^«     »'i-x 
i?.*rtfW,      W'^r.i     the    CAta^vue     th^J^r, 
printed,  i:  was  showv.  that  durir.c  th?^ :  ^5 
T^^aw   that    ir.\r.\ed;Atoly   pT\\\v.;vl    :>.;* 
avV>»*:ov.  ot  Oharlt^*  I.   thor^*  h*,:  Svv. 
U\<  now  VarV.*:v.ov.ts.     NVh;»n  ?h«\v  ,vr. 
SiKioTwi  thAt  Kiv.jTs  tSvuov/o  V^A/  •>.* 
law .  ar.  d  fa;  a\i  to  o*  V,  a  i\r. .  a  -.v.  ov,  !    :  >.  *  * 
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during  that  period — were  fireqaent.  Mr. 
Hakewell,  a  gentleman  in  a  position  tc 
obtain  correct  information,  published 
about  the  same  time  a  book  entitled  Thi 
Manner  of  Holding  Parliament*  in  Eng 
land.  In  that  volume  a  list  of  the  Speaker 
in  the  House  of  Commons  was  given 
Every  new  House  chose  a  fresh  Sp^J^er 
The  Ust  of  these  functionaries  given  bj 
Mr.  Hakewell,  and  the  list  of  Writs 
given  by  Mr.  Piynne,  tallied.  The  om 
corresponded  with  the  other.  During 
the  Recess  an  interesting  Blue  Book  wa; 
issued  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  am 
gallant  Member  for  Kidderminster  (Sii 
William  Fraser),  entitled  The  Roll  Oj 
Parliament.  It  contained  the  informatioi 
g^t  together  by  Prynne  and  Hakewell 
with  further  details.  The  whole  com 
bined  to  confirm  and  sustain  his  (Mr 
Cowen*s)  contention  that  Parliaments,  u] 
to  the  tune  of  the  Stuarts,  were  eithei 
Sessional  or  annual.  The  late  Ear 
Russell,  in  the  last  discussion  on  this 
question,  maintained  that  the  assertioi 
that  annual  Parliaments  were  the  prin 
ciple  of  the  English  Constitution  was  ai 
historical  fallacy.  A  statement  made  bj 
!  that  noble  Earl  on  such  a  subject— or 
I  indeed,  on  any  subject — was  entitled  U 
!  respect,  and  should  be  considered  witl 
deference.  But  his  Lordship,  on  th< 
:  occasion  in  question,  gave  his  authority 
for  his  statement,  and,  unfortunately, 
that  was  not  a  dependable  one.  He  jus 
tified  his  argument  by  quoting  extracti 
from  the  writings  of  that  not  very  scrupu 
lous  placeman  and  pensioner,  Sir  Richart 
'  Steele-  He  'Mr.  Cowen)  could  oocup} 
the  Hoas^  for  hours  reading  quotation! 
bavi::^  the  very  opposite  meaning,  anc 
uphollinff  the  very  opposite  opinion,  fron 
r:::i::Lr:it  Aawyers,  distinguished  states 
rior..  an.d  induential  political  writers 
Ho  w.'^u.Id  no:,  however,  weary  th< 
H.^us^  with  such  an  infliction ;  but  com 
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Grey  in  1773,  from  the  Society  entitled 
**  Friends  of  the  People,"  annual  Par- 
liaments constituted  one  of  the  main 
points.  But  if  those  authorities  were 
not  sufficient,  he  (Mr.  Cowon)  would 
quote  one,  the  force  of  which  even  Earl 
Hussell  himself  would  have  admitted 
if  he  had  still  been  spared  to  them.  At 
a  famous  meeting  of  Whig  statesmen 
and  politicians,  held  on  the  20th  of 
March,  1780,  at  the  King's  Arms  Tavern, 
Westminster,  the  following  resolution 
was  unanimously  adopted.  Mr.  Charles 
James  Fox  was  in  the  chair  on  the  occa- 
sion, and  Mr.  Sheridan  submitted  the 
motion — 

**  That  annual  Parliaments  arc  tho  undoubted 
right  of  tho  pcoplo  and  law  of  England;  and 
that  tho  Act  that  prolonn^od  their  duration  was 
subvorsivo  of  the  Constitution,  and  a  \'ioIatiou 
on  tho  pjirt  of  the  Representatives  of  the  sacred 
trust  reposed  in  them  by  their  constituents." 

He  (Mr.  Cowen)  contended — from  evi- 
dence supplied  by  Mr.  Prynne,  Mr 
Ilakowell,  and  the  Blue  Book  recently 
published  —  that  the  custom  of  this 
country  up  to  the  time  of  tho  Stuarts 
was  to  hold  Sessional  or  annual  Par- 
liaments; and  from  the  authorities 
submitted,  he  hold  that  that  was  tho 
principle  of  the  Constitution.  Two  Acts 
passed  in  the  reign  of  Edward  III.  de- 
clared that  Parliaments  ought  to  bo  held 
annually,  if  need  be.  Tho  tobtiniony  lie 
had  supplied,  and  the  opinions  lie  had 
quoted,  proved  that  that  was  not  only  tho 
principle,  but  the  practice  of  this  country 
up  to  the  period  named.  (Miarlos  I.  in- 
troduced a  new  nystoni.  He  attempted 
to  tax  and  govern  tho  people  without  a 
Parliament.  But  in  tho  16th  year  of 
his  roign  a  Bill  was  pa^*scd,  rc<iuiring 
the  King  to  call  a  ParliauK^nt  every  three 
years.  If  the  King  failed,  neglected,  or 
refused  to  do  that,  the  Loril  Cliaucellor 
and  the  Keeper  of  the  Great  Sisil  could 
summon  the  Peers  and  issue  Writs  for 
tho  election  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
(Commons.  If,  for  any  reason,  these 
officials  neglected  to  di^tharge that  duty, 
it  could  be  undertaken  by  12  l\'ers.  If 
they  failed,  the  Slierilfs  in  tho  different 
count ic»s  could  proceed  to  the  election 
without  AVrits.  IVit  if  the  Slieriffs,  tho 
Peers,  the  great  Officers  of  IStato,  and  tin) 
King  all  evaded  their  responsibility,  tlio 
people  themselves  could  und(»rtake  tho 
work.  Tho  citizens  in  citifs,  the  free- 
holders in  counties,  and  the  burgesses  in 
boroughs  could  moot  on  their  ow|i  motiou 


grapher,  bat  a  writer  of  g^at  influence 
of  the  time  of  the  Bevolution  of  1688 — 
said — 

•*  We  will  never  be  better  for  this  Revolution 
till  we  have  a  settlement  of  Parliamonts.  Our 
anctent  right  of  annivcrsiary  Parliaments  and 
nothing  else  can  set  the  Government  to  rights. 
I  wish  that  all  our  rights  were  reduced  to  one 
line,  which  is  oar  right  to  have  a  Parliament 
erery  Kalends  of  May." 

In  an  essay  by  the  same  author,  en- 
titled Concerning  Parliamentt,  published 
in  1693,  he  said — 

*'  Our  anoeftors  would  no  more  have  dreamed 
of  haTinj^  an  old  and  stalo  Parliament  cut  into 
nmw  Seenons  than  of  having  an  old  moon  cut 
into  new  stars." 

Mr.  Wynne,  a  celebrated  writer  on  the 
Ijaw of  Parliament,  said  in  his  Dialogues — 

**  Tho  law  formerly  had  as  little  idea  of  a 
Ifemher  of  Parliament  being  fixed  for  more 
than  a  year  than  it  had  of  a  parish  officer  being 
choaen  for  more  than  12  months." 

Sir  Bobert  Haymond — who  was  Solici- 
tor General  to  Queen  Anne,  Attorney 
General  to  George  I.,  and  afterwards 
Chief  Justice  of  the  King's  Bench — 
aaeerted  in  a  discussion  on  this  subject, 
that  a  "  prorogation"  of  Parliament  was 
against  the  law  of  the  land,  and  that 
every  departure  from  annual  elections 
waa  not  only  illegal,  but  mischievoiis. 
Mr.  Archibald  Hutchinson,  another  Par- 
liament man  of  distinction,  said  that  fre- 
quent and  new  Parliaments  were  more 
Taluable  than  all  the  other  reforms 
claimed.  The  ancient  Constitution,  he 
added,  was  in  favour  of  annual  Parlia- 
ments, and  not  triennial.  Dean  Swift 
—who  was  sent  by  Sir  William  Temple 
to  see  King  AVilliam,  with  a  view  of  in- 
ducing him  to  consent  to  reduce  the 
duration  of  Parliaments — wrote — 

**  Aj  to  Parliamonts,  I  adored  the  wisJoin  of 
that  Gothic  institution  which  mude  them 
annual.  For  who  8<k>))  not  th:it  while  such 
AMemblief  an*  permitted  to  have  a  lonp:or  dur.i- 
tiofi  there  frrowM  up  a  ci»mmorco  of  corruiition 
between  the  Ministry  and  tho  Deputies,  wherein 
thay  both  find  their  accounts  to  tho  niauifcst 
danger  of  liberty  f " 

He  further  said  that — 

"Our  liborty  could  never  Tm?  placed  upon  a 
flrm  foundation  till  the  ancient  laws  should  be 
leriTed,  hy  which  our  Parlianit-uts  were  nutde 
■aanAL" 

Lord  Somors,  in  his  plan  of  reform, 
adTOcated  biennial  Parliaments  ;  and  in 
the  famons  Petition  presented  by  Ix)rd 
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and  elect  Eepresentatiyes ;  and  if  anyone 
BO  elected  refused  to  obey  the  mandate 
of  his  constituents,  he  was  liable  to  fine, 
if  not  imprisonment.  It  might  not  be 
generally  known,  but  it  was  a  fact  of  some 
interest,  that  this  Act  was  copied  from 
one  passed  by  the  Spaniards  in  the  King- 
dom of  Arragon  and  Castile  some  years 
previous  to  meet  an  analogous  position 
of  affairs  to  the  one  that  existed  in  Eng- 
land under  the  Stuart  King.  This  Act 
establishing  triennial  Parliaments  con- 
tinued in  operation  until  the  reign  of 
Oharies  II.  That  Monarch  regcurded  it 
as  an  invasion  of  his  Hoyal  Prerogative, 
and  as  lowering  him  in  the  estimation  of 
his  brother  Sovereigns.  He  said — with 
what  truth  he  (Mr.  Co  wen)  did  not 
profess  to  know — that  foreign  Princes 
refused  to  enter  into  Treaties  with 
this  country  as  long  as  the  Triennial 
Act  remained  in  operation,  because 
such  Treaties  would  be  dependent  for 
their  existence  on  the  temporary  and 
transient  impulses  and  caprices  of  the 
people.  He  appealed  to  Parliament  to 
repeal  the  Act,  and  the  Parliament  then 
sitting  was  an  obsequious  one.  It  was 
filled  by  servile  placemen,  and  was 
known  by  the  well-merited  soubriquet 
of  **The  Pensioners'  Parliament." 
In  1694,  at  the  instance  of  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire,  a  BiU  re-establishing  the 
system  of  triennial  Pcurliaments  was  in- 
troduced into  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
King  had  put  his  veto  on  a  Bill  of  a  like 
purport  that  had  passed  both  Houses  of 
Jrarliament  some  years  previously.  At 
the  time  referred  to,  circumstances 
favoured  his  accepting  it.  There  were 
special  reasons  why  he  should  stand  well 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  had  been  engaged  in  expensive  wars 
on  the  Continent,  and  required  at  that 
moment  £5,000,000  to  pay  the  debts  he 
had  incurred.  The  Queen,  too,  was  ill, 
and  likely  to  die.  The  King  knew  that 
his  position  in  the  country  would  be 
greatly  weakened  by  the  death  of  his 
Consort.  Fop  the  double  purpose,  there- 
fore, of  obtaining  the  necessary  money 
and  securing  the  good  opinion  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  assented  to  the 
Bill  introduced  by  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire, although  he  had  opposed  a  like 
measure  so  recently.  The  object  of  the 
Bill,  broadly  stated,  was  to  curb  the 
power  of  the  Crown,  to  curtail  the  cor- 
rupting influence  of  the  Court,  and  to 
inerease  the  authority  of  the  oonstitaents 

J£r.  J.  Cowrn 


over  their  Eepresentatives.  Nine  Par- 
liaments were  elected  under  the  Trien- 
nial Act ;  and  the  testimony  of  all  his- 
torians goes  to  prove  that  its  action  was 
beneficial ;  that  the  liberties  of  the  peo- 
ple were  strengthened  by  it;  and  the 
authority  of  the  country  abroad  was  aug- 
mented and  sustained.  It  was  repealed 
in  1716  in  a  somewhat  extraordinary 
manner.  At  the  General  Election  held 
in  1714  the  Whigs  had  obtained  a  ma- 
jority ;  but  during  the  year  afterwards  the 
first  Stuart  rising  occurred.  This  was  put 
down  with  fierce  and  almost  brutal  severity 
by  the  Hanoverians.  A  natural  and,  he 
(Mr.  Cowen)  was  free  to  confess,  in  his 
judgment,  an  honourable  and  generoue 
re-action  was  generated  by  the  crueltiefl 
of  the  conquering  party.  The  Hano- 
verians, feeling  and  Knowing  this,  were 
afraid  to  appeal  to  their  constituents  at 
the  time  legally  prescribed  by  law,  and 
they  passed  an  Act  that  not  only  in- 
creased the  length  of  Parliaments  in 
future,  but  the  length  of  the  one  that 
was  then  in  existence.  In  other  words, 
they  made  a  law  that  kept  themselves  in 
power  and  in  place  four  years  longer 
than  they  were  justly  entitled  to  remain. 
It  was  the  grossest  and  most  outrageous 
act  of  unconstitutional  aggression  that 
they  had  any  record  of  in  modem  history. 
There  was  no  assault  on  popular  freedom 
to  be  compared  to  it  since  Charles  I.  at- 
tempted to  collect  ship  money.  The  Act, 
therefore,  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  (Colonel  Alexander)  wae 
going  to  defend  was  tainted  at  its  birth. 
It  was  the  historical  memorial  of  an  un- 
happy era,  and  an  evil  event.  It  wae 
opposed  at  the  time  by  independent 
Members  of  both  the  Whig  and  tne  Torj 
Parties.  There  was  recorded,  on  th€ 
Books  of  the  House  of  Lords,  an  able, 
logical,  even  eloquent  protest  againt  the 
Act,  signed  by  30  of  the  most  influential 
Peers,  beginning  with  the  Duke  of  So* 
merset,  and  ending  with  Lord  Salisbury. 
Lord  Qrosvenor — -speaking  and  acting 
in  the  name  of  the  Whig  Party  in  1 8 1 7— 
concluded  an  exhaustive  and  indignant 
speech  against  the  Septennial  Act  bj 
declaring  that  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  the  people.  He 
said,  further,  that  the  Act  repealed  itself, 
and  ought  to  be  erased  from  the  Statute 
Book,  which  it  disgraced.  It  repealed 
itself,  because  the  Act  cited  the  reason 
why  it  was  passed,  and  that  reason  had 
ceased  to  operate.    Its  supporters  apolo- 
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ffizod  for — ^ihey  did  not  attempt  to  de- 
fend it— on  tne  ground  that  it  was  a 
temporaiy  measure,  passed  in  troublous 
times,  to  meet  exceptional  circumstances. 
When  those  troubles  terminated,  and 
when  those  circumstances  ceased,  it  was 
promisod  that  it  should  bo  repealed. 
That  promise,  however,  had  not  been 
kept.      By  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill, 
four  purposes  were  sought  to  be  served 
"by  it.     ^irst,  it  was  designed  to  defeat 
the  intrigues  of  the  Pretender  ;  second, 
to    circumvent  the  machinations    of   a 
powerful  and   restless  Papist  faction ; 
third,  to  lessen  and  allay  the  heat  and 
irritation — such  was  the  language  used 
—that  attended  elections;  and,  fourth, 
to  reduce  the  costs  of  contests.     There 
waa  now  no  Pretender  to  the  Throne  of 
XiOgland.     The  last  of  the  Stuarts — ^like 
the  last  of  the  Gapulets,  or  the  last  of 
the  Mohicans — had  long  since  gone  to 
swell  the  ' '  great  maj  ority .  "The  dreaded 
Papal  faction  had  vanished  into  thin  air. 
It  existed  only,  if  it  existed  at  all,  as  a 
heated  hallucination  in  the  minds  of 
weak  women  and  weaker  men.    The  dis- 
tnrhanoes   that  formerly  distinguished 
elections  had  not  been  destroyed,  it  was 
tme,   but  they   had   been  diminished. 
There  was  little  of  the  roysterous  rioting 
that  once  characterized  those  trials  of 
Party  strength.    Polls  could  not  now  be 
kept  open  10,  12,  or  15  days,    during 
which  all  the  corrupt  influences  in  a  con- 
sdtaency  were  let  loose.  The  law  now  pro- 
vented  excessive  expenditure  for  agency, 
fat  display,  and  for  refreshments,  and 
the  votes  were  collected  in  a  quiet  and  or- 
derly manner  by  ballot.  He  (Mr.  Cowon) 
did  not  contend  that  their  electoral  system 
was  perfect.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
it  capable  of  gteoX  amendment.     But  ho 
did  contend  that  it  was  better  than  it  was. 
There  might  bo  heat,  and  there  might  be 
irritation;  but  these  excesses  were  moro 
characteristic  of  a  period  preceding  tlio 
election  than  of  the  elections  themselves. 
The  cost  of  contests  had  not  bcon  ro- 
dooed  by  the  Act.    He  did  not  say  they 
had  been  increased  by  it ;  but  he  did  say 
that  the  electoral  expenditure  at  present 
largely  exceeded  what  it  was  100  years 
■ffo.    In  1764,  the  average  cost  of  an 
ebotion  was  £500  or  £600.    From  Eo- 
tams  supplied  to  that  House,  they  know 
that  the  average  cost  of  a  county  contest 
at  the  Genenu  Election   in   1874  was 
£11,000;  while  the  average  cuKt  of  a 
boioogh  contest   was  £2,500.     Those 


figures,  as  everybody  was  aware,  under- 
stated rather  than  overstated  the  reality. 
Thoro  were  many  cases  in  which  they 
were  considerably  exceeded.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  extravagant  expendi- 
ture which  distinguished  some  contests 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  first 
Reform  Bill  was  not  now  common.  The 
restrictions  and  limitations  that  the  law 
had  thrown  around  elections  had  pre- 
vented that.  It  would  be  difficult  for  a 
wealthy  man  to  ruin  himself  and  per- 
manently impair  the  fortunes  of  his 
family  by  a  single  contest  now,  as  he 
could  have  done  half  a  century  ago. 
There  was  a  time  when  £150,000  was 
thrown  away  over  a  contest  in  the  City 
of  York,  and  when  from  £80,000  to 
£90,000  was  wasted  in  an  election  for 
the  County  of  Northumberland.  Such 
an  expenditure  could  not  take  place  now. 
But  although  the  outlay  in  individual 
contests  was  lessening,  the  gross  cost  of  a 
General  Election  was  greater  than  it  ever 
had  been,  and  its  disposition  and  tendency 
were  to  increase.  Formerly,  when  a  con- 
stituency was  under  the  control  of  a 
patron,  or  a  couple  of  patrons,  they 
settled  the  terms  of  the  contest  without 
reference  to  the  constituents.  Even  in 
large  boroughs,  contests  were  not  so 
numerous  in  the  past  as  they  wore  now. 
He  (Mr.  Cowon)  knew  best  the  town  he 
represented ;  and  in  Nowcastlo  there  was 
for  50  years  prior  to  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill  no  contested  election.  But 
in  the  40  years  immediately  succeeding 
that  Act,  out  of  1 6  elections  there  were 
14  polls.  The  case  of  Newcastle  fairly 
well  represented  that  of  the  country  gene- 
rally. The  position  of  the  Septennial 
Act  might  bo  explained  thus — The  Pre- 
tender was  at  rest ;  the  Papal  faction  that 
disturbed  the  dreams  of  their  ancestors 
had  ceased  from  troubling ;  and  the  heat 
and  irritation  of  contested  elections  had 
cleared  off ;  biit  the  costs  of  contests  had 
boon  increased.  Tliree  of  the  purposes 
of  the  Act  have  boon  accomplished,  not 
by  it,  but  through  circumstances  that  it 
did  not  infiueneo,  and  the  last  one  it  had 
failed  to  answer.  Some  arguments  that 
were  used  in  eflect  against  the  Act  at  tho 
time  it  passed  could  not  now  be  upheld 
to  its  detriment.  He  willingly  confessed 
that.  By  the  Revolution  the  House  of 
Commons  gained  the  influence  in  the 
direction  of  affairs  that  the  Crown  lost. 
The  Government  soon  found  that  they 
could  not  coerce    Members,   but    they 
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could  buy  tliem.  Sir  Bobert  Walpole 
openly  argued  that  tbe  power  and  the 
means  of  Ministerial  corruption  were 
indispensable  to  Parliamentary  govern- 
ment. Members  bought  their  way  into 
this  House,  and  when  there  they  sold 
their  votes  and  influence  to  the  Party 
that  paid  them  best.  A  room  at  one 
time  was  open  in  connection  with  the 
Treasury,  where  Members  regularly 
went,  without  shame,  to  receive  re- 
muneration for  their  services.  Some- 
times they  got  £100,  sometimes  £200, 
and  at  other  times  £300  for  help  they 
had  given  to  the  men  in  power.  An  entry 
in  Sir  Samuel  Romilly^s  diary  in  1807 
throws  a  strange  light  over  the  traffic  in 
seats,  even  at  that  comparatively  late 
period.  The  distinguished  Reformer 
said — 

'*I  shall  procure  myself  a  scat  in  the  new 
Parliament.  Tiemey,  who  manages  this  husi- 
ness  for  the  friends  of  the  late  Administration, 
assures  mo  he  can  hear  of  no  seats  to  be  dis- 
posed of.  After  a  Parliament  which  has  lived 
little  more  than  four  months,  one  would  natur- 
ally suppose  that  those  seats  which  are  reg^ularly 
sold  by  the  proprietors  of  them  would  be  very 
cheap ;  they  are,  in  fact,  sold  now  at  a  higher 
price  than  was  ever  given  for  them  before. 
Tiemey  teUs  me  that  he  has  offered  £10,000  for 
the  two  seats  at  Westbury,  the  property  of  the 
late  Lord  Abingdon,  and  which  are  to  be  made 
the  most  of  by  the  trustees  for  the  creditors,  and 
has  met  with  a  refusal.  £6,000  and  £5,500  have 
been  given  for  scats,  with  no  stipulation  as  to 
time,  or  against  the  event  of  a  speedy  dissolu- 
tion by  the  King's  death,  or  by  any  change  of 
Administration." 

No  one  would  attempt  to  say  that  that 
condition  of  things  existed  in  these 
days.  Many  hard  things  were  said 
against  the  House  of  Commons  now; 
but  no  one  could,  with  justice,  say  that 
the  votes  of  its  Members  were  bought  and 
sold.  It  mighthave  intellectually  degene- 
rated ;  but,  at  least,  it  was  honest.  It 
miffht  be  sometimes  disorderlv,  and  not 
unfrequently  too  loquacious ;  but  it  could 
be  aflSrmed,  however,  with  satisfaction, 
that  men  of  all  Parties  would  spurn 
bribes  by  whomsoever  they  might  be 
offered.  In  that  respect  the  House  of 
Commons  to-day  presented  a  marked  and 
honourable  contrast  to  the  House  of 
Commons  even  60  years  ago.  The  his- 
torical arguments  in  support  of  shorten- 
ing the  duration  of  Parliaments  was  inte- 
resting, as  it  recalled  memorable  political 
struggles.  It  was  instructive,  as  it  showed 
how  stoutlv  their  Constitutional  rights 
were  fought  for,   and    how  resolutely 

Mr.  J.  Cowen 


they  were  retained.  Bat  it  was  of  less 
practical  value  than  reasons  that  could  be 
adduced  from  our  changed  social  condi- 
tion, and  the  different  circumstanoes  of 
our  national  life.  The  entire  aspect  of  the 
country  had  altered  since  the  days  of  the 
Pretender.  Myriad-minded  and  million- 
handed  enterprize  had  been  busy  in  that 
period,  weaving  a  new  g^arment  for 
humanity.  The  condition  of  existence  had 
been  changed,  and  the  current  of  public 
affairs  had  been  quickened.  As  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Holms)  had  said,  it  took  in 
171412  days  to  travel  between  Edinburgh 
and  London,  and  the  journey  oould  omy 
be  accomplished  with  difficmty  and  with 
discomfort.  Nowthey could coverthesame 
distance  with  ease  and  with  security  in 
less  than  as  many  hours.  The  lumber- 
ing stsj^-wagffon  had  been  succeeded 
by  the  high-flying  coach,  the  coach  had 
been  displaced  by  the  locomotive,  and 
the  locomotive  itself  had  been  supplanted 
in  many  instances  by  the  telegra^.  They 
could  not  only  correspond,  but  converse  by 
electricity.  The  poetic  promise  that 
Puck  gave  to  Oberon — that  he  would 
put  a  girdle  round  the  earth  in  40 
minutes — had  been  practically  realized. 
The  England  of  to-aay  was  as  different 
from,  and  superior  to,  the  England  of 
the  days  of  Walpole  as  the  England  of 
that  time  was  different  from,  and  supe- 
rior to,  any  semi-civilized  country.  A 
man's  life  was  measured  not  by  his  years, 
but  by  his  sensations,  his  sufferings,  his 
experience,  and  his  knowledge.  And 
as  with  the  life  of  a  man,  so  should  it  be 
with  the  life  of  a  Parliament.  Now-a- 
days  Parliaments  not  only  attempted,  but 
accomplished,  ten  times  as  much  work  in  a 
year  as  thev  formerly  aspired  to  perform. 
They  had  oeen  assured  that  one  year  of 
Europe  was  worth  100  of  Cathay.  If  that 
was  so,  surely  three  years  or  five  years 
of  a  Parliament,  worked  as  theirs  was, 
must  be  worth  seven  years  of  such  drowsy 
legislation  as  their  forefathers  had  a  cen- 
tury ago.  The  opponents  of  the  Sep- 
tennial Act  resisted  it  mainly  because  of 
the  dread  they  had  of  the  illegitimate 
influence  which  the  Court,  the  Crown, 
and  the  Cabinet  could  bringto  bear  on 
Members  of  Parliament.  That,  how- 
ever, was  past.  The  daneer  now  lay  in 
an  entirely  opposite  direction.  They  had 
extended  the  suffirage,  they  had  increased 
the  constituencies,  and  they  had  invented 
(bethought  very  unwisely)  a  complicated 
and  complex  system  of  elections.   Those 
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ohangea  had  driven  tlie   supporters  of 
all  Parties  in  the  State  to  systematic 
and  minute  organization.     It  had  been 
thought,  indeed,  that  they  could  only 
derelop  and  apply  their  strength  through 
Buch    channels.     They    wore,   he   (Mr. 
Oowen)  feared,  now    running  the  risk 
of     suffering    from  over    organi^sation. 
It    was    possible   that    their    enlarged 
oonatitaencies  might    disappear   before 
cliques  and  caucuses,  as  had  not  un- 
freqaently  been  the   case   in  America. 
That  had  not  taken  place  yot,  and  ho 
kuew  no  better  means  of  preventing  it 
than  by  making  elections  frequent.    The 
l>e8t  antidote  to  that  excessive  organi- 
zation was  to  bring  the  Bepresentatives 
and  the  represented  into  closer  and  more 
direct  contact  with  each  other.     Shorter 
Parliaments  would  help  to  accomplish 
that.    And  if,  along  with  such  a  change, 
the  legitimate  expenses  of  elections  were 
thrown  upon  the  constituents  as  they 
ought  to  be,  and  it  was  rendered  illegal 
for  candidates  either  to  pay  for  canvass- 
ing, conveyances,  or  agency,  the  necessity 
fiyr— and  certainly  the  danger  that  would 
trite  firom — the  organizing  spirit  of  the 
time  woold  be  avoided.     If  there  were 
more  appeals  to  the  constituencies,  the 
political  intelligence  of  the  people  would 
be   quickened,  a  healthy  independence 
of  thought    would  be   generated,   and 
the  breath  of  national  life  would  be 
sweetened. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  tho 
dnmtioii  of  any  future  Parliament  sliould  not 
five  years.*' — {Mr,  John  llobna.) 


CoLOJTEL  ALEXANDER  rose  to  move, 
at  en  Amendment — 

**  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  HousK',  thu  Scp- 
ir«"^*^  Act  has  been  Bati8factor>'  in  its  openi- 
tum,  and  ought  not  to  bo  repealed." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Reading  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  said,  last  Session,  that 
the  present  was  the  worst  Parliament 
that  nad  been  elected  since  the  passing 
of  tho  Reform  Bill  of  1 832.  He  (Coloiud 
Alexander)  was  very  glad  to  see,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Holms)  did  not,  at  least,  share 
that  opinion.  That  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  10  well  of  this  Parliament,  that 
1m  waa  prepared  to  propose  it  Hhould  fix 
the  duration  of  all  future  Parliaments. 
Moreover,  although  in  his  (Mr.  IIolms*s) 


I  opinion  the  natural  life  of  a  Parliament 
should  not  exceed  five  years,  he  confi- 
dently submitted  to  a  Parliament  in  its 
seventh  year  of  existence  tho  decision 
of  this  most  important  question.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Cowon)  had  maintained  that  the  Houso 
of  Commons  which  had  passed  the  Sep- 
tennial Act,  having  only  been  elected 
for  three  years,  was  not  constitutionally 
competent  to  prolong  its  duration  for 
seven  years.  But  Lord  Brougham,  al- 
though himself  an  advocate  of  triennial 
Parliaments,  had  triumphantly  disposed 
of  this  objection,  and  pointed  out  that 
the  acceptance  of  such  a  doctrine  would 
involve  the  validity  of  the  Unions  with 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  imply  a  de- 
nial of  the  supreme  power  of  Parlia- 
ment. Assuming  then,  as  he  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  do,  that  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1716  was  legally  competent  to 
prolong  its  own  existence,  the  question 
now  before  the  House  was  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  had  suc- 
ceeded in  showing  to  its  satisfaction  that 
the  Septennial  Act,  which  had  been  in 
operation  more  than  160  years,  ought 
now  to  be  repealed?  If  he  (Colonel 
Alexander)  rightly  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  main  objection  he 
brought  forward  against  the  Act  was 
this — that  under  its  working  Parlia- 
ment might  be  seised  of  questions  on 
which  the  electors  had  never  been  con- 
sulted. Unquestionably  it  might;  but 
he  would  ask,  why  not?  Lord  Brougham, 
an  authority  who  had  been  often  cited, 
speaking  on  this  point  in  1818,  said — 

"  Ho  must  tako  loavr*  toohsorve  tliat  the  bii- 
pmn*'  pow»T  nert.'KM.irily  vcstod  s«»inowhon\  and 
that  it  was  tlio  <'oii8taiit  practirt?  of  the  lifgisla- 
tur«'  to  prrfurni  actb  wliich  tho  oloctoru  had  never 
had  in  coiitmiphition,  hut  which  thoy  had  con- 
fidod  full  authority  to  their  n^prosontativos  to 
pcirform  if  ncc»'t»siiry/* 

But  even  if  thoy  admitted  tho  validity  of 
tho  objection  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  .'(^olonel  Ah»xander)  would  ask, 
how  would  it  be  met  by  tho  substitution 
of  quinquennial  for  septennial  Parlia- 
ments ?  It  was,  after  all,  only  a  ques- 
tion of  degree.  A  Parliament  elected 
for  five  years  might,  equally  with  one  of 
longer  duration,  bo  called  upon  to  decide 
questions  of  tho  gravest  importance  as 
on  which  the  opinion  of  constituencies 
had  never  been  collected.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  Eastern  Question,  and  sup- 
posing the  present  Parliament  to  have 
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been  quinquennial,  a  dissolution  would 
liave  occurred  immediately  after  the 
return  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  Lord 
Salisbury  from  Berlin,  and  who  could 
doubt  what  would  have  been  the  result 
of  a  General  Election  under  such  cir- 
cumstances? The  hoD.  Gentleman  was 
haunted  by  the  dread  of  the  dangers  into 
which  the  uncontrolled  power  of  the  Go- 
vernment might  lead  the  country  when 
their  majority  in  this  House  no  longer 
represented  the  majority  of  the  electors. 
But  upon  this  point,  he  (Colonel  Alex- 
ander) would  commend  to  his  attention 
a  very  apposite  sentence  from  a  speech 
of  Lord  Althorp's  delivered  in  the  year 
1834.     Lord  Althorp  said — 

"Gentlemen  who  foiind  the  decision  of  the 
House  directly  against  their  opinions  wore,  no 
doubt,  apt  to  think  that  the  House  decided 
against  the  opinion  of  the  people  at  large." — 
[3  Hansard,  xxiii.  1061.] 

It  struck  him  that  those  words  of  Lord 
Althorp,  uttered  in  the  year  1834,  were 
not  wholly  inapplicable  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  day.  The  other 
day  he  read  a  letter  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
in  which  he  said — 

"The  Government  did  not  dissolve  because 
they  were  afraid  to  submit  their  conduct  to  the 
verdict  of  the  country ; " 

and  almost  immediately  afterwards  two 
of  the  largest  constituencies  in  the 
Kingdom  gave  an  emphatic  denial  to 
the  assertion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Had  it  not  been  for  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  he 
need  not  have  said  so  much  about  the 
early  Parliaments  of  this  country;  al- 
though it  had  always  been  the  custom 
in  debates  upon  this  subject  to  refer  to 
the  famous  Statute  of  Edward  III., 
which  provided  that  Parliaments  should 
be  held  at  least  **  once  a  year,  oroftener 
if  need  be."  The  fact  was,  there  was 
no  analogy ;  and,  therefore,  no  compa- 
rison could  be  profitably  instituted  be- 
tween those  Parhaments  which  were  sum- 
moned sometimes  only  for  a  few  days, 
for  the  purpose  of  granting  Supplies, 
and  the  I^arliaments  of  the  present  day. 
In  former  days  it  was  necessary  to  com- 
pel men  to  serve  in  Parliament,  and  our 
forefathers  very  unwillingly  quitted 
their  homes  in  Cornwall  or  Cumberland 
for  the  purpose  of  g^vinff  their  attend- 
ance at  \yestminster  Hall  or  elsewhere, 
oven    though    the    Sheriffs  were    em- 

CoIomI  Alexander 


powered  and  ordered,  in  fleust,  to  assess 
all  recusonable  expenses  to  the  Knights 
''  veniendo  morando  et  redeundo"  It  hap- 
pened not  unfrequently,  in  the  days 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle, that  the  time  occupied  in  passing 
to  and  fro  between  Cornwall  and  London 
was  longer  than  that  taken  up  bv  the 
actual  Session  of  Parliament.  Thus,  in  the 
ninth  year  of  Edward  IH.,  Parliament 
sat  for  only  eight  days,  while  the  Mem- 
bers for  Cornwall  were  allowed  travelling 
expenses  for  32  days,  or  just  four  times 
that  period.  Then  as  to  boroaghB,  so 
little  at  that  time  did  they  vame  the 
electoral  privileges  and  their  rights  of 
returning  Members,  that  some  boroughs 
actually  refused  to  make  anv  return ; 
whether  by  reason  of  inability  or 
poverty,  or  because  they  had  no  fit 
persons  to  return  or  who  would  serve. 
In  other  boroughs  they  allowed  their 
privileges  to  go  by  default;  the  She- 
riff having  to  miuke  the  following  re- 
port—  **  NuUum  mihi  respontum  dede- 
runt.^^  How,  then,  oould  the  House 
compare,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  had  done,  the  Parliaments 
of  those  days  with  the  Parliaments  of 
the  present?  The  fact  was,  as  was 
pointed  out  by  Mr.  Lamb,  afterwards 
Lord  Melbourne,  that  this  Statute  of 
Edward  HI.,  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member,  was  disregarded  almost  as  soon 
as  it  was  enacted,  because  towards  the 
end  of  the  reign  of  Edward  IH.  no  less 
than  21  years  elapsed  without  the  holding 
of  any  Parliament  at  all.  The  fact  was 
that  the  complaint  in  the  old  days  was 
not  that  Parliaments  were  not  new,  but 
that  they  were  not  frequent  enough ;  and 
it  was  for  that  reason  that  in  a  famous 
Statute — namely,  the  16th  Charles  I., 
to  which  allusion  had  already  been  made 
— it  was  provided  that  Parliament 
should  not  be  intermitted  above  three 
years.  The  Preamble  of  that  Statute 
ran — 

*'  Wliereas  by  the  Law  and  Statutes  of  this 
Hcahn,  the  Parliament  ought  to  be  holden  at 
least  once  a  year.*' — [Statutes  at  large^  16  Car.  I., 
cap.  1.] 

No  mention  whatever  was  made  of  elec- 
tions. The  word  ''  chosen  "  was  not 
used.  What  was  meant  was  "  frequent 
Parliaments,"  not  "  new  Parliaments ;  " 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  until  the  Triennial 
Act  in  the  reig^  of  William  IH.,  the 
duration  of  Parliament  was  limited  only 
by  the  pleasure  or  by  the  deaUi  of  the 
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SoTereign.  He  was  quite  aware  that  tlie 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  Holms)  did  not 
propose  to  return  to  the  triennial  period ; 
but,  nevertheleBB,  as  he  had  extolled 
that  period,  thinking  it  would  bear  a 
favourable  comparison  with  the  septen- 
nial, and  as  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle had  followed  his  example,  and  had 
pointed  out  all  the  corruption  which  had 
existed  in  the  septennial  period,  perhaps 
the  House  would  permit  him  (Colonel 
Alexander)  to  prove — which  ho  hoped 
lie  would  be  able  to  do  to  its  satisfaction 
— that  the  triennial  period  was  not  quite 
the  virtuous  period  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Hackney  and  Newcastle  sup- 
posed, and  that  the  evils  complained  of 
in  the  one  were  equally  rife  in  the  other. 
It  was  quite  true,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  had  stated,  and  also  as 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney,  that  tne  power  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  largely  increased  in 
the  r6ip;n  of  William  III. ;  but  he  did 
not  think  that  at  that  time  that  fact 
was  a  source  of  unmixed  blessing,  for 
although  the  House  of  Commons  had 
been  emancipated  from  the  control  of 
ihe  Grown,  no  means  had  as  yet  been 
taken  to  insure  its  responsibility  to  the 
people.  The  triennial  period  lasted  alto- 
gether about  22  years ;  and  as  Lord  ^la- 
eaulay  had  been  quoted,  perhaps  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  quote  a  few 
words  from  that  authorit}',  referring  to 
a  third  of  the  period,  beginning  with 
1698  and  ending  1705.  Lord  Macaulay 
had  said  of  that  period — 

••  No  portion  of  our  Parliamentary  history  is 
lev  pleasing  or  more  instrtictive.  It  will  bo 
MMm  that  the  HouHe  of  Commons  ]>4*<'amo  alto- 
gether ungovernable,  abased  its  fri^mtic  power 
with  unjust  and  insolent  cajirico,  browbeat  the 
King  and  the  Lords  and  the  Courts  of  ('oiiimon 
Iaw  and  the  constituent  lK>dies,  Wolatcd  lights 
gouanteed  by  the  great  ChartiT,  and  at  len>;tli 
made  itself  so  odious  that  the  peoi>h)  wen>  ^lad 
to  take  shelter  under  tho  protection  of  the 
Tlironc,  and  of  tho  hereditar>-  aristooracy  from 
the  t}Tanny  of  the  Assembly  which  had  bt.-en 
by  themselves.** 


Another  writer,  Tindal,  told  them,  with 
regard  to  the  Parliament  that  Rat  in 
1701,  that  the  French  had  a  groat  Party 
in  it ;  that  the  French  paoqut»t  boat 
always  brought  over  10,0U0  louis  d'or 
and  sometimes  more  ;  and  tliat.  instt^ad 
of  the  old  practice  of  treating  and  drink- 
ing and  entertainment  that  was  formerly 
ii£pted,  tiie  most  scandalous  practice 
in  of  buying  votes.    Then,  how 


infamous  was  the  conduct  of  the  House 
of  Commons  at  the  time  of  the  trial  of 
Lord  Somers,  when,  pending  the  im- 
peachment, the  House  prejudged  the 
question,  and  carried  an  Address  to  His 
Majesty,  **  praying  him  to  remove  John 
Lord  Somers  from  his  Council  and  pre- 
sence for  ever."  They  would  find  that 
during  the  whole  of  the  triennial  period 
the  conduct  of  the  Upper  formed  a  bril- 
liant contrast  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Lower  House  of  Parliament.  Early  in 
the  reign  of  Queen  Aime,  grants  to  the 
enormous  sum  of  £100,000  a-year  were 
voted  in  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  as  a  provision  for  Prince 
George  of  Denmark  in  case  that  Prince 
survived  tho  Queen ;  and  they  were 
told  by  Lord  Stanhope  that  the  Bills  em- 
bodying this  lavish  grant  were  adopted 
by  the  Commons  with  only  a  semblance 
of  debate,  although  stoutly  resisted  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  Then  the  Bill  for 
preventing  occasional  conformity,  which 
imposed  heavy  penalties  on  Dissenters 
who  took  tho  Sacrament  according  to 
the  rites  of  the  Church  of  England  as  a 
qualification  for  office  and  afterwards 
attended  conventicles,  was  twice  carried 
by  immense  majorities  in  the  Commons, 
and  on  both  occasions  rejected  by  the 
Lords.  At  the  Dissolution  in  1705, 
Burnet  writes — 

"  ThuH  this  Session  and  with  it  this  Parlia- 
ment came  to  an  end  ;  it  was  no  small  blessing 
to  iho  Qiu'cn  and  Nation  that  they  got  well  out 
of  such  handd." 

Go  on  to  tho  next  triennial  period — 
1707.  When  a  Committee  of  the  Lords 
was  appointed  to  examine  the  complaints 
made  by  the  merchants  against  the  Ad- 
miralty, they  wore  told  by  13umet  that  the 
Committoo  of  tlio  Lords  called  the  mer- 
chants before  thorn  and  treated  them  not 
witli  the  scorn  which  had  been  very  in- 
decently offered  them  by  some  Members 
of  tho  House  of  Commons,  but  with  great 
patience  and  crentlenoss.  In  1 708,  Par- 
liament was  aissolved  on  tho  presenta- 
tion of  tho  most  fulsome  Addresses  to 
the  (iueen  after  tlio  trial  of  Dr.  JSachove- 
rell.  AVith  a  General  Election  held 
under  such  circumstances  in  1710,  it  was 
not  snrprisinjif  that  at  tho  end  of  the 
fii>t  Session  lUirnet  wrote — 

••All  c(»npidtTinj;  jjrrs4»nH  had  a  very  melan- 
ehiily  pnjs|Mrt  wlu-n  tli<y  wiw  what  mif^ht  be 
aiipivht'udrd  fmm  the  two  Sessions  tluit  were 
v»;t  to  conio  of  tho  same  Parliament." 
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That  was  the  Parliament  which  sent 
Walpole  to  the  Tower,  and  was  ad- 
journed no  fewer  than  1 1  times  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  him  there.  Of  this 
period,  Burnet  wrote — 

"  The  scandal  of  comiption  mu  now  highet 
than  ever,  for  it  was  believed  men  were  not  only 
biihed  for  a  whole  Seemon,  but  had  new  bribe* 
for  particular  votes,"  and  lie  added,  "this  iB  the 
woMt  Patliameat  I  ever  saw." 

He  (ColonelAlexander)  thought  it  would 
be  ai£Goult  to  End  a  more  concluaive 
proof  of  the  great  rise  in  importance  of 
the    House    of    Commons     after     the 

passing  of  the  Septennial  Act  than  the 
circumstance  that  whereas  Harley  and 
St.  John  caught  eagerlj  at  a  seat  in  th€ 
Lords,  Walpole  and  Pulteney  reluc- 
tantly quitted  the  Commons.  Archdeacon 
Coxe,  in  mentioning  the  refusal  of  a 
Peerage  by  Walpole  in  1733,  observed 
t^at— 

' '  Hitherto  it  had  been  cuatomary  tor  those 
who  are  entrusted  with  the  chief  direction  ol 
a&ira  to  be  placed  in  the  Hoiiao  of  Lords ;  but, 
ComciouB  that  hie  talent*  wore  best  calculated 
for  the  HouBo  of  Commons,  and  that  his  con- 
Beqnenco  would  Boon  deelino  if  called  to  the 
Upper  HouBO,  Walpolo  waivod  the  dignity  foi 
himself,  but  accepted  it  for  his  boq." 

But  perhaps  the  most  remarkable  testi- 
mony in  favour  of  the  Septennial  Act 
was  that  given  by  one  of  the  most  eminent 
of  the  Predecessors  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  present  occupying  the 
Chair.  They  were  told  that  Mr.  Speaker 
Onslow  was  frequently  heard  to  declare— 
"Hiat  the  passing  of  the  SepUnnial  Act 
formed  the  era  of  the  emancipation  of  Iho  liritish 
House  of  Commons  from  ite  former  dependence 
on  the  Crown  and  the  House  of  Lords,  nud  from 
that  period  it  has  risen  in  consequence  and 
strength." 

The  very  men  who  suggested  the  Trien- 
nial Act  wore  so  convinced  of  its  failure 
that  they  earnestly  advocated  its  re- 
peal ;  and  when  the  Septennial  Act 
became  law  the  venerable  Somers  ob- 
served to  Townshend  —  "I  have  just 
heard  of  the  work  on  which  you  arc 
engaged,  and  congratulate  you  on  it." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J. 
Holms)  had  stated  that  the  triennial 
period  was  glorious  for  our  arms  j  but 
against  Blenheim  and  a  glorious  war 
they  might  sot  tlie  Treaty  of  Utrecht 
and  a  discreditable  peace.  Beaides,  what 
did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  care  about 
successful  wars  ?  It  was  only  the  other 
da;  Lord  Derby  told  people  how  much 
Colonel  Altxander 


Blenh^m  cost  them,  And  he  spoke  of 
that  battle  as  "the  ganpowder  and 
glory  business."  Ho  (Colonel  Alex* 
ander)  did  not,  of  course,  deny  the  cor- 
ruption of  the  septennial  period  ;  but 
having  shown  tiiat  the  same  corruption 
prevailed  during  the  triennial,  he  ood- 
tended  that  corruption  was  altt^gether 
independent  of  the  duration  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Legislature  was  oorrupt  be- 
cause "the  people  loved  to  hare  it  so." 
The  statesmen  of  the  reign  of  George 
n.,  though  coueoioua  of  the  evil,  failed  to 
discern  the  remedy.  They  saw  in  the 
repeal  of  the  Septennial  Act  a  panacea 
for  every  evil.  To  Lord  Chatham  in 
the  succeeding  reign  belonged  the  credit 
of    first     suggesting    what     oventually 

{iroved  to  be  the  only  true  mode  of  re- 
orming  Parliament.  Speaking  in  1766 
of  the  borough  representation,  he  called 
it  "  the  rotten  part  of  our  Constitution," 
and  said — "  It  cannot  continue  a  century, 
if  it  does  not  drop  it  must  be  ampu- 
tated." His  son,  Mr.  Pitt,  also  saw  what 
He 


"  There  were  boroughs  which  h^  i 
fact,  no  actual  existence  but  in  the  n 
Members  to  that  House.  They  hsid  so  «. 
in  property,  papulation,  in  trade  and  weight. 
There  were  hardly  men  in  the  borough  who  had 
a  right  to  vote,  and  they  wen  the  al&rei  uid 
subjects  of  a  pereon  who  claimed  the  propertj 
of  the  borough  and  who,  in  (act,  made  the  n- 


The  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  had 
quoted  a  great  many  eminent  stateemen 
— Lord  Maoaulay  and  others — who  were 
in  favour  of  triennial  periods ;  but 
against  that,  he  (Colonel  Alexander) 
would  quote  others  who  were  as  de- 
cidedly against  the  pronosition.  Mr. 
Pitt,  it  was  true,  languidly  supported 
the  annual  Motion  of  Alderman  Saw- 
bridge  for  shortening  the  duration  of 
Parliaments ;  hut  it  was  clear  that  his 
faith  in  the  remedy  was  notveir  robust, 
for  it  found  no  place  in  his  Reform  Bill 
of  1785.  When  Mr.  Grey,  afterwards 
Lord  Grey,  in  1797,  brought  in  his  He- 
form  Bill,  he  made  one  brief  and  almost 
contemptuous  reference  to  thia  subject 
!i  few  words  at  the  cIoM  of  bis 
speech — 

If  the  reform  in  the  repreoentatioD  was 
adopted,  but  not  otherwise,  it  occured  to  him 
that  the  duration  of  FartiameDt  should  ba  liniited 
to  three  yean." 

But  in  the  Bill  of  1831  the  prvpotal  was 
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;  indaded.  Lord  John  Bussell,  in 
rodnoing  the  Bill,  said  that — 

It  WM  not  the  intention  of  His  Majesty's 
remment  to  orip:inate  any  proposal  on  the 
ject  ol  the  duration  of  Parliament." 

d  in  the  many  speeches  on  the  sub- 
k  of  Beform  made  by  Lord  John 
Baell  between  1820  and  1830  there 
nzted  no  allusion  whaterer  to  short- 
ngtheduration  of  Parliaments.  When 
.  O'Gonnell,  in  1830,  moved  Eesolu- 
It  advocating  triennial  Parliaments, 
rd  John  Bussell  moved  a  counter  He- 
ition  entirely  negativing  the  proposal. 
len,  in  1834,  Mr.  Tennyson  brought 
iraid  his  Motion  to  shorten  the  dura- 
1  of  Parliament,  Lord  Althorp  made 
of  very  remarkable  language.  He 
I— 

He  hmd  voted  formerly  for  the  repeal  of  the 
fe*ww<^l  Act  during  the  continuance  of  an 
Btfomied  Parliament,  because  he  never  then 
vtoined  the  least  hope  of  carrying  tlic  great 
flore  of  Parliamentary'  rc>fomi.  and  knowing 
t  ao  large  a  portion  of  the  then  Members  of 
;  Honae  were  sent  there  on  the  nomination 
ndUvidnals,  he  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
•er  of  the  people  over  them,  whom  they 
lally  did  elect,  should  be  increased  to  the 
itest  poMible  extent." 

i.  in  the  same  speech  there  was  a  scn- 
ce  which  was  very  applicablo  to  some 
imAb  recently  made  by  the  right 
I.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Groon- 
h— 

One  xeuonwhy  the  duration  of  Parliaments 
baen  shorter  than  the  law  permitted,  had 
I  that  the  Governments  had  tiken  advantage 
he  period  when  it  was  most  conveniout  to 
tdre  the  House  of  Commonn  with  tlio 
ifteat  prospect  of  advantage  to  themselves." 

9  £act  was  that  Lord  Grey,  Lord 
bozp,  and  Lord  John  Kussoll  saw 
t  diortening  the  duration  of  Parlia- 
it  without  reform  would  bo  useless, 
L  with  other  reforms  would  bo  un- 
"When  thoy  wero  told  that 
election  in  Bute,  within  living 
morj,  only  one  person  attended  the 
sting,  that  he  took  the  chair,  called 
T  the  roll  of  freeholders,  answered  to 
own  name,  moved  and  seconded  his 
a  nomination,  put  the  question  to  the 
Ot  nnd  was  unanimously  returned ; 
at  did  it  matter  whether  a  gentleman 
retnmed  elected  himself  for  seven,  or, 
the  matter  of  that,  seventeen  years  ? 
I  was  entitled  to  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
nan  the  Member  for  Hackney — Who 
sad  for  this  measure  ?    Had  ho  been 


able  to  evoke  any  enthusiasm  in  favour 
of  it  ?  He  dangled  it  before  the  House 
and  the  country  during  the  whole  of  last 
Session,  and  presented,  he  (Colonel 
Alexander)  thought,  some  three  or  four 
Petitions,  with  about  as  many,  or,  at  any 
rate,  not  many  more,  signatures  attached 
to  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  in  that 
respect  trod  in  the  footsteps  of  his  Pre- 
decessor, Mr.  Tennyson,  whose  Motion 
in  favour  of  shortening  the  duration  of 
Parliament  was  so  feebly  supported 
out-of-doors  that  the  late  Lord  Derby, 
then  Mr.  Stanley,  contrasted  the  smedl 
number  of  Petitions  in  its  favour  with 
the  enormous  number  presented  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  a  circumstance  which  so  dis- 
couraged Mr.  Tennyson  that  he  allowed 
many  years  to  elapse  before  he  attempted 
to  renew  his  proposal.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Hackney,  in  a  very 
interesting  article,  had  said  last  year  that 
the  question  of  the  duration  of  Parlia- 
ments had  not  been  prominently  before 
the  country  during  the  present  century. 
Ho  (Colonel  Alexander)  would  go  fur- 
ther, and  say  that  tho  utmost  apathy 
had  been  shown  by  tho  country  on  the 
question.  The  hon.  Gentloman  had  ad- 
duced tho  example  of  foreign  Legislatures; 
but  ho  (Colonel  Alexander)  dia  not  think 
that  they  need  go  to  foreign  countries  to 
ascertain  how  thoy  were  to  legislate  on 
such  a  question.  He  know  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  g^eat  admirer  of  the 
Gorman  military  system  ;  but  he  was 
not  awaro  that  he  was  also  an  ad- 
mirer of  the  Gorman  legislative  system, 
lie  had  spoken  in  favour  of  quinquennial 
Parliaments;  but  ho  ( Colon cd  j\Jexandor) 
desired  to  point  out  that  they  had  had 
no  experience  of  tliem.  If  the  theory  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentloman  tho  Member 
for  Greenwich  (^Ir.  Gladstone)  were 
adoptod,  tliat  no  JParliament  was  ever  to 
have  a  last  Session,  tho  quinquennial 
Parliament  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Ilacknoy  would  become  nominally  quad- 
rennial, and  practically  triennial.  Lord 
John  Kussell  had  on  two  occasions  s^ioken 
of  quinquennial  Parliaments,  and  he 
spoke  of  tliem  at  an  interval  of  16  years, 
during  which  timo  he  had  considerably 
modified  his  views  on  tho  subject.  Speak- 
ing in  1833,  Lord  John  liussell  said 
that— 

**  If  ho  hnd  to  frnmr  nn  a1)stract  Constitution 
.  .  .  .  )io  Hhould  certainly  pref(T  tho  term  of  five 
to  that  of  Bcvcn  yoam.     Living,  however,  as  he 
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did,  under  a  Coostitatioit  vrhioh  wu  alreadj 
formed,  he  did  not  Bee  any  advantage  likelj  h> 
reBult  from  altaring  the  duration  of  Parliaments 
....  equal  to  tho  iDconvenience  of  making  tlie 
obange." — [3  SaHtard,  xix.  1127.] 

That  was  tlie  opinioD  of  Lord  John  Bua- 
sell  on  quinquennial  Parliaments  in  1 833. 
Sixteen  years  later,  the  some  noble  Lord 
vittidrew  hie  modified  approval  of  quin- 
quennial   Parliaments.     In    1849,  he 

"Mj  right  hon.  FrieDd  (Mr.  Tennyson)  aaka 
me  whether  I  am  now  prepared  to  Mate  that  I 
think  seven  years  the  best  term  for  vhich  Par- 
liament should  endure  P  After  the  experience  wo 
have  had  for  the  good  many  years  which  have 
elapsed  Bince  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  I 
am  prepared  to  state  my  decided  opinion  that 
wo  had  better  not  alter  the  present  term  for 
which  Parliament  now  ondureB." — [3  Hatuard, 
CT.  866.] 

He  (Colonel  Alexander)  commended  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  that  of  hon. 

Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to  the 
"  decided  opinion"  of  this  distin^ishod 
veteran  Boformer,  and  repeated  that  they 
had  no  experience  of  quinquennial  Par- 
liaments. The  adoption  of  the  proposal 
would  be  simply  change  for  the  mere 
sake  of  change.  They  nad  heard  what 
the  hou.  Member  for  Newcastle  had  said 
of  annual  Parliaments.  They  migbt 
establish  quinquennial  Parliaments ;  but 
that  would  not  settle  the  question.  Lord 
Brougham  told  them  that  Mr.  Burko 
once  observed  to  him  in  jest — 

"  I  see  you  have  got  to  universal  saBrage  an° 
(innnul  Parliaments  ;  bat  you  will  still  bo  bca* 
by  the  oftener  if  need  bo-ans," — [1  naiiitrd, 

alluding  to  the  words  "onco  a-year,  oi 
oftener,  if  need  be,"  in  the  Statute  of 
Edward  HI. 

"  The  oftener  if  need  be-ans  would  still  atari 
up  and  carry  the  day.  Their  existence  wat. 
eternal;  there  was  no  pilch  too  high,  no  bast 
not*  too  low  for  them.  They  knew  of  no  ob. 
stacle,  hardly  any  difficulty  ;  their  only  rule  in 
the  comparison  was  to  go  beyond  tho  lost  man 
who  had  offored." 

He  asked  tho  House  to  reject  the  Motion, 
which,  in  his  humble  opinion,  was  botli 
unnecessary  and  harmful.  Itwasuuncces- 
sary,  because  the  country,  whenever  il 
desired  a  Dissolution,  had  ample  means 
at  its  disposal  for  giving  an  expression 
to  its  wish  ;  it  was  unnecessary,  because, 
in  the  words  of  JjOrd  John  Bussell,  the 
change  would  make  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment dependent,  not  on  thesottled  opinion 
of  the  people,  but  on  their  transient  and 
Cohn*l  AUxemdvr 


temporary  imptilaes.  LettheHoUMuj, 
iind  say  dedsiTsly — "  Hi»  itatui  tigmim 
—  Ate  optimt  mait«iimv»."  The  hon. 
and  gaUant  Oentleman  ooncladed  by 
moving  his  Amendment. 

Bib  GEOBaE  BOWYEB  said,  he 
had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Ameudmeat.  There  was  no  magic  in 
the  preoiso  number  of  years  a  nrlia- 
ment  endured.  In  ancient  times  Parlia- 
ment was  called  together  for  the  nonce, 
and  for  every  Faruament  there  was  a 
fresh  Election.  That,  however,  was  not 
the  case  at  the  present  day,  and  that 
House  did  substantially  represent  the 
opinions  of  the  body  of  the  people,  al- 
tuough  its  term  lasted  seven  years  in — 
stead  of  one.     The  desideratum  was  t»>M 

fet  a  Parliament  whose  duration  should^ 
e  sufficientlv  long  without   being  bx^c 
short.     Its.  duration    should    be   suffi- 
ciently long  to  enable  Members  to  learns 
their  business  and  to  gain  experience,^ 
without  which  they  would  be  of  no  uae^s 
and  not  so  long  as  to  enable  them  toe: 
forget  that  they  were  not  independent 
legislators,    but  Members  of  a  Bepre— - 
sentative  Assembly.     It  was  said  tha^B 
under  a  septennial  system  Members  vrer^£ 
of  little  good  during  the  last  two  yeBrs,.^ 
because  they  were  talldng  to  their  con- 
stituents rather  than   endeavouring  to^ 
transact  the  business   of   the  country..^ 
But  the  same  thing  would  happen  onde^** 
a  quinquennial,  a  trisnnial,  or  an  aunuaL 
system,  and  the  useful  years  of  a  Parlia- 
ment would  be  proportionatelvshortened- 
Moreover,  it  was  contended  that  no  Par- 
liament should  be  suffered  to  ran  ont  its 
full  term  ;  and,  therefore,  the  five  jean' 
Parliament  would  become  a  four  years' 
Parliament,  and  a   three  veors'  a  two 
years'    Parliament.      He  thought  that 
the  present  Qovemment  were  acting  weQ 
withiu  their  right  in  refusing  to  dissolve 
Parliament  before  the  expiration  of  its 
full  term ;  and  if  thav  were  vrrong  in 
that  respect  they  would  be  answerable 
to  the  next  Parliament.     Again,  if  fhif 
demand  for  a  fiveyears'  Parhament  wen 
complied  with,  an  agitation  would  be  got 
up  for  a  three  years',  for  a  two  years', 
and,  ultimately,  for  an  annual  Farlia' 
mout.     If  Parliaments  only  endured  for 
very  short  periods,  the  result  would  be 
that  the  House  would  be  filled  with  a 
number  of  adventurers,  whose  only  ob- 
ject would  be  to  get  into  some  office  or 
otherwise  enrich  themselves  at  the  ex- 
pense of  their  country,  while  lawjers 
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reftise  to  imperil  their  profes- 
prospects  by  coming  into  that 
for  a  year  or  two  only.  The 
ing  of  Parliaments  would  neces- 
reat  expense,  and  the  ablest  men 
iountiy  would  hesitate  before  ex- 

I  large  sums  of  money  in  order 
ore  seats  which  in  all  probability 
ould  not  retain  except  for  short 

of  time.  The  main  results,  as 
he  could  see,  of  shortening  the 
Q  of  Parliaments  would  be  to 
ito  the  House  a  large  number  of 
m  whose  only  object  was  to  ap- 
the  passions  of  the  mob.  As  far 
as  concerned,  he  would  prefer  to 
duration  of  Parliaments  doubled 
of  shortened,  feeling  assured  as 
that  such  a  course  would  increase 

ridence  of  Members  and  insure 
g  a  wider  course  than  they 
lo  if  they  were  in  continual  fear 
rring  the  displeasure  of  consti- 
MS  wise  than  themselves. 

» taken,  that  40  Members  were 
9sent;  House  counted,  and  40 
rs  being  found  present, 

OEOEGE  BOWYER  said,  the 
J  of  the  present  time  was  in  the 

II  of  democracy,  not  only  abroad, 
this  country  ;   and  he   strongly 

15  a  means  of  stemming  the  tide 
ras  setting  in  that  direction  that 
ise  should  pause  before  acceding 

proposal  which  could  have  the 
r  shortening  the  duration  of  Par- 
s. 

idment  proposed, 

rs  ont  from  the  word  *'  House  "  to  tho 

16  Qnestion,  in  order  to  add  tlie  words 
ptnmial  Act  has  been  satisfactor}'  in 
aon,  and  ought  not  to  be  repealed," — 
tUxmnder^) 

id  tliereof. 

tion  proposed,  '^That  tho  words 
d  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 
a. 

H.  8AMUELS0N  said,  that  tho 

d  learned  Baronet  who  had  just 

had  simply  indulged  in  a  hyi>o- 

harangue.  He  (Mr.  H.  Samuel- 

1  not  think  any  results  so  torriblo 
le  anticipated  by  the  hon.  and 

Baronet  were  likely  to  flow  from 

2  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
Sawney.  It  was  not,  in  his  view, 
to  suggest  that  adventurers  and 
bO  aotignt  their  own  interests  only 

.  OOL.        [third  series.] 


would  be  induced  to  seek  seats  in  Par- 
liament by  the  passing  of  a  law  which 
would  probably  shorten  their  Parlia- 
mentary life.  If  men  who  aspired  to 
Parliamentary  careers  sought  simply  to 
make  hay  during  the  shining  of  the  sun, 
they  would  have  larger  opportimities  for 
doing  this  in  a  possible  seven  years' 
Parliament  than  they  could  have  in  one 
which  could  only  last  for  five,  three,  or, 
perhaps,  one  year  only.  The  last  I?ar- 
liament  only  lasted  five  years  ;  and  no 
one,  he  thought,  would  be  found  to  say 
that  there  was  not  a  gp*eat  deal  of 
good  legislation  during  the  life  of  that 
Parliament.  Then  it  was  urged  that 
Parliament  ought  to  last  long  enough 
to  teach  hon.  Members  their  business ; 
but  he  believed  that  100  years  would 
not  be  long  enough  to  teach  some  people. 
Parliament  was  supposed  to  represent 
the  opinion  of  the  country ;  but  it  was 
not  only  possible,  but  probable,  that 
within  seven  years  the  opinion  of  the 
country  would  change,  and  how  could 
that  fact  be  ascertained  but  by  an  appeal 
to  the  coimtry  ?  The  last  Qovemment 
was  strong  when  it  came  into  power ;  bat 
it  was  found  at  the  end  of  five  years  that 
it  had  lost  all  its  strength,  and  that 
the  mind  of  the  country  had  undergone 
a  change.  If  a  Government  desired  to 
retain  strength,  he  thought  it  could  best 
do  so  by  submitting  its  conduct  and  its 
measures  at  the  end  of  each  five  years  to 
the  judgment  of  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  heard  no  valid  argument 
against  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  ; 
and  if  an  additional  reason  were  wanted 
for  his  support  of  the  Motion  it  miefat 
bo  found  in  the  fact  that  he  believed  it 
would,  if  carried  into  effect,  lessen  the 
expenses  of  elections,  which  were,  in 
many  cases,  so  great  as  to  be  positively 
scandalous. 

Mr.  HANBURY,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  on  the  Paper : — 

"  Tliat,  in  the  o]>inion  of  this  House,  the  Sep. 
t<*nniiil  Art  provides  a  sound  expression  of  the 
niaturetl  wiHh(>H  of  tho  nation,  and  no  occuion 
exists  for  its  repeal," 

said,  he  had  not  heard  from  any  sup- 
porter of  the  Motion  a  single  argument 
m  favour  of  a  quinquennial  Parliament 
which  did  not  equally  apply  to  a  trien- 
nial Parliament.  The  Motion  he  re- 
garded as  a  mere  caprice  of  political 
speculation.  They  had  no  experience 
in  this  country,  and  no  gp*eat  principle 
to  appeal  to.    The  only  principle  he  re- 
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cognized  in  the  Motion  was  the  some- 
what unstatesmanlike  principle  of  split- 
ting the  difference  between  triennial  and 
septennial  Parliaments.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Co  wen),  in 
his  eloquent  speech,  did  not  conceal  his 
real    wishes   on  this    subject  ;  for   the 
whole  of  that  speech  was  in  favour,  not 
of  the  Motion,  but  of  annual  Parlia- 
ments.    In  his  opinion,  it  was  quite  by 
accident    that    the    hon.    Member    for 
Hackney  had  fixed  upon  five  years  for 
the  duration  of  Parliament,  because  the 
hon.  Member  not   only  made  an  able 
speech,  but  he  had  written  an  article — 
always  a  dangerous  thing  to  do — upon 
the  subject.     That  article  appeared  in 
The  Nineteenth   Century  in  January  last 
year ;  but  it  so  happened  that  that  was 
a  time  when  the  Government  had  reached 
the  end  of  their  fifth  year,  and  it  was  a 
period    also    when  many    people   who 
nad    at    one    time     lost     their     head 
were  barely  beginning  to  recover  their 
sober  senses.     Of  course,  it  was  natu- 
ral for  the   hon.   Member    for    Hack- 
ney, if  he  believed  that  the  people  were 
influenced  by  what  had  been  told  them 
of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  country,  to 
think   tliat   a    system   of  quinquennial 
Parliaments  would   have  at  that  time 
given  the  Liberal  Party  an  admirable 
chance.     In  considering  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member,  they  should  nar- 
rowly  examine   the  charges   which   he 
brought  against  the  present  Parliament. 
The  Hon.  Member  said  that  it  failed  to 
represent  the  opinions  of  the  constitu- 
encies,   and    pointed     out    that    great 
changes  had  taken  place  in  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  country  since  the  Parlia- 
ment began  to  sit  in  1874.    He  believed 
that  both   these  allegations   were    un- 
founded.    With  regard  to  the  first,   it 
was   unfortunate  for  the  hon.  Member 
that  since  ho  placed  his  Motion  upon 
the  Paper  thoy  had  had  some  test  elec- 
tions,  which  had    shown,    if    anything 
could,  that  Parliament  was  not  out  of 
harmony  with  the  electors.     It  had  been 
declared  that  test  elections  were  of  no 
real  value,   but  he   would  remind  the 
House  that  it  had  been  in  consequence 
of  test  elections  that  Parliament  had 
been  dissolved  in  1874  in  a  most  sudden 
manner  ;  and  if  those  elections  were  not 
to  be  taken  as  an  expression  of  opinion 
outside  the  House,  then  he  would  say 
that  Parliament  had  never   been   dis- 
solved in  a  more  arbitrary  manner  than 
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had  been  the  case  on  that  occasion. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  a  great 
change  in  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Should  it  not  be  remembered 
that  the  war  that  took  place  in  South 
Africa  was  in  distinct  opposition  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Government,  an^  that  it 
would  have  taken  place  whatever  might 
have  been  the  legal  duration  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  In  everything  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  they  had  carried  out  the 
policy  approved  by  the  people,  who 
would  have  unanimously  adopted  the 
policy  of  maintaining  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire in  1874  if  they  had  then  been  asked 
whether  they  would  do  so.  But  if  the 
Government  had  really  been  in  the  - 
wrong  the  remedy  proposed  by  the  ^ 
hon.  Member  would  reiuly  be  no  re-  - 
medy  at  all,  for  the  occurrences  for  " 
which  he  blamed  the  Government  took  .=: 

Slace  in  1878,  within  three  years  of  a  .^ 
issolution ;    and    how   coula  he  show  '^ 
that  a  Government  was  more  likely  to  ^ 

act  under  the  control  of  the  constituen 

cies  when  there  were  only  three  years^ 
to  run  in  a  five  years'  Parliament  than  ^tf 
when  there  were  only  three  years  to  run  ^tf 
in  a  septennial  Parliament  ?  The  hon. 
Member  had  given  them  some  facts  ^ 
which,  in  his  opinion,  altogether  upset 
the  hon.  Member's  theory.  He  had 
told  them  that,  since  1833,  the  average 
duration  of  Parliaments  haA  been  a  little 
less  than  four  years.  Now,  what  did 
that  show  ?  Why,  that  when  Govern- 
ments under  the  present  system  had  not 
been  in  harmony  with  the  country  they 
had  dissolved.  It  was  only  when  a  Go- 
vernment was  supported  by  Parliament, 
and  Parliament  by  the  country,  that 
Parliament  was  allowed  to  last  seven 
years.  The  hon.  Member,  therefore, 
would  not  allow  a  Parliament  to  run  on 
for  seven  years,  even  though  it  had  the 
support  of  the  people,  but  would  put 
the  country  to  the  trouble  of  a  General 
Election  when  an  election  was  not  re- 
quired. AVas  it  possible  for  the  nation 
to  have  a  greater  control  over  Parlia- 
ment than  could  be  exercised  at  the 
present  day,  when  there  were  such  mul- 
tifarious means  of  communication  by 
which  hon.  Members  were  brought  into 
association  with  their  constituencies? 
Ancient  history  had  been  quoted  to  a 
considerable  extent  in  support  of  the 
Motion,  but  quotations  of  the  kind  were 
totally  irrelevant,  because  the  times 
were  so  much  altered.    Popular  opinion 
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aoied  upon  the  House  in  a  far  greater 
dag^ree  than  formerly,  owing  to  increased 
representation.    The  abolition  of  pocket 
boroughs  also  removed  the  need  which 
might  have  been  said  to  exist  once  for 
more  frequent  elections.     It  might  have 
been  wise  in  old  days,  when  corruption 
was  prevalent,  to  shorten  Parliaments  in 
order  that  Ministers  might  not  exercise 
too  great  a  control  over  Members  ;  but 
they  had  been  told,   in   the    eloquent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle, that  there  was  no  danger  of  such 
control  being  exercised  at  the  present 
day.     Thus  one  great  reason  for  dimi- 
nidiing  the  length  of  Parliaments  had 
really  ceased  to  exist.    It  might  be  said 
that,  under  the  present  system,  the  in- 
finence  of  the  constituencies  over  Par- 
liament was  indirect.     Well,  he  hoped 
that  it  might  ever  continue  to  be  indi- 
rect; for  that  indirect  influence  rested 
upon  what  had  always  been  at  the  basis 
of  our  Constitution — namely,  the  prin- 
ciple that  confidence  must  be  placed 
■omewhere.     He  believed  it  would  be 
an  cyU  epoch  for  England  when  they 
became  so  democratic  that  the  people 
wonld  no^  trust  those  who  represented 
them,  and  when  they  scrutinized  tlieir 
acts  more  as  if  they  were  delegates  than 
as  if  they  were  Keprcsontatives.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  had  quoted 
foreign  precedents;  but  there  were  no 
foreign  precedents  for  a   quinquennial 
Parliament.  Again,  there  was  an  essen- 
tial difference  between  our  Parliament 
and  any  Parliament  abroad.     In  this 
country  there  existed  a  condition  of  pub- 
lic integrity  which  in  some  countries  of 
the  world  was  not  so  conspicuous  as  it 
might  be  ;  and  in  few  countries  was  the 
control  of  Parliament  over  the  Executive 
■o  great  as  in   England.      The  House 
of  Commons  had  to  deal  with  subjects 
of  greater  importance  and  variety  than 
had  ever  been  dealt  with  by  any  Par- 
liament  which  had   ever  sat ;    and   it 
waa,    therefore,    most    important    that 
they   should   have    in    their  Assembly 
men  whom  the  people  could  trust,  who 
would   bring    to    the    consideration   of 

Sublic  affairs  a  sense  of  jiistice  and  in- 
ependent  opinion,  and  who  would  not 
be  easily  led  by  popular  clamour.  Pub- 
lie  opinion  was  apt  to  be  influenced  by 
tides  and  floods  of  sentiment;  and  he 
Iwld  that  it  would  be  a  bad  thing  for 
this  country  if  the  Representatives  of 
ihm  nation,  renouncing  their  indepen- 


dence, were  to  allow  themselves,  in  all 
cases,   to    be   ruled    by    that    opinion. 
There  was  nothing  to  gain  by  substitut- 
ing this  direct  control  for  the  indirect 
Constitutional  control   which    now   ex- 
isted ;   the  control  might  be  greater,  in- 
deed, but  we  might  buy  it  at  a  perilous 
price.     It  was  admitted  that  a    more 
honest  House  of  Commons  never  sat ; 
and  yet,  at  a  time  when  popular  control 
was  greater  than  ever  it  was  before,  it 
was  proposed  to  shorten  Parliaments,  on 
the   ground  that  that  control  was  not 
sufficient — that,  in  short,  the  Members 
could  not  be  trusted.     To  do  that  would 
be  to  bring  discredit  on  public  life— to 
bring  it  down  to  its  level  in  America, 
where  the  majority  of  thinking  and  in- 
dependent men  refused  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  politics.     In  this  country  we 
had  to  deal  with  affairs  of  the  greatest 
importance.  If  the  work  was  to  be  done 
thoroughly  it  must  be  done  by  men  who 
felt  their  responsibility;  but  could  we 
obtain  men  who  would  appreciate  the 
responsibility  if  Parliaments  lasted  only 
two  or  three  years,  and  if  we  had  con- 
stant appeals  to  the  country  rendering  it 
impossible  that  it  coidd  have  any  per- 
manent policy?     That  would  not  only 
diminish  the  responsibility  of  Ministers, 
but  it  would  discredit  the  House  itself. 
It  would  be  destroying  the   substance 
for  the  sake  of  the  shadow.     While  it 
would  nominally   g^ve   fresh  power  to 
the  constituencies,  it  would  destroy  the 
prestige   and   influence  of  the  House, 
through    which    the    people    defended 
their   rights.     The  people  would  have 
increased  control,  but  over  what  kind  of 
a   Parliament  ?     Over  one  very   much 
sunk   in    the    popular    estimation.     At 
present  mon  were  too  much  inclined  to 
get  into  Parliament  by  giving  reckless 
pledges — too     many    had    been     given 
lately.     With  qiiinquennial  Parliaments 
there  would  be  practically  a  Dissolution 
every  four  years ;  at  any  rate,  constitu- 
encies would  know  more  certainly  than 
now  that   an   election  was  impending, 
and,  therefore,  there  would  be  a  greater 
chance  of  their  exacting  these  pledges. 
If  wo  had  not  that  evil,  we  must  have 
another — the  mischief  of  a  snap  Dissolu- 
tion like  the  last.     At  times  we  should 
have  triennial  Dissolutions,  with  all  the 
results    of   triennial    Parliaments.     At 
present   Members  had  to  resign  their 
seats  when  they  took  office,  and  submit 
to  a  new  election ;  and  we  should  have 
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Ministers  elected  twice  in  tliree  years, 
or  four  times  in   six  years;  and  what 
men  were  likely  to  undergo  such  an 
amount  of  trouble  and    expense  ?     It 
was  a  serious  question  whether  we  had 
not  too  many  elections  now.     If  we  in- 
creased the  number,  we  should  be  likely 
to   increase    the   number — already   too 
large — of  electors  who  abstained   from 
voting,    and    the   best  men   would    go 
through  the  turmoil  of  an  election  every 
three  years.     It  was  essential  that  we 
should    have    men    trained    and   expe- 
rienced in  political  life  ;  but  with  shorter 
Parliaments  we  should  have  a  constant 
succession  of  inexperienced  men,   who 
would  take  two  out  of  their  first  three 
years  to  learn  the  Business  of  Parlia- 
ment.    What  would   be   the   effect  of 
these  changes  on  our  foreign  policy? 
Having    to  face   a    great    Power   like 
Kussia,  it  was  important,  if  we  were  to 
maintain  our  position  among  the  nations 
of  the  world,  that  we  should  have  a  firm 
national  purpose ;  but  he  contended  that 
this  was  impossible  with  triennial  Par- 
liaments.    The  result  of  these  constant 
appeals   to  popular  opinion  would   be 
that  it  would  be  worked  upon  by  irre- 
sponsible agitators.  That  would  furnish 
the  best  argument  to  despotic  Powers 
against  a  Government  like  ours,  based 
on  popular  control.     It  would  be  said 
it  was    impossible    for  a  great  nation 
to  combine  our  institutions  with  a  firm 
and  consistent  national  purpose.  The  do- 
mestic Business  of  Parliament  was  so 
enormous,  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
deal  with  it,  and  it  was  growing  every 
day  ;  and  how  should  we  get  through  it 
with  fresh  and  inexperienced  men  ?     At 
present  there  was  a  great  deal  of  talk, 
much  of  which  was  deemed  irrelevant 
by  some  of  them  ;   and  one  result  of  the 
lowered   suffrage   was  that  more  men 
were   sent  in   whose    constituents    ex- 
pected them   to   talk.     With   growing 
work,   increased    talking,    and    shorter 
Parliaments,  it  would  be  almost  impos- 
sible  to  transact  the  Business   of  the 
country.     It  was  also  important  to  con- 
eider  the  relation  of  that  House  to  the 
other  Estates  of  the  Eealm.     Although 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  was  to  increase  the  influence  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  bringing  it 
more  under  the  control  of  the  constitu- 
encies, the  result  would  be  the  increased 
authority  of  the  Crown  and  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  the  greater  inflaenee  and 
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power  of  the  permanent  officials.  He 
should  heartily  support  the  Amendment, 
because  it  would  maintain  the  prestige 
of  Parliament,  and  defend  the  Commons 
against  the  Crown  and  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  one  hand;  and,  on  the 
other,  against  the  more  serious  dangers 
of  bureaucracy,  arising  fi'om  the  con- 
centration of  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
permanent  officials  of  the  country. 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS,  in  reply,  said,  most 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
against  the  Motion  had  dealt  with  the 
question  as  if  he  had  argued  in  favour 
of  triennial  or  annual  Parliaments, 
whereas  he  entirely  avoided  doing  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  He  still  held  to  the 
views  which  he  had  so  fully  stated  to  the 
House — that  quinquennisl  Parliaments 
would  be  of  vast  service  to  the  country. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dirndl  : — Ayes  60  ;  Noes* 
110  :  Majority  60.— (Div.  list,  No.  22.)  < 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ruolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  oi  this  Hoiue^ 
the  Septennial  Act  has  been  satis&ctory  in  ii 
operation,  and  onght  not  to  be  repealed. 

MERCHANT  SHIPS  LADEN  IN  BULK. 
MOTION  FOB  A  SELECT  OOMMITTEE. 

ViscoxmT  8AND0N,  in  rising  to 
the  appointment  of  a 

"  Select  Committee  to  make  inquiry  concern- 
ing the  recent  foundering  of  Ships  laden  with 
grain,  coal,  and  other  heavy  or  hulk  cargoes; 
and  to  ascertain  whether  such  founderings  are 
due  to  excessive  cargoes  or  to  defective  dimen- 
sions or  construction,  or  to  the  employment  of 
vessels  unsuited  for  the  trades  or  voyages  in 
which  the  Ships  were  employed,  or  to  any  other 
and  what  cause;  and  to  report  whether  any 
change  in  the  Law  affecting  Merchant  Shipping 
is  required  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such 
losses," 

said,  he  need  hardly  assure  the  House 
that  this  suhject  had  of  late  very  mudi 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Traae,  and  need  scarcely  say  that  aoy 
question  affecting  the  lives  of  our  sailors 
was  one  of  interest  to  every  hon.  Member 
of  the  House,  on  whatever  side  he  might 
sit,  or  whatever  might  be  his  poHtics. 
He  was  quite  aware  of  the  great  interest 
which  the  question  excited  in  the  ooutttiy. 
and  fully  recognized  the  duty  of  dimi- 
nishing as  fSar  as  possible  everf  danger  to 
the  brave  men  who  navigated  1ii%  ooeib 
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under  the  Britisli  fla(^.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  the  lion.  Membor  for  Derby 
(Mr.  Plixnsoll)  was  the  last  maa  who 
would  wish  to  claim  for  himself  any  ex- 
clusive rights  or  feelings  of  humanity  in 
this  matter.  They  all  wished  that  the  lives 
of  our  sailors  in  their  very  hazardous 
calling  should  be  as  safe  as  possible. 
Tuej  all  admitted  that  some  inquiry  was 
greatly  called  for  into  the  terrible  loss  of 
cargo  vessels  from  foundering  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  For  some 
months  past  he  had  been  aware  that 
many  ffauant  ships  had  been  lost  in  tlie 
/Ltlantic  and  Bay  of  Biscay,  without,  he 
reg^tted  to  say,  any  record  of  how  the 
loss  occurred.  With  these  facts  before 
funi,  some  months  before  the  matter  had 
been  taken  up  by  the  lion.  Member  for 
Derby,  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  had  con- 
lulted  the  best  authorities  on  the  subject, 
and  he  made  up  his  mind  that  as  soon  as 
Parliament  met  he  would  announce  that 
it  would  bo  necessary  that  a  Royal  Com- 
tnission  or  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
Souse  should  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  loss  of  those  ships.  These  losses, 
it  should  be  remembered,  had  not  been 
confined  to  grain  ships,  but  had  been 
very  remarkable  in  the  case  of  cargo 
ships  generally  duriug  the  last  three  or 
four  years.  lie  was  well  aware  that  the 
loss  had  been  heavy  in  the  grain  tra<le  ; 
but  it  had  extended  V(»ry  much  to  heavy 
carao  ships,  and  he  made  up  his  mind  to 
wait  until  Parliament  met,  so  that  he 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  connected 
with  shipping,  as  to  whether  it  would  be 
better  to  have  a  Boyal  Commission  or  a 
Select  Committee  of  that  House.  His 
own  impression  was  that  it  would  be 
better  to  have  a  small  Commission  of  five 
or  seven  Members,  who  would  go  very 
carefully  into  the  inquiry,  as  experts  ; 
and  as  soon  as  Parliament  met  he  put 
himself  into  communication  with  an  hon. 
Member  on  the  Opposition  Benches  to 
know  if  he  would  take  the  CI i air,  and  lie 
rseolved  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  to  take  a  so.it  on  the  Commission. 
After  consulting,  however,  more  and 
more  with  hon.  Members  acquainted 
vHh  shipping,  he  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  better  to  have  a  iSelect 
Committee  for  the  sake  of  speed,  as  it 
would  be  desirable  to  get  a  good  judg- 
ment on  the  matter  as  soon  as  possible, 
•o  that  if  legislation  wore  needed  we 
might  have  it  during  this  Session.    Ho 


'  was  aware  it  was  possible  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  to  say — **  Why  not 
,  pass  my  Bill  at  once,  and  secure  human 
j  life  by  forbidding  grain  to  b*e  carried  in 
',  bulk,  and  after  that  have  your  inquiry 
I  as  to  the  security  of  the  cargo  trade 
generally  ?  "  His  answer  to  that  was 
that,  with  the  evidence  he  had  before 
him,  no  Government  or  responsible  De- 
partment would  venture  to  support  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  without  inquiry. 
If  they  found  a  certain  amount  of  evi- 
dence which  made  it  extremely  doubtful 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  promote  the  safety  of  human  life, 
they  were  bound  to  pause  before  passing 
the  Bill.  It  remained  for  him  now  to 
show  that  there  was  an  amount  of  evi- 
dence from  responsible  persons  which 
would  lead  a  man  to  believe  that  it  was 
a  very  moot  question  with  men  well  ac- 
quainted with  shipping  whether,  if  they 
passed  the  hon.  Member^s  Bill,  they 
might  not  increase  the  danger  to  human 
life.  Having  made  very  careful  inquiry 
on  the  subject  from  those  best  qualified 
to  judge,  not  only  shipowners,  but  men 
who  had  to  risk  their  lives  navigating 
ships — officers  and  men — there  was  a 
very  grave  doubt  in  his  mind  on  the 
matter.  The  Chamber  of  Shipping  of 
the  United  Kingdom  was  one  of  the 
most  representative  Bodies  in  this  coun- 
try. Almost  every  large  port  was  now 
represented  by  its  leading  men  in  this 
Chamber  of  Shipping.  He  would  ask 
the  House  to  listen  to  the  opinion  of  its 
Cliairman,  Mr.  Glover,  a  man  of  very 
high  standing  and  position.  Mr.  Glover 
said,  in  his  inaugural  address — 

♦♦  I  KhoiiM  point  out  tluit,  s<»  far  fmni  putting 
all  wh(>at  aixl  inaizt*  into  liac^s  loiisiminf?lot)iM.'aiii 
tliL'  Aiiu'rican  tnido,  it  itf  ccrlain  tliv  main  oauwf 
of  such  losjK'S  would  bo  ufTKTiivated  thtToby.  It 
is  well  known  tliat  want  of  stability,  nitlu-rthan 
car^o  shift infi:,  has  Inl  to  many  vt  tin*  roctiit 
disjiHtors.  Si)  much  wiij^ht  of  rarj?o  is  above 
thi'  oeutro  of  fjnivity  that  tho  nhijis,  in  nautical 
phrase,  'turn  turth'.'  (irain  in  bulk  oocupifd 
less  H]Kieo  than  (irruin  in  ba^s ;  c(>ns«'(iuontly, 
with  tlie  Hanu."  numlnTof  tons  of  woi^ht  on  b^arii, 
tho  vcssol  rntin-ly  ladrn  with  Imps  would  havo 
more  woij?ht  ul>ovo  Iht  e<'ntn'  than  if  hIu;  had 
^ntin  in  bulk  btdow,  with  th<i  adi><piatp  (quantity 
of  bags  abov«',  according  to  tho  C  anadian  prac- 
tu'i\  and,  thcrcforts  would  be  more  tender— in 
other  words,  liavo  less  stabilitv--  and  would 
mon?  oasilv  turn  j)VtT.  It  would  bo  dcridv  to 
}m'  regretted  if  an  t-flort  to  leston  loss  increasrd 
thu  very  cause  from  which  most  of  thu  recent 
Io!>S4.-s  havo  huiUK'ued." 

Such  an  opinion  as  that  would  of  itself 
make  any  Government  or  House  of  Com- 
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moRS  hesitatfl  before  passings  the  BScond  ' 
reading  of  such  a  Bill  aa  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  fo>  Derby  without  very  careful 
inquiry.  What  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Service  Aasociation, 
Liverpool  ? — an  aaaociation  which  was 
deeply  interested  in  the  matter,  as  being 
composed  of  masters  and  officers,  not  of 
owners.  They  wrote  to  him  officially  to 
Bay  that — 

"Mr.  Plimsoll,  M.P.,  in  hia  well- meaning 
efforts  to  obtain  the  legialativo  prohibition  con- 
tained in  his  Bill,  should  undoretand  that  the 
evils  ho  aoeks  to  prevent  or  diminiflh  would  be 
therob;  incroaBod.  If  tha  faulty  design  and 
formation  of  ao  many  double-bottomed  ships  is 
not  carefully  investigated  and  checked,  and 
which  they  are  persuaded  lie  at  the  root  of  the 
whole  difficulty,  these  loaaee  will  continue." 

His  point,  therefore,  wa«  that  to  enforce 
merely  the  carrying  of  grain  in  bags  in- 
stead of  in  bulk  would  increase  the  dan- 
Sir  to  human  life.  From  Glasgow, 
essrs.  AUan,  one  of  the  leading  firms, 
wrote — 

"  The  question  is  most  important,  involving 
vital  interests,  and  is  not  to  be  measured  by  the 
mere  coat  of  bagging  grain.  Bulk  grain  is 
heavier  than  bagged,  and  serves  to  keep  the 
centre  of  gravity  of  a  laden  ship  low." 

A  ship  was  safer,  therefore,  because  she 
was  kept  etiff,  when  she  carried  grain  in 
bulk  than  when  she  carried  it  in  bags. 
But  he  wished  the  House  to  understand 
that  he  was  expressing  no  personal  opi- 
nion on  the  question ;  he  only  wished  to 
appeal  to  the  sense  and  judgment  of  the 
House,  and  to  beg  them  to  consider  the 
whole  matter  carefully  before  taking  any 
decisive  action,  as  it  was  felt  to  be  one 
of  the  greatest  doubt  and  difficulty  by 
practical  men.  He  had  carefully  watched 
this  matter  for  some  time,  and  he  would 
wish  to  state  what  the  Chamber  of  8hip- 

Eing — the  opinion  of  whose  chairman  he 
ad  already  quoted — had  done  when 
they  came  to  a  vote  on  the  question. 
After  a  long  discussion,  the  proposal  iu 
favour  of  carrying  in  bags  rather  than 
in  bulk  was  put  aside,  and  the  carrying 
of  grain  all  in  bags  was  disapproved. 
They  then  passed  this  resolution,  that — 

"The  Executive  Council  tako  into  consldera. 
tion  the  queatiua  of  carrying  grain  cargoes  witti 
the  greatest  amount  of  safety,  and  take  such 
steps  aa  they  deem  Deceuary. 

Members  of  the  Shipmasters'  Society  of 
London  had  also  expressed  opinions  on 
the  subject,  and  there  was  amongst  them 
a  grave  difference  of  views.  The  chair- 
Viteount  Sandon 
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man  attributed  loisea  rery  muoh  to  the 
build  of  the  ships.  Within  the  last 
three  or  foar  rears,  he  said,  a  great 
change  had  taken  place  in  the  ships 
themselves.  They  were  unstable.  Ho 
added  that  he  believed  the  real  question 
sue  was  uot  the  carrying  of  grain  in 
bags  or  in  bulk,  but  whether  the  modem 
system  of  having  a  water-ballast  tank 
d  a  double  bottom  waa  not  the  real 
use  of  these  disasters.  No  doubt 
there  was  great  difference  of  opinion  on 
the  matter.  He  was  not  saying  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  waa  wrong;  his 
point  was  that  the  subject  was  of  such 
extreme  importance  that  it  demanded 
the  most  careful  consideration  of  Par- 
liament before  any  Bill  was  passed  with 
respect  to  it.  Again,  the  ShipmaaterB' 
and  Officers'  Protection  Aasociatioa  of^ 
Scotland  had  sent  him  (Viscount  Sandon) 
a  copy  of  a  Petition  addressed  by  them  - 
to  the  House.  These  wore  not  the  ship-  - 
owners,  but  consisting,  as  the  Association  - 
did,  entirely  of  masters  and  mates,  com-  - 
prised  the  very  people  who  were  most  in- 
terested primaruy  in  the  saving  of  life. 
ThisAssociatioarepresentedLeith,  Edin- 
burgh, Glasgow,  Greenock,  Dundee, 
Aberdeen,  and  a  number  of  other  ports  in 
Scotland.  They  begged  the  House  U> 
have  an  inquiry,  to  go  into  the  modes  of 
construction  and  loading  for  the  trades 
in  which  these  vessels  were  engaged. 
They  lamented  deeply  the  losses  which 
had  taken  place ;  but  they  particularly 
lamented  the  use  of  water-ballast  tanks, 
and  of  vessels  with  what  were  known 
as  double  bottoms.  According  to  these 
witnesses,  92  per  cent  of  vessels  which 
had  lately  foundered  at  sea  with  grain 
cargoes  had  been  double-bottomed  ves- 
sels, and  a  large  number  of  Teasels  of 
this  class  had  foundered  at  sea  while 
loaded  with  homogeneous  cargoes,  and 
in  the  proportion  of  three  with  such  car- 
goes  to  one  with  grain  or  seed  cargoes. 
These,  surely,  were  important  matters 
demanding  very  grave  consideration. 
Other  testimony  came  from  Ireland. 
The  Limerick  Chamber  of  Commerce 
had  communicated  to  him  the  result  of 
a  meeting  held  at  Limerick  a  few  days 
ago,  at  wliich  they  had  resolved  that  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
would  be  injurious  to  the  importers  of 
foreign  grain,  while  the  freedom  of 
foreign  ships  from  the  like  reatarictions 
would  bo  detrimental  to  the  shipowners 
of  the  United  Kingdom.    All  tlMM  boti 
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Bhowed  that  tlie  matter  required  deep  \ 
oonsideration.    Again,  he  had  received  : 
an  important  deputation  from  the  Ship- 
owners'  Association  of  Liverpool,  who 
hoped  the  House  would  hold  its  hand 
before  it  advised  them  to  adopt  the  ex- 
pensiye  system  of  carrying  grain  in  bags. 
They  stated  that  their  vessels  had  been  | 
one  of  the  chief  mediums  for  carrying 
man,  and  that  no  losses  of  any  extent 
had  been  incurred  through  carrying  it  in 
bulk.     The  steamship  owners  had  spoken 
in  the  same  tone,  remarking  that  they 
carried  a  ereater  amount  of  grain  than 
any  other  body  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  they  had  asked  that  the  burden 
ehould  not  be  put  upon  them  unless  it 
-was  undoubtedly  necessary  for  the  se- 
curity of  human  life.     He  had  also  a 
letter  from  Mr.  C.  Mac  Iver,  one  of  the 
patriarchs  of  the  shipping  interest,  who 
feared  that  the  change  proposed  might 
have  the  effect  of  diverting  the  grain 
trade  from  British  to  foreign  bottoms. 
Now,  he  did  not  say  tliat  the  hon.  Mom- 
ber  for  Derby  was  wrong,  possibly  the 
hon.  Member  might  prove  to  be  in  the 
right,  even  in  the  face  of  such  strong 
testimony ;  but,  in  any  case,  ho  hoped 
he  would  admit  that  the   House  was 
bound  to  investigate  the  sulyoct.    Lot 
them  not,  in  their  zeal  to  save  human 
life,  do  that  which  might  increase  tlie 
loss  of  life  and  endanger  the  enormous 
interest  engaged  in  the  grain-carrying 
trade.     It  was  no  trifling  matter  to  in- 
terfere with   the   course   of  so   great  a 
trade.     The  rapidity  of  the  movement  of 
grain  was  one  of  the  great  elements  of 
its  cheapness,  and  at  present  it  was  ra- 
pidly transferred  from  one  ship  to  an- 
other.    It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  the 
introduction  of  an  intermediate  procf'ss, 
soch  as  that  of  putting  it  in  sacks,  would 
infallibly  increase  the  time  and  cost  of 
loading.      If  the  proposed  process  did 
not,  after  all,  turn  out  to  be  necessary, 
he  trusted  that  the   House  would  not 
rashly  interfere  with  the  existing  con- 
ditions of  the  trade.      There  was  one 
point  to  which  it  was  specially  necessary 
for  him  to  allude,  because  on  it  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  had  based  his  l^ill — 
he  meant  the  16  ships  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  stated  had  been  lost  during 
a  recent  period  through  impmppr  load- 
ing of  grain.     Now,  he  had  analyzed  the 
loss  of  those  16  ships,  and  ho  found  that 
two  of  them — the  Bernina  and  tlie  Homer 
—were  not  grain  ships,  but  were  laden 


with  general  cargo  ;  and  that  two  others 
— the  Zanzibar  and  the  Surhiton — carried 
mixed  cargoes.     The  remaining  12  were 
wholly  laden  with  grain,  and  of  them 
one  was  stranded,  and  was  not  lost  on 
account  of  grain-loading;  another  was 
sunk  by  a  collision  ;    another  came  to 
grief  through  the  machinery  breaking 
down ;  and  another,  the  Burgna^  foun- 
dered  off  the  coast  of  Newfoundland. 
That  reduced  the  number  to  be  dealt 
with  to  eight.     Of  those  eight  cases,  in- 
quiries had  already  been  held  into  the 
loss  of  the    Jleimdallf  Alphonso^    Tiara, 
and   Embiethorpe.     In   the   case  of  the 
AipJionsOf     the    Court     attributed    the 
casualty  to  the  giving  way  of  a  false  bulk- 
head wliich  had  been  erected  to  enable 
the  ship  to  carry  a  grain  cargo.     In  the 
case  of  the  Ileimdnll^  the  Court  found 
that  the  casualty  was  due  to  want  of  ex- 
perience on  the  part  of  the  master  with 
respect  to  the  stowage  of  grain  and  the 
fitting  of  shifting  boards.     The  Court  of 
Inquiry  found  that  the  Tiara  was  not  a 
vessel  of  sufIi(?iont  stability  to  carry  a 
grain  cargo,  especially  during  the  winter 
months,    in  the   liay   of   Biscay.      Tlie 
Court  were  of  opinion  that  the  loss  of 
the  Emhhthorpe  was  duo  to  instability 
from  the  form  of  the  vessel.     Inquiries 
were  pending  in  the  cases  of  the  Jostph 
Peafte  and  the  Telford.     That,  tho  House 
would  see,  would  reduce  the  whole  of 
the  16  cases  to  a  very  small  number,  and 
proved  that  the  losses  were  not  to  be 
attributed  to  the  stowage   oi   grain  in 
bulk.     Twelve  vessels  had  been  lost  in 
j  the  last  three  months,  of  which  seven 
were  grain  and  five  were  coal  vessels ; 
!  and  this  went  to  show  that  it  was  highly 
j  probable  that  their  loss  was  owing,  not 
to   improper  stowage   of  grain,   but  to 
some   fault  in   tlio   construction  of   the 
ships.     He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
be  K»d  astray  by  the  evidence  as  to  the 
j  extraordinary  smallness  of   tlio  cost  of 
loading  in  bags  which  was  given  by  per- 
sons representing  the  sack  interest.     All 
had   rushed  forward  to   say  that  they 
would  be  ready  to  meet  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  grain  trade  if  the  House 
should  resolve  that  it  was  necessary  to 
carry  grain  in  sacks.     With  regard  to 
the  question  itself,  he  wished  to  impress 
on  tho  House  tliat  it  was  a  matter  for 
the   fullest   and  calmest    consideration. 
As  far  as  he  had  seen,  thcmo  who  were 
j  the  most  conversant  with  the  subject 
attributed  the  loss  of  these  vessels  to 
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water-ballast  tanks,  to  double  bottoms, 
and  to  changes  in  the  build  of  the  ships, 
and  every  shipping  man  had  told  him 
inquiry  was  urgently  needed  in  this  mat- 
ter. The  House  expressed  no  opinion 
whatever  upon  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby ;  but  as  men  of  business 
they  were  bound  to  take  the  widest  in- 
terests of  the  country  into  view.  They 
were  bound  to  see  that  an  inquiry  by 
careful,  sober,  and  serious-minded  men 
should  be  made  into  this  question  before 
they  submitted  themselves  to  the  doc- 
trine of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  he  should 
have  the  support  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  in  moving  the  appointment  of 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
cause  of  those  losses  which  they  all  de- 

glored,  and  that  he  should  have  the  hon. 
[ember's  support  in  securing  that  ex- 
amination; and  if  legislation  were  ne- 
cessary they  might  have  wise  and  sen- 
sible legislation  even  before  this  Parlia- 
ment came  to  an  end.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Select  Committee  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
make  inquiry  concerning  the  recent  foundering 
of  Ships  laden  with  grain,  coal,  and  other  heavy 
or  bulk  cargoes ;  and  to  ascertain  whether  such 
founJerings  are  due  to  excessive  cargoes  or  to 
defective  dimensions  or  construction,  or  to  the 
employment  of  vessels  unsuited  for  the  trades 
or  voyages  in  which  the  Ships  are  employed,  or 
to  any  other  and  what  cause ;  and  to  report 
whether  any  change  in  the  Law  affecting  Mer- 
chant Shipping  is  required  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  such  losses.'* — (Viscount  Sandon.) 

Me.  PLIMSOLL  said,  he  had  to  thank 
the  noble  Lord  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  very  heartily  for  the 
course  which  he  had  taken,  and  for  the 
promptitude  he  had  shown  in  taking  it. 
He  had  also  to  say  that  he  agreed  in 
very  much  that  the  noble  Lord  had  said. 
He  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  placed 
the  case  very  fairly  before  the  House ; 
but  he  believed  him  to  be  misinformed 
on  one  or  two  very  important  particu- 
lars. When  the  noble  Lord  gave  the 
reasons  of  several  bodies  of  shipowners 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill  he  (Mr. 
Plimsoll)  was  amazed  at  their  feebleness. 
He  differed  from  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Glover  and  the  two  other  authorities 
cited  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  because  grain 
in  bulk  was  heavier  than  grain  in  sacks, 
they  would,  therefore,  raise  the  centre 
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of  gravity  higher  by  loading  in  sacks. 
They  said  that  if  they  put  grain  in  sacks 
which  would  occupy  10  per  cent  more 
space  than  if  the  g^ain  were  not  in  sacks, 
they  would  raise  the  centre  of  gravity  of 
the  ship  higher.  But  those  who  shipped 
grain  in  bulk  knew  very  g^eat  effort  was 
made  to  fill  up  the  holds  quite  close  up 
to  the  underside  deck  plank.  Therefore, 
how  could  it  be  possible  to  put  the  centre 
any  higher  if  they  had  got  it  as  high  as 
they  could  ?  It  must  be  obvious  to  any- 
one that  the  centre  of  gravity  remained 
precisely  the  same  in  both  eases.  The 
only  real  difference  was  that  10  percent 
more  would  be  put  under  deck  in  the 
one  case  than  the  other,  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  lightening  of  the  ship  to  that 
extent  would  often  make  all  the  differ- 
ence between  safety  and  peril.  The 
noble  Lord  referred  to  a  Petition  which 
had  been  sent  to  him,  praying  that  in- 
stead of  passing  his  (Mr.  PiimsoU's) 
Bill  the  House  would  order  the  whole 
subject  to  be  inquired  into.  But  he  con- 
sidered there  was  no  competition  be- 
tween the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  Bill.  If  there  were  any  compe- 
tition, he  would  admit  that  the  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  difficulty  as  proposed 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  incomparably  the  best.  But  they 
were  not  in  competition ;  one  supple- 
mented the  other.  He  was  aware  that 
other  things  besides  grain  imperilled 
the  safety  of  ships,  and  often  g^reat 
danger  arose  from  the  shape  of  the 
ships.  These  were  subjects  that,  of 
course,  demanded  inquiry  ;  but  they  had 
the  ships,  and  they  must  be  dealt  with, 
and  with  regard  to  the  proposed  altera- 
tion in  the  form  of  ships  to  enable  them 
to  carry  grain  in  bulk,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that,  although  it  was  possible 
to  lengthen  them,  it  was  impossible  to 
increase  their  depth  or  width  so  as  to 
render  them  safe  for  carrying  ffrain  in 
bulk.  The  question  was,  could  shins 
be  rendered  safer  by  enforcing  the  rule 
that  grain  should  be  carried  in  baffs  in- 
stead of  in  bulk  ?  The  noble  Lord  had 
stated  facts  with  regard  to  certain  ships 
which  he  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  confessed  had 
startled  him.  He  was  surprised  to  hear 
that  the  four  first-named  snips  were  not 
grain- laden  when  they  were  lost,  and  he 
should  have  to  make  some  further  in- 
quiry with  reference  to  them.  But  the 
Alphonso  was  damaged,  as  the  inquiry 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  showed,  by  a  bulk- 
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head  beioff  injured.  If  the  grain  had 
been  in  bags,  would  this  have  hap- 
pened? In  another  case,  the  loss  oc- 
curred through  the  master  being  igno- 
rant how  to  stow  g^ain  in  bulk  ;  but  if 
it  had  been  in  bags  the  master  would 
have  been  at  no  need  to  acquire  such 
knowledge  in  addition  to  his  other  qua- 
lifications. In  another  case,  it  was  said 
that  the  ship  did  not  carry  grain,  but 
cotton  seed ;  but  that  was  grain  accord- 
ing to  the  Act  of  1876.  He  should  be 
glad  to  second  the  noble  Lord's  Motion, 
and  hoped  that  the  Committee  asked  for 
by  the  noble  Lord  would  be  appointed, 
and  that  its  inquiries  would  be  proceeded 
with  as  rapidly  as  possible ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  asked  whether  it  was  pos- 
sible for  that  Committoe  to  report  in 
time  for  efficient  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject this  Session  ?  He  would,  therefore, 
nrga  the  passing  of  his  Bill,  for  it  would 
be  advantageous  rather  than  otherwise 
to  the  efforts  of  the  Committee  for  them 
to  have  the  practical  results  of  one  year's 
working  of  his  Act  before  them,  so  that 
they  could  consider  whether  it  was  a 
failure  or  otherwise.  He  forbore  to 
mention  the  steamers  which  had  boon 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  as  he 
found  by  so  doing  ho  offended  the 
owners ;  but  he  would  ask  the  attention 
of  hon.  Members  to  certain  evidence  in 
support  of  his  view  that  carrying  grain 
in  Dulk  was  the  cause  of  the  loss  of  many 
ships,  and  especially  to  that  of  Mr.  W. 
Dickinson,  of  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  and 
other  shipowners  of  the  North  of  Eng- 
land, who  concurred  in  the  opinion  that 
nothing  short  of  the  enforcement  of  tlio 
mle  of  crrain  in  bags  would  secure  t)ie 
safety  of  the  Bhii>s — an  opinion  that  was 
endorsed  by  large  numbers  of  ships' 
captains.  But  it  was  said  the  cost  of 
carriage  would  be  much  increased  if 
grain  were  carried  iu  bags.  But  the 
consumer  was  already  paying  for  tlie 
bags,  because  the  cargo  was  brought  to 
the  diip  in  bags.  He  had  recently  tra- 
Tslled  down  the  Danube  from  Vienna, 
and  had  stopped  at  every  grain  port. 
There  he  saw  the  people  of  the  country 
carrying  the  g^ain  on  board  BritiHh 
ships  in  baffs  and  emptying  it  into  the 
hdds.  In  Trench  and  other  ships  the 
bags  were  sewn  up  at  a  cost  of  \ld,  a 
doaen,  and  he  could  not  help  retloct- 
inff  that  an  Englishman's  life  was  as 
valiiable  as  that  of  a  Frenchman  or 
an  Italian.    Those  who  had  petitioned 


against  his  Bill  had  done  so  not  be- 
cause they  disagreed  with  its  provisions, 
but  because  thoy  did  not  think  that 
it  comprised  the  whole  case.  Seven- 
teen hundred  officers  associated  in  a 
society  iu  Sunderland  had  sent  a  Peti- 
tion, in  which  they  said  that  a  great 
amount  of  loss  had  been  occasioned  by 
vessels  shifting  their  cargoes  and  foun- 
dering, and  in  which  they  asked  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  compel  the  owners  of 
steamers  to  carry  their  grain  iu  bags  and 
not  in  bulk.  He  had  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  William  Young,  a  steamship 
master  at  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  in  whicn 
he  said — 

"I  have  been  for  many  years  a  Btoamship 

master  in  t]io  g^in  trade,  and  I  am  convinced 

there  are  no  moans  of  securing  the  grain  ex- 
cept by  carrying  it  in  bags.'* 

The  proposed  remedy,  which,  if  applied 
for  one  winter,  would  throw  such  a  flood 
of  light  upon  the  subject  in  hand,  was 
an  exceedingly  cheap  one,  as  appeared 
from  a  great  number  of  letters  which  he 
had  received  in  answer  to  inquiries  he 
had  made  to  satisfy  the  noble  Lord  that 
there  was  no  reason  for  the  shipowners 
calling  out  that  an  enormous  burden  was 
being  thrown  upon  them  by  the  Bill. 
Tenders  had  been  sent  by  various  firms. 
One  would  charge  Id.  per  sack  per 
montli;  another  Jrf.  per  sack  per  week  ; 
another  ^d,  per  sack  per  week,  10  days 
being  allowed  for  the  first  week  ;  and  so 
on.  This,  he  pointed  out,  would  be  about 
the  maximum  cost,  l^d.  on  each  sack  of 
grain  iu  cargo,  say,  from  America ;  and 
that,  he  maintained,  would  not  fall  upon 
the  ship's  ownor  or  the  importer,  but 
upon  tlio  consumer,  who  would  have  to 
pay  for  it  1-1  bth  part  of  Jrf.  on  the 
prieo  of  a  411).  Ijaf.  A  letter  he  had 
received  from  Mr.  W.  M.  Jaffray,  agent 
for  Mr.  D.  Mac  Iver's  steamers,  put  the 
additional  cost  caused  by  using  bags  at  an 
average  of  4  cents,  and  that  sum  covered 
tlie  cost  of  sending  back  the  bags  to  New 
York.  Mr.  E.  B.  lladley,  one  of  the  largest 
millers  in  the  world,  stated  that  wheat 
was  import(?d  from  India..  New  Zealand, 
and  Australia  in  bags  and  sold  to  the 
millt*r.  The  cost  of  the  bag  would  not 
average  more  than  Sd.  per  quarter ;  but 
the  bags  could  be  sold  again  at  the  same 
price.  The  adoption  of  his  remedy  for  a 
single  winter  would  not  involve  any  struc- 
tural alteration  in  a  vessel,  or  any  con- 
siderable outlay  of  capital.  It  would  not, 
in  fact,  involve  the  stroke  of  a  chisel  or 
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the  driving  in  of  one  nail.     Some  ship- 
owners— for  instance,  the  son  of  Mr.  0. 
Mac  Iver — adopted  the  precaution  which 
he  advocated  ;  and  all  that  he  was  desir- 
ous of  doing  was  to  render  the  practice 
of  those  who  were  careless  of  their  ships 
similar  to  that  of  those  who  were  careful 
of  them.     He  had  also  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  a  maker  of  sacks,  in  wliich 
the  writer  said   that   he   could   supply 
them  at  the  rate  of  ^d.  each,  that  they 
would  last  about  12  months,  and  that 
at  the  end  of  that  time  he  would  be  glad 
to  take  them  back  at  the  rate  of  2d,  each. 
The  House  would  therefore  see  that  the 
expedient  which  he  advocated  was  one 
which  was  exceedingly  inexpensive.     If 
there  was,  he  might  add,  any  real  rea- 
son to  fear  that  our  trade  would  suffer 
at  the  hands  of  foreigners,  he  should 
not  object  to   the  introduction  of   any 
Amendment  which  might  obviate  that 
apprehension.  '  It  had  also  been  pointed 
out  to  him  that  a  large  number  of  vessels 
which  plied  between  this  country  and 
New  York  were  specially  constructed  for 
the  carrying  of  grain,  in  which  grain 
could  be  conveyed  quite  as  safely  as  in 
sacks,   and  it  was  unnecessary   to   say 
that  he  had  no  wish  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  his  Bill  to  cases  in  which  to  do 
so  would  be  needless.     He  would  be  very 
foolish  if  ho  were  to  introduce  into  the 
measure  anything  which  was  unreason- 
able ;  but  he  had,  he  trusted,  shown  the 
House  that  the  proposal  which  he  made 
was  inexpensive  in  the  extreme.  It  would, 
ho  might  add,  obviate  the  necessity  for 
the  employment  of  surveyors  at  foreign 
ports.      It   would    be   self-acting,   too, 
while  it  would  not  have   the  effect  of 
hurting   the   ships  in   the  least.      The 
passing  of  the  Bill  would,  besides,  throw 
a  flood  of  light  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  which  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed  to  appoint,  and   the  whole  ma- 
chinery would  be  superseded  as  soon  as 
action  was  taken  on  tneir  Beport,  so  that 
the  measure  would   practically  be  one 
which  would  be  in  force  for  a  single 
year  only.     In  conclusion,  he  had  merely 
to  say  that  in  Canada  the  principle  of 
his  Bill  was  strongly  commended.     Pre- 
vious to    1872,    a   law  had   existed  in 
the  Dominion,  by  which  a  fine  of  S40 
was  imposed  in  the  case  of  ships  not 
being   loaded  according   to  regulation. 
It  was  found,  however,  that  shipmasters 
preferred  to  infringe  the  law  and  pay  the 
penalty.     In  that  year,  a  stringent  law 

Mr.  riinmll 


was  accordingly  passed,  compelling  the 
proper  loading  of  grain  vessels,  and,  as 
a  result,  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
the  Port  Warden  of  Montreal,  in  which, 
after  referring  to  the  loss  of  six  steamers 
in  1872,  the  writer  stated  that  the  altera- 
tion of  the  law  in  rendering  necessary 
the  production  of  a  certificate  to  show 
that  a  ship  had  been  laden  in  accordance 
with  the  law,  and  had  put  to  sea  in  a 
seaworthy  condition,  had  operated    so 
satisfactorily  that   during  a  period  of 
seven  years  which  had  since  elapsed  no 
report  had  reached  him    of    a    grain- 
carrying  ship  from  the  port  of  Montreal  . 
having  been  lost  from  the  shifting  of  the  • 
cargo.     He  had  also  a  letter  from  the  * 
Assistant  Minister  of  Marine  in  Canada, 
to  show  the  good  results  which  had  fol-  - 
lowed  from  the  action  which  had  been  ^ 
taken  there  in  the  matter ;  and  it  only ' 
remained  for  him,  having  called  attention  . 
to  those  documents,  to  thank  the  House  <« 
for  the  patience  with  which  they  had  lis- 
tened to  the  remarks  which  he  had  felt- 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  make. 

Mr.  C.  M.  palmer  said,  the  speech 
which  they  had  just  heard,  and  that  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  President  of   the 
Board  of  Trade,  must  have  convinced 
the  House  that  this  was  a  subject  on 
which  an  inquiry  must  take  place.     To 
legislate  hastily  upon  it  would  be  doing 
injustice  to  one  of  the  largest  trades  in 
the  country,  and  nothing  would  better 
meet  the  views  of  practical  men  in  the 
North  of  England  than  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee  of  that  House  to 
inquire  into  the  matter.  He  miist,  there- 
fore, congratulate  the    noble  Lord    on 
having  decided  to  take  that  step.     He 
would  not  anticipate  the  labours  of  the 
Committee  by  entering  into  a  discussion 
on  the  details  of  the  question ;  but  he 
might  just  remark   two    things — first, 
that  many  ships  now  carried  grain  which 
were  never  intended  to  do  so,  and  which 
were  quite  unfitted  to  do  so,  either  in 
bags  or  in  bulk;   and,  secondly,   that 
double-bottomed  ships,    for  which    he 
must  take  some  responsibility,  were  de- 
signed not  for  the  g^ain  but  for  the  coal 
trade ;  and  it  was  not  known  that  any 
ship  in  carrying  coal  had  capsized,  whe- 
ther double-bottomed  or  not,  if  the  cargo 
had  been  properly  trimmed.  Hetherefore 
hoped  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
would  be  directed  to  these  matters,  which 
were  a  g^at  source  of  mischief  in  the 
shipping  trade  as  at  present  conducted. 
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Mb.  ONSLOW  pointed  to  the  import- 
ance of  the  question  now  under  discus- 
Bion  as  fuUj  justifying  the  Notice  of 
opposition  which  he  had  placed  against 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Mp.  Plimsoll),  with  the  object  of  bring- 
ing it  within  the  operation  of  tlie  lialf- 
past  12  Rule.  The  Bill  affoctud  ship- 
owners generally;  and,  therefore,  it 
would  have  been  very  unfortunate  had 
it  been  taken  up  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing in  an  empty  House,  and  all  he  wanted 
was  that  a  full  and  proper  inquiry 
should  be  held  before  the  House  com- 
mitted itself  to  any  particular  policy. 
The  construction  of  ships  was  a  most 
important  element  of  the  question  which 
the  proposed  Committee  would  have 
to  consider.  He  himself  had  often 
been  surprised  at  the  extreme  narrow- 
ness of  some  of  those  which  came 
through  the  Suez  Canal,  and  had  even 
thought  that  they  were  too  narrow  to 
cany  ordinarv  cargoes  with  safety. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  some 
reform  in  the  grain-carr3ring  trade  was 
necessaxy ;  and  he  thoroughly  approved 
of  the  course  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
in  referring  the  subject  to  a  Select 
Committee^ 

Mb.  STEVENSON  said,  that  if  the 
qaestion  before  the  House  had  been  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  he  should  have  sup- 
ported it.  But  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self had  acknowledged  that  there  were 
matters  which  required  serious  investi- 
gation, and  that  some  modification  of 
that  Bill  would  have  been  required,  and 
sending  it  to  a  Select  Committee  would 
have  been  the  best  way  to  dcnl  with  it. 
For  instance,  the  provisions  of  the  1^11 
were  not  necessary  in  vessels  of  small  size, 
mod  some  ships  were  now  constructed  to 
which  it  was  not  necessary  to  ap}>ly  the 
prorisions  of  the  measure.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Vis- 
ooont  Sandon)  had  proposed  too  large  a 
range  of  inquiry  for  his  Committee.  He 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  under 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  whenever 
the  loss  of  a  ship  took  place,  an  official 
inquiry  was  held  into  the  causes  that 
led  to  it.  Those  inquiries  had  been 
limited  to  cases  in  which  the  conduct  (»f 
the  officers  of  the  ship  might  be  called 
in  question.  But  in  cases  in  which  ves- 
sels went  down  with  all  hands,  of  course 
no  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  officers 
eoold  oe  held.    He  was  glad  to  see  that 


of  late  the  Board  of  Trade  had  insti- 
tuted inquiries  into  all  cases  of  missing 
ships  before  the  Wreck  Commissioner  ; 
and  the  result  of  several  of  the  recent  in- 
quiries had  been  the  procuring  of  some 
very  valuable  information  to  shipowners, 
merchants,  and  underwriters.  Of  course, 
where  a  vessel  foundered  at  sea,  the 
chief  questions  that  should  be  inquired 
into  were  with  regard  to  its  construction 
and  mode  of  loading  the  cargo  it  car- 
ried. This  was  a  good  reason  for  limit- 
ing the  inquiry  to  grain  cargoes — that 
week  after  week  they  had  the  most 
valuable  inquiries  held  by  tlie  Wreck 
Commissioner  into  the  loss  of  vessels, 
and  that  they,  therefore,  were  collecting 
valuable  information  on  many  points  con- 
nected with  the  general  loading  of  ves- 
sels. Already  a  beneficial  alteration 
had  taken  place  in  the  mode  of  con- 
structing vessels.  For  some  reason  or 
other,  a  few  years  ago,  vessels  were 
built  with  very  much  too  deep,  perhaps 
in  order  to  show  a  high,  free-board,  and 
the  result  of  the  experience  gained  had 
been  to  show  the  error  of  that  construc- 
tion. The  practice  of  building  vessels  in 
that  manner  had  been  already  abandoned. 
The  inquiries  had  shown  that  the  vessels 
which  foundered  were  constructed  with  a 
depth  disproportionate  to  their  beam. 
Ho  thought  that  the  inquiry  ought  to  be 
limited  to  the  question  of  grain  cargoes 
alone,  for  by  that  means  the  labours  of 
the  Committee  would  be  brought  into  a 
narrow  compass,  and  they  would  be 
enabled  to  Keport  in  time  for  legislation 
during  the  present  Session. 

Mk.  8AMUDA  said,  that  the  House 
was  very  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Com- 
mittee asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Trosidont  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
could  not  follow  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  juh«t  sat  down  in  wishing  that  the 
state  of  the  inquiry  should  be  limited  to 
grain  cargoes  only.  He  was  prepared 
to  urge  that  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  as 
proposed  was  not  sufficient,  and  that  it 
ouglit  to  be  enlarged  in  order  that  a 
thoroughly  satisfactory  result  might  bo 
obtained.  In  the  first  place,  he  wished 
to  remind  the  House  that  there  were 
two  matters  before  it — one,  that  of  the 
Committee  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  other  tiie  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby.  In  the  course  of  his  ob- 
servations in  moving  for  a  Committee, 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  he  did 
not  wish  the  Committee  to  deal  with  the 
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Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby ;  but 
by  the  arguments  he  used  the  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  be  altogether  opposed  to 
the  proposals  contained  in  that  measure. 
He  should  feel  disposed  to  vote  for  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
as  a  practical  measure  to  endure  for 
a  limited  period ;  but,  nevertheless,  he 
considered  that  this  Committee  might 
be  very  useful  to  supplement  improve- 
ment in  the  mode  of  dealing  with  naval 
matters  generally.  The  objection  to 
make  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  a  permanent  measure  appeared 
to  him  to  be  that  it  dealt,  he  believed 
satisfactorily,  with  cargoes  of  grain  only, 
but  that  it  did  not  touch  cargoes  of  other 
material,  such  as  coal  and  iron.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  list  of  14  vessels  lost  in  a 
comparatively  short  time ;  he  believed 
they  were  the  identical  ships  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Lord.  Of  those  vessels 
seven  were  grain  laden  and  seven  were 
not.  It  was  perfectly  clear  to  the  House 
that  if  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
carried  it  would  leave  altogether  un- 
touched the  seven  vessels  not  laden  with 
grain ;  and  if  they  were  to  follow  up 
their  legislation  on  grain -laden  ves- 
sels by  attempting  to  deal  with  the  other 
seven  ships,  they  would  find  that  they 
would  require  to  be  divided  into  three 
or  four  categories,  according  to  their 
different  cargoes,  and  dealt  with  in  a 
separate  manner.  Indeed,  it  would  lead 
to  the  introduction  of  legislation  to  go- 
vern the  mode  of  loading  each  ship,  and 
require  stevedores  to  carry  out  their 
work  by  the  sanction  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  It  did  appear  to  him 
that  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  liable  to  some  objection  from  its 
not  dealing  thoroughly  with  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  proposed  to  do  what 
everyone  would  desire  to  see  done — 
namely,  to  search  into  the  defective  con- 
struction of  ships,  and  into  all  other 
matters  which  it  might  be  desirable  to 
investigate  connected  with  grain-laden 
vessels.  But  it  would  be  most  dangerous 
for  Parliament  to  take  upon  itself  to 
legislate  as  to  the  best  construction  of 
ships.  In  his  opinion,  the  inquiry  ought 
to  be  directed  to  ascertain  whether  there 
were  not  some  general  propositions 
which  might  be  laid  down  and  converted 
into  law  for  minimizing  the  risks  of 
ships  at  sea.  He  believed  that  some 
Buen  propositions  might  be  laid  down. 
In  his  opinion,  the  chief|  if  not  the  only 
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mode  of  insurinff  greater  safety  at  sea 
was  to  deal  with  the  question  of  in- 
surance. If  they  limited  insurance  so 
that  the  owner  could  not  only  have  no 

Erofit  from  the  loss  of  his  ship,  but  that 
e  must  be  a  loser  by  its  loss,  then  they 
would  g^ve  the  shipowner  the  greatest 
possible  incentive  towards  doing  every- 
thing for  the  preservation  of  his  ship 
and  cargo.  It  was  no  new  proposal  that 
he  was  making,  for  it  was  the  same 
principle  which  governed thecaseof  house 
insurance  from  fire.  If  a  person  insured 
his  house  for  a  larger  sum  than  the 
house  was  worth  he  could  not  receive  it. 
The  insurance  offices  in  the  case  of  lot 
could  either  re-build  the  house  or  pay^ 
the  amount  which  they  considered  itj^. 
worth.  But  in  the  case  of  a  ship  in —  j 
sured  at  Lloyd's,  a  bargain  was  entere(E:» 
into  between  the  shipowner  and  th^^ 
underwriter,  by  which  the  value  of  th^  j 
ship  was  taken  to  be  a  certain  sum,  an(iE> 
in  case  of  total  loss  you  could  not  gcz^'l 
behind  this  sum.  If  a  ship  met  witbdi 
an  accident,  not  a  total  loss,  then  thc^  ^ 
whole  amount  insured  was  not  recover—  '^ 
able ;  but  if  a  total  loss  ensued,  theix=K 
the  underwriter  was  bound  to  pay  the^ 
whole  sum  whether  the  ship  was  worthtfrl 
it  or  not.  It  did  appear  to  him  toc:^ 
be  a  cardinal  point  requiring  investiga- 
tion as  to  whether  shipowners  shoul( 
be  allowed  to  insure  vessels  for  a  larger* 
sum  than  they  were  worth,  and  whe- 
ther they  ought  to  receive  more  than 
three-fourths  of  their  value  in  case  of 
total  loss.  The  House  was  aware  that 
some  of  the  greatest  shipowners — such 
as  Green  and  Wigram  and  the  Penin- 
sular and  Oriental  Companies — did  not 
insure  at  all.  Their  greatest  profit  was 
derived  from  not  insuring,  and  the 
course  they  adopted  was  this  —  They 
did  what  was  necessary  to  insure  the 
safety  of  their  ships  by  seeing  that 
there  was  no  defective  loading  nor  defec- 
tive equipment  nor  any  undermanning. 
It  had  been  mentioned  by  some  hon. 
Members  during  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate that  many  of  the  ships  lost  at  sea 
were  very  much  undermanned.  Fre- 
quently in  vessels  of  1,800  or  2,000  tons 
there  were  so  few  men  that  there  was  no 
possibility  of  making  a  relief  if  any  of  the 
crew  were  disabled  by  illness  from  attend- 
in  g  to  their  duties.  In  the  event,  therefore, 
of  any  accident  occurring  to  some  of  the 
crew,  a  ship  which  was  so  undermanned 
would  be  practically  helpless.    But  at 
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prasent  there  was  nothing  to  induce 
■hipownen  to  man  their  vessels  pro- 
peny,  beeanse  if  the  vessel  by  any 
ehance  arrived  at  its  destination,  then 
the  shipowner  had  effected  a  saving  in 
the  expenses,  and  if  it  was  lost,  then  he 
obtained  his  profit  from  the  underwriters 
if  he  had  insured  beyond  its  value.  He 
thought  if  the  risk  of  loss  were  thrown 
upon  the  shipowner  one  of  the  greatest 
Moments  of  difficulty  in  this  matter 
would  be  overcome.  In  his  opinion, 
they  could  not  do  better  than  leave  the 
risk  to  the  shipowner  as  to  the  safety 
of  the  vessel,  restricting  him  only  to 
make  his  profit  from  the  success  of  the 
enterprize,  and  not  from  the  loss  of  the 
Teasel.  If  that  were  done,  shipowners 
would  soon  discover  the  most  satisfactory 
mode  of  constructing  ships,  and  of  equip- 
ping, and  even  of  stowing  ships.  Our 
past  experience  of  legislative  interfer- 
ence in  naval  construction  was  such  as  to 
point  to  its  avoidance  in  future.  For- 
merij,  the  mode  of  measuring  ships  for 
tonnage  was  such  that  a  very  bad  state 
of  things  indeed  was  produced;  but  by 
the  present  method  of  registration  much 
improvement  had  been  effected.  If  some 
method  could  be  devised  by  which  the 
risk  of  loss  of  vessels  was  thrown  upon 
the  owners,  and  their  profit  was  made 
dependent  upon  the  success  of  the  enter- 
prise alone,  there  would  be  a  proper 
gaaxantee  for  good  construction,  lie 
tliought  it  of  great  importance  to  take 
into  consideration  in  this  inquiry  all  the 
various  qnestions  bearing  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  very  much  good  might  bo 
done  by  framing  some  general  regula- 
tions for  all  shipping,  rather  than  limit- 
ing the  inquiry  to  grain-laden  vossoIh. 

Bib  JOHN  IlAY  said,  that  the  lion. 
Member  for  the  Tower  IlamlotH  had 
introduced  a  vor}*  large  quef^ticm  into  the 
debate.  Although  he  agreed  that  the 
flobject  of  insurance  was  one  roquiring 
eonsideration,  yet  he  trusted  that  tlie 
■eope  of  the  present  inquiry  would  not 
be  enlargetl.  In  saying  that,  ho  did  not 
mean  that  he  considered  an  inquiry  into 
the  question  of  insurance  would  not  bo 
adviaablo;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  quon- 
tion  of  grain-laden  ships  was  one  wdl 
deeerving  the  attention  <if  the  Committee^ 
and  one  which  required  a  speedy  answer. 
If  the  Orders  of  Reference  wore  enlarged, 
he  doubted  whether  they  would  liave  any 
Bcport  upon  the  subject  in  that  Session 
of  niliament  at  all.    Ho  agreed  with 


very  much  that  had  been  said  with  re- 
ference to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  he  looked 
for  the  best  remedy  in  one  direction.  In 
his  opinion,  it  was  not  necessary  that 
grain  should  always  be  carried  in  bags. 
If  grain  were  shipped  in  vessels  without 
bulkheads,  or  any  means  of  preventing 
the  action  of  the  sea,  no  doubt  the  vessel 
would  get  a  list  in  one  direction  from 
the  shifting  of  the  cargo  ;  but  if  a  ves- 
sel were  separated  in  compartments  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  that  the  grain 
should  be  stowed  in  bags.  Even  when 
stowing  bags  or  sacks,  grain  might 
be  liable  to  displacement  by  some  ac- 
cident, as  bags  themselves  were  liable 
to  shift.  He  was  glad  to  hear  from 
his  hon.  Friends  that  such  means  of 
improved  stowage  had  been  adopted, 
tliat  in  some  cases  grain  could  now  be 
carried  in  bulk  with  perfect  security. 
He  thought  that  the  Committee  would 
have  enough  to  do  in  reporting  to  the 
House  as  to  the  desirability  of  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  and 
as  to  the  proper  precautions  to  be 
adopted  in  the  stowage  of  grain  car- 
goes. Upon  the  basis  of  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  legislation  could  be 
made  which  would  enable  grain  to  be 
brought  into  the  country  without  un- 
necessary risk  to  human  life. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  was  inclined 
to  think  that  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
proposed  was  quite  wide  enough.  In 
his  ojnnion,  it  would  be  very  undesirable 
to  extend  the  inquiry  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  to  undertake.  AVith  regard 
to  the  observations  of  tho  hon.  ^lember 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  on  tho  subject  of 
insurance,  he  would  like  to  mention  that 
tho  subject  was  fully  gone  into  by  a 
Royal  Commission  a  few  years  ago. 
They  reported  most  stronpfly  in  a  direction 
suggested  by  tho  hon.  Member,  and  re- 
coni mended  that  insurance  upon  vessels 
sh<mld  be  limited.  In  tho  opiniim  of 
tho  Commission,  nianv  of  tlio  losses  at 
sea  an».se  from  over-insurance.  Upon 
the  recommendations  of  that  Committee, 
so  fur  as  his  recollection  went,  tho  Cfo- 
v(»rnment  prepared  a  Bill  wliich  they 
laid  u]>on  the  Table  of  the  House  ;  but 
for  some  reason  witli  which  he  was  un- 
acquainted tliat  Bill  had  never  been 
proceeded  with.  Fi>r  his  own  part,  he 
was  most  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
and  ho  regretted  o-Ktremely  that  the  Go- 
vernment liad  never  carried  it  through. 
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Unfortunately  the  Bill  never  g^t  bo  far 
as  the  second  reading  ;  and,  therefore, 
hon.  Members  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  opinions  with  regard 
to  it.  Having  once  fallen  through,  the 
Bill  was  never  re-introduced,  for  what 
reason  he  could  not  state.  When  such 
a  Bill  should  be  again  brought  before 
the  House  he  ventured  to  say  that  it 
would  receive  a  great  deal  of  support 
from  that  side  of  the  House.  It  was  his 
conviction  that  a  very  great  deal  could 
be  done  for  insuring  safety  at  sea  by 
limiting  the  amount  of  insurance  to  be 
e£Fectea  upon  vessels.  It  was  only  by 
making  shipowners  lose  money  by  the 
loss  of  their  vessels,  and  preventing  the 
loss  they  sustained  being  entirely  covered 
by  the  insurance,  that  they  could  bring 
the  motive  of  self-interest  to  bear  upon 
them. 

Me.    GOURLEY    thought    that,   in 
dealing  with  the  question  of  insurance, 
it  would  be  found  very  difficult  to  gauge 
the  value  of  ships.     For  instance,  four 
years  ago  a  vessel  might  have  been  worth 
£20  a- ton — a  short  time  ago  its  value 
would  have  fallen  to  £5  a- ton — and  it 
would  probably  now  be  worth  £8  per 
ton.      As  between  the  shipowner   and 
the   insurer,  he   did  not  see  how  the 
value  of  a  vessel  under  those  circum- 
stances could  be  ascertained.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  was  one  of  the  most  difficult 
questions  that  the   Government  would 
have  to  deal  with,  and  that  it  was  one 
which  required  more  research  and  in- 
quiry than  was  made  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission  to   which   reference  had  been 
made.      The  question  which  the  House 
had  then  to  consider  was  that  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby — namely,  the 
loading  of  grain  in  bulk.     The  question 
was  whetlier  grain  in  bulk  could  be  made 
whatwasdesignatedinshippinglanguage 
**  good  stowage."     It  was  worthy  of  re- 
mark that  vessels  were  now  constructed 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  grain,  and  in 
such  cases  tlie  grain  was  first  stowed 
in    the    between   decks,    then   beneath 
the  lower  hold,   and   above  the   water 
ballast.     The  plan  of  loading  was  to  run 
in  the  ^ain  from  elevators.     First  the 
main  hold  was  filled,  and  then  the  between 
decks  ;    when  the  vessel    got  in  a  sea 
way  the  grain  in  the  lower  hold  settled 
down,  and  if  the  cargo  shifted  in  conse- 
quence of  the  water  ballast  at  the  bottom 
shifting,  then,    in  many  instances,  the 
vessel  capsized.    In  his  opinion,  it  was 
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quite  impossible  to  load  a  ship  properly 
with  grain  in  bulk,  and  the  onl v  remedy 
was  to  enact  a  law  that  grain  should  be 
carried  in  bags,  and  not  in  bulk.     The 
opinion    of   practical    men — he   meant 
those  materially  concerned  in  the  navi- 
gation of  their  ships — was  distinctly  in 
favour  of   abolishing  loading  in  bulk. 
He  had  recently  had  the  honour  of  pre- 
senting a  Petition  from  over  1,700  ship- 
masters   and  owners,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  g^ain  could  only  safely  be 
carried  in  bags.     The  Petition  went  on 
to  ask  that  a  Select  Committee  might  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the- questiou, 
and  also  into  other  matters  connected 
with  shipping.     But  while  he  held  the 
opinion  that  ffrain  could  not  safely  be 
carried  in  bulk,  he  also  thought  there 
were  some  exceptions  to  the  rule.     He 
believed    that    the    hon.    Member    for 
Derby  was  disposed  to  make  an  excep- 
tion in  favour  of  vessels  eng^eed  in  the 
Montreal  trade.     Those  vessds  carried 
grain  between  decks  in  bags ;  but  in  the 
lower  hold,  with  the  exception  of  two  or 
three  tiers,  the  grain  was  carried  in  bulk. 
But  the  g^ain  in  bulk  was  placed  between 
boards  and  partitions  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  prevent  any  chance  of   shifting. 
Vessels  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade 
would  also  probably  form  an  exception 
to  the  rule,  because  they  were  mostly  of 
a  small  size,  and  it  was  not  necessary,  in 
their  case,  to  stow  the  grain  in  bags. 
He  held  that,  whether  vessels  be  g^reat 
or  small,  there  was  danger  in  carrying 
grain  in  bulk,  unless  some  measures  had 
been  taken  speciaUy  to  adapt  them  to 
this  purpose.     Some  vessels   had  been 
fitted  with  bulk-heads,  and  others  had 
also  been    divided   into  compartments. 
When,  therefore,  vessels  of    this   kind 
were  in  question,  an  exception  mi^ht  be 
granted  to  vessels  so  specially  adapted 
for  carrying  grain  by  JBoard  of  Trade 
licence  ;  but  where  they  had  to  deal  with 
vessels  constructed,  as  at  present,  with 
between    decks    and    lower    hold,  and 
water  ballast  underneath,  he  held  that 
it  was  impossible  to  carry  grain  in  bulk 
with  safety.     He  had  not  come  to  any 
hesitating  conclusion  on  this  question, 
for  it  had  occupied  his  attention  during 
a  long  time,  and  after  considerable  dis- 
cussion with  the  members  of  the  Ship- 
owners* Society  in  Sunderland.     When 
he  said  that  the  members  of  that  Society 
were  nearly  all  men  who  had  themselves 
.  been  to  sea,  and  were   personally  ac- 
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quAinied  for  fhat  reason  with  the  navi- 
gation  of  ships,  he  thought  that  he  was 

S lacing  before  the  House  sufficient  cvi- 
ence  to  prove  that  the  opinions  of  such 
men  ought  to  be  received  with  consider- 
able attention  by  hon.  Members.  One 
of  the  members  of  the  Society  to  which 
he  had  referred,  and  who  had  been  for 
SO  years  at  sea,  and  was  then  one  of  our 
largest  shipowners,  had  told  him  tliat 
**  when  leaving  port  with  a  cargo  of 
grain  in  bulk  he  never  felt  himself  safe 
until  the  cargo  had  twice  shifted,  after 
which,  in  all  probability,  there  would  be 
▼eiy  little  chance  of  its  shifting  again  ;*' 
the  settling  down,  as  expressed  in  the 
sea  phrase,  bein^  then  complete.  The 
opinion  of  that  shipowner  had  had  with 
him  more  weight  than  any  other  opinions 
which  had  been  laid  before  him,  espe- 
cially those  of  men  of  theory  who  had  no 
practical  experience  in  the  loading  and 
sailing  of  ships  with  grain  cargoes  on 
board.  He  would  like  to  see  the  Govern- 
ment introduce  a  temporary  Bill  dealing 
with  this  question,  which  was  one 
upon  which  the  House  already  possessed 
abimdance  of  information.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  differences  of  opinion 
existed  upon  this  subject;  but  it  was 
found  that  all  the  shipping  associations, 
ootwithstandingtheditterences  of  opinion 
amongst  them  upon  some  points,  ad- 
mitted the  importance  of  an  inquiry  into 
the  question  of  ships  laden  with  grain. 
Not  only  the  losses  of  last  winter,  but 
those  which  had  occurred  previously 
during  a  series  of  yeai*s,  were  quite  suffi- 
cient to  prove  to  the  Govornuiont,  to 
hon.  Members,  and  to  the  country  gene- 
rally, that  something  in  the  shape  of 
legislation  was  necessary  with  rofcroncu 
to  the  loading  of  grain  cargoes.  What 
he  held  to  be  necessary  was  that  sonic 
measure  should  be  passed  such  a»  tliat 
which  had  been  submitted  to  the  Hourc 
bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr. 
I'limsoll},providing  that  all  gruia  coming 
to  the  United  Kingdom  should  be  im- 
ported in  bags,  with  the  exceptions  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Gourley)  ha<l  alluded  in 
the  case  of  vessels  specially  adapted  to 
the  trade.  But,  in  dealing  with  tliis 
question,  they  had  also  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  carriage  of  grain  by 
foreign  ships.  Now,  it  was  the  opinion 
of  many  shipowners  in  Knghmd  that  if 
it  was  made  compulsory  that  all  grain 
ooming  to  the  United  Kingdom  in 
British  Tessels  should  be  imported  in 


bags  British  shipowners  would  be  handi- 
capped by  foreigners.  There  was  a 
great  deal  of  truth  in  this  objection. 
The  remedy,  however,  which  he  sug- 
gested was  that  it  should  be  made  the 
rule  that  all  grain  imported  in  bulk, 
whether  in  British  or  in  foreign  ships, 
should  be  subjected  to  a  duty  of  1«. 
or  28.  per  quarter,  according  to  the 
ports  from  which  such  grain  might  be 
imported.  Hon.  Members  woiud  see 
that  unless  the  grain  imported,  say,  in 
Swedish  or  Norwegian  vessels,  was  sub- 
jected to  this  regulation,  those  vessels 
would  practically  get  a  large  portion  of 
the  grain-carrying  trade.  He  would 
make  it  law  that  any  ships  bringing  com 
in  bulk  from  the  Baltic  should  be 
subject  to  a  differential  duty  of  1*.  per 
quarter,  and  that  those  carrying  grain 
in  bulk  across  the  Atlantic  should  be 
subject  to  a  like  duty  of  2«.  per 
quarter  ;  and  this,  in  his  opinion, 
would  prevent  British  ships  from  being 
handicapped  by  foreigners.  There  were 
some  other  points  to  which  he  would 
allude.  He  thought  that  the  simplest 
and  safest  way  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  stowage  would  be  to  enact  that 
all  grain  carried  across  the  Atlantic, 
with  the  exception  of  that  coming  from 
the  i)ort  of  Montreal,  which  was  already 
subject  to  exceptional  local  rules,  should 
be  imported  in  ])ags.  It  had  been  found 
that  in  tlio  ralifornian,  Calcutta,  and 
Australian  trad(»,  all  grain  was,  at  the 
present  time,  so  imported.  But  it  was 
said  that  the  putting  of  grain  into  bags 
would  cause  much  loss  of  time.  No 
dou])t,  it  was  true  that  some  loss  of  time 
would  bo  occasioned ;  but  it  was  clear 
that  in  a  very  short  time  the  merchants, 
botli  in  the  United  States  and  in  the 
United  Kingdtmi,  would  adapt  them- 
srlvos  to  tli<»  n(*w  state  of  things,  and 
that  wlion  voss(»ls  arrived  at  New  York 
and  other  ]»orts  they  would  find  their 
cargoes  read}'  in  bags,  just  as  thoy  now 
found  thoni  ready  for  shipment  in  bags 
in  Australia  and  Calcutta.  There  was 
no  |)hu<*  in  tlie  world  where  a  vessel 
could  be  loaded  more  quickly  than  in 
Calcutta,  tlio  rice  and  wlicat  being  at 
tliat  port  always  shipped  in  bags  ;  and 
thore  was,  thr^refore,  no  reas(m  why 
wheat  should  not  also  bo  shipped  in  bags 
frnin  tlie  Anu'rican  ports.  Had  the 
question  been  raised  hy  the  shipping  in- 
terest instead  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  riimsoU),  ho  felt  sure  tliat 
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the  Government  would  haye  at  once 
assented  to  the  change  recommended  by 
that  hon.  Member.  He  hoped  that  the 
necessity  for  dealing  promptly  with  this 
question  would  be  seen  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers ;  and  if  they  would  legislate  with 
regard  to  the  loading  of  grain  as  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  United 
States,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  shipping 
interest  throughout  the  country  would 

Tee  with  him  that  the  best  mode 
dealing  with  the  subject  would  be 
to  enact  that  all  grain  coming  from 
Atlantic  ports  should  be  imported  in 
bags. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  pointed  out 
that  a  great  difference  existed  in  the 
capabilities  of  ships  for  carrying  grain 
cargoes  in  bulk  as  between  the  coasting 
and  ocean  trades,  for  they  all  knew  the 
difference  between  taking  a  short  run 
from  Ireland  or  Scotland,  as  the  cane 
might  be,  and  crossing  the  Atlantic.  He 
trusted  that  due  protection  would  be 
given  to  the  coasting  trade,  which  was 
BO  essential  to  the  interests  connected 
with  our  own  ports.  As  regarded  the 
distinction  between  the  ocean  and  coast- 
ing trades,  it  would  be  found  on  reflec- 
tion that  the  danger  which  was  appre- 
hended from  the  former  would  be  very 
much  diminished  in  the  other  case,  in 
which  it  was  quite  practicable  to  carry 
grain  with  safety  by  looking  to  the  state 
of  the  weather.  He  expressed  his  satis- 
faction with  the  Bill  of  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby;  and,  having  regard  to 
the  opposition  which  it  was  likely  to 
meet  with,  he  thought  that  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government  would  give 
satisfaction  both  to  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  the  measure  and  to  those  who 
opposed  it. 

Mr.  D.  JENKINS  would  have  voted 
for  tho  Bill  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  with  some  qualifi- 
cations. He  (Mr.  D.  Jenkins)  contended 
that  whether  grain  be  stowed  in  bulk  or 
in  bags,  it  would  be  necessary  to  exercise 
care  that  the  cargo  should  bo  safely 
secured,  for  every  seaman  knew  that 
even  a  cargo  stowed  in  bags  was  not 
safe  without  shifting-boards  were  made 
use  of.  But  there  were  other  points  of 
greater  importance  tlian  this  which  re- 
quired to  be  looked  into.  For  instance, 
the  over-loading  of  vessels  was  a  very 
serious  question ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Act  of  lb76  relating  thereto  was 
altogether  a  failure.    He  would  like  to 

Mr.  Gourky 


see  some  plan  adopted  for  fixing  the 
maximum  load-line,  which  should  be 
marked  on  the  sides  of  all  ships,  and 
which,  he  believed,  would  prevent  the 
very  great  evil  of  over-loading,  that  was 
now  the  cause  of  so  much  loss.  Again, 
there  was  the  question  of  undermanning, 
from  which,  no  doubt,  a  larg^  number 
of  casualties  occurred.  With  regard  to 
the  build  of  ships,  he  did  not  oare  what 
was  their  form  of  construction  as  long 
as  they  were  navigated  with  skill ;  for, 
in  his  opinion,  the  safety  of  a  ship  de- 
pended upon  the  skill  and  care  with 
which  it  was  navigated — irrespective  of 
its  dimensions.  He  hoped  the  inquiry 
would  tend  to  do  good,  and  that  loss 
of  life  would  be  lessened  as  soon  as 
the  Select  Committee  had  made  its  Re- 
port. 

Mr.  BATES  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley)  had 
stated  that  he  placed  great  faith  in  the 
opinions  which  he  had  received  from 

Practical  men.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Bates) 
ad  received  a  document  f»)m  Sunder- 
land, which  had,  no  doubt,  also  been 
received  by  many  hon.  Members.  It 
emanated  from  the  Society  of  British 
Ship  Masters  and  Officers  in  Sunderland, 
and  was  a  list  of  SO  steamships  which 
had  been  lost.  Hon.  Members  would 
be  astonished  when  he  told  them  that 
28  out  of  the  30  vessels  lost  had  been 
built  in  Sunderland  and  the  adjacent 
ports,  and  that  24  of  them  had  been 
fitted  with  water  conipartments.  He 
maintained  that  the  6ill  which  thej 
were  now  discussing  was,  however  weU 
meant,  valueless  for  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  intended,  for  the  reason 
that  it  did  not  in  any  shape  or  way 
touch  the  root  of  the  evil.  He  believed 
that  the  great  cause  of  loss  among  these 
ships  was  that  they  were  too  long,  too 
narrow,  and  too  deep  in  build — that  was  to 
say,  that  they  had  too  great  depth  of  hold, 
too  little  breadth  of  beam,  and  too  great 
length ;  in  addition  to  that  they  had 
water  ballast  compartments.  "When  a 
ship  was  loaded  with  cargo,  as  a  matter 
of  course  the  ballast  compartments  were 
empty,  consequently  there  was  a  space 
of  from  one  to  two  and  a«half  feet 
in  tho  bottom  of  the  ship  empty  abore 
which  the  cargo  was  stowed,  and  the 
grain  being  raised  in  this  way  became 
more  liable  to  shift,  and  the  ship,  in 
consequence,  to  •*  turn  turtle  "  and  to  go 
to  the  bottom.    In  order  to  remedy  tlus, 
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heniggested  that  these  water  ballastcom- 
partments  should  be  so  fitted  as  to  be  able 
to  receive  grain  in  bags,  which  would  give 
the  ship  more  stability.  That  a  cargo 
of  grain  could  be  carried  safely  in  bulk 
he  had  no  doubt  whatever;  but,  in  order 
to  insure  this,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
ship  should  be  divided  into  compartments 
made  of  iron.  As  to  shifting-boards,  be 
believed  them  to  be  valueless  for  this  pur- 
pose ;  but  if  the  vessel  were  divided  down 
the  middle  by  iron  bulkheads  running 
fore  and  aft  as  far  as  the  engine-room, 
the  carg^  would  be  then  in  two  equal 
portions,  and  if  the  vessel  lay  over  one 
half  of  the  cargo  only  would  go  to  the 
lee-side.  The  expense  of  this  arrange- 
ment would  only  occur  once — namely, 
when  the  ship  was  built,  and  would  be, 
in  his  opinion,  in  the  end,  less  than 
the  cost  of  modem  bulkheads.  It  had 
been  said  that  this  plan  would  unfit  the 
■hip  for  general  purposes;  but  he 
answered  that  these  iron  bulkheads  could 
be  fiastened  in  such  a  manner  as  would 
allow  them  to  be  taken  down  when  the 
■hip  was  goine  to  load  a  general  cargo. 
Thej  had  on^  to  be  fastened  to  the 
keeC  keelsons,  beams,  and  other  parts 
of  the  vessel  with  screw-bolts,  and 
then  they  could  be  taken  down  when 
necessary,  and  would  cost  less  in  the 
end  to  ^e  shipowner  than  shifting- 
boards.  He  would  just  give  hon.  Mem- 
bers his  opinion  as  to  what  these  grain- 
cmnying  ships  oyjtght  to  be.  Ships  cross- 
ing^ the  Atlantic  with  grain  cargoes 
shonld  have  greater  strength  and  greater 
propelling  power ;  thoy  should  not  be 
more  than  seven  times  their  beam  in 
length,  and  they  should  not  bo  more 
than  two-thirds  of  their  beam  in  depth. 
If  they  were  fitted  with  water  C()mi»art- 
ments,  they  should  be  so  made  that  cargo 
ooold  be  stowed  in  them,  and  they 
should  be  fitted  in  compartments.  Some- 
thing had  been  said  about  the  handi- 
capping of  British  shipowners ;  and  this 
was,  no  doubt,  a  very  serious  matter. 
He  thought  the  best  plan  and  tlic  only 
m  to  meet  this  difliculty  would  be  to 
a  fine  upon  all  cargoes  bn)ught  in 
bnlk,  whether  in  foreign  or  British 
ships,  unless  they  were  certified  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  be  fitted  for  such 
cargoes  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
now  certified  for  the  carrying  of  pas- 

"TfiTb'SHAUQHNESSY,  having  no 
knowledge  of  ships,   would  not  have 
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entered  upon  this  debate,  were  it  not 
that  in  Ireland  large  quantities  of  oats 
were  grown  and  exported  coastwise. 
Now,  if  the  Bill  was  carried  as  it  then 
stood,  it  would  apply  to  this  Irish  coast- 
ing trade  and  ruin  it,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  place  the  grower  of  oats 
at  a  great  disadvantage.  Had  the  Bill 
come  before  the  House  he  should,  in  the 
interest  of  the  trade  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, have  voted  against  it.  The  vessels 
engaged  in  this  coasting  trade  were  of 
a  peculiar  construction.  They  were  short 
and  broad,  and  very  few  accidents  had 
occurred  to  them,  from  their  sailing  over 
seas  which  were  calmer  than  those  which 
had  to  be  crossed  in  other  trades,  and 
from  their  having  an  opportunity  of 
running  into  port  when  a  storm  oc- 
curred. He  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  entertain  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Bill  should  be 
passed  provisionally  ;  but  he  joined  with 
those  who  wished  to  see  a  Bill  passed 
during  the  present  Session,  which  he 
trusted  would  be  very  carefully  framed 
with  a  view  to  the  protection  of  the 
interests  which  were  involved  in  legis- 
lation upon  this  subject.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  most  unfortunate  thing  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
thrown  out  for  a  system  of  differential 
duties,  which,  in  his  view,  savoured  too 
mu(;h  of  Protection. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  there  could 
be  no  dispute  as  to  the  advantages  which 
would  result  from  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  no  legislation  could  take  place 
this  Sespion,  or,  perhaps,  during  the 
next.  With  regard  to  the  suggestion 
that  the  scope  of  tlie  inquiry  should  bo 
widened,  so  far  as  marine  insurance  was 
concerned,  ho  reminded  the  House  that 
that  had  been  fully  dealt  with  in  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  promised  to 
introduce,  and  did  introduce,  in  1876,  a 
Bill  for  dealing  with  maritime  contracts. 
But  he  did  not  believe  there  was  any 
means  of  securing  the  maximum  of 
safety  until  the  shipowner  had  a  greater 
interest  in  his  ships  coming  safely  to  port 
than  ho  now  had  in  their  not  arriving. 
He  knew  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  taken  the  best  possible  ad- 
vice before  withdrawing  the  Bill  to  which 
he  had  referred.  It  was  most  important 
the  Government  should  deal  with  this 
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question,  because  it  did  not  affect  grain 
cargoes  alone,  but  all  cargoes  that  floated 
in  British  bottoms.     He  would  not  put 
his  experience  against  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Bates) ;  but 
he  had  had  the  advantage  of  assisting 
the  other  day  on  a  Committee,  before 
which    the     best   possible    information 
was  laid  with  regard  to   this  question 
of  grain  cargoes.    The  question  was  put 
to   that  Committee, — **  What  would  be 
the   advantage  of  a  Bill  such  as  that 
brought    in   by  the   hon.   Member  for 
Derby?"      The   answer  was  from   all 
sides  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
loss  of  life  occurred  from  defective  con- 
struction, but  that  the  greatest  blot  on 
our  carrying  trade  was  the  shipment  of 
grain  cargoes  in  bulk,  and  that  from  this 
cause  there  arose  a  greater  loss  of  life 
than  from  all  other  causes  put  together. 
It  had  been  urged  that  the  additional 
cost  of  carrying  grain  in  bags  would 
increase  the  price  of  the  grain ;  but  it 
was  necessary  to  place  the  advantages 
of  this  plan  against  its  disadvantages. 
In   the  first  place,  it  would  materially 
diminish  the  cost  of  insurance ;  in  the 
second  place,  the  grain  would  be  brought 
to   market  in  a  much  better  condition 
than  at  present ;  in  the  third  place,  there 
would  be  a  great  diminution  in  the  loss 
of  ships  and  cargoes ;  and,  in  the  fourth 
place,  there  would  be  the  saving  of  life  ; 
and,  quite  apart  from  this  saving  of  life, 
he  impressed  upon  the  House  that  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  proposed  plan  would  be 
equivalent  to  the  pecuniary  outlay  for 
sacks.     Having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
they  might   enter   upon   one    or    more 
Sessions    before    legislation   upon    this 
matter  took  place,  he  asked  the  noble 
Lord    the  President  of  the    Board   of 
Trade   whether — not    for   the   coasting 
trailic,  but  merely  for  long  voyages — he 
could  not  see  his  way  to  introduce  some 
provisional  measure,  until  such  time  as 
the  whole  question  could  bo  considered, 
which    would    require    that    all    grain 
cargoes    should    bo    brought    to    this 
country  in  sacks  ?     This  proposal  would 
go  a  great  way  to  give  experience  and 
to  guide  legislation  in  that  House;  it 
would  also  show  whether  grain  cargoes 
could  be   carried  in  bags  without  any 
largo  increase  in  expense,  and  whether 
a  saving  of  life  would  be  the  result. 
The  present  system  of  carrying  grain 
was  the  greatest  blot  upon  our  carrying 
trade ;  and  ho  hoped  it  woidd  be  possible 
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by  some  temporary  meamire  to  deal  with 
it  until  the  Committee  oould  report,  and 
a  Bill  could  be  brought  in  on  the  sub- 
jeot. 

ViscouwT  SANDON  thougfhk  that  the 
House  would  now  feel  that  it  was  time 
to  close  the  discussion,  which  he  might 
justly  characterize  as  having  been  very 
useful  and  interesting.     With  regard  to 
the   speech   of  the    hon.   Memoer   for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella),  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be   based  upon  the  idea  that 
the  Committee  could  not  report  at  all 
that   Session.     He  had  purposely  con- 
fined the    Eeference  in  order  to  shorten 
the  labours  of  the  Committee ;  and  he 
hoped  that  it  would  be  able  to  report 
before  the  end  of  the  Session,  as  he  was 
most  anxious  that  its  recommendations 
should  be  carried  out  at  once.      The 
questions  raised  were  most  important, 
for  they  concerned  human  life.     He  saw 
no  reason  why  the  Committee  should 
not  get  through  its  labours  speedily,  and 
report  in  time  for  a  Bill  to  be  brought 
in  and  passed  before  the  end  of  the 
Session.     He  did  not  wish  to  be  under- 
stood as  meaning  that  the  result  of  the 
labours  of  the  Committee  would  be  to 
show  that  any  legislation  whatever  was 
necessary.     He  was  certainly  of  opinion 
that  if  they  could  do  without  legislation 
it  would  be  better,  for  any  unnecessary 
fettering  of  a  great  industry  should  be 
avoided.     He  was  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  would  agree  with 
him  upon  that  point.     But  if  it  were 
found  that  legislation  was   necessary, 
then  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  com- 
pleted during  the  present  Session.     He 
would  observe,  with  reference  to  what 
many  hon.  Members  had  stated  regard- 
ing the  grain  trade,  that  he  was  not  at 
that  moment  prepared  to  say  that  the 
proposals  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  PlimsoU)  wero  necessary.     So  far 
as  he  was  informed,  since  1875,  the  grain 
trade  of   this  country  had  greatly  in- 
creased, until  the  value  of  the  imports 
now  amoimted  to  £150,000,000  a-year. 
But  the  proportion  of  ships  engaged  in 
the  grain  trade  which  had  been  lost  was 
comparatively  small,  whereas  there  had 
been  many  hundreds  of  lamentable  cala- 
mities to  vessels  laden  with  other  car- 
goes.^    He    thought    it    was    really   a 
question  to  be  considered  whether  grain 
was  the  real  cause  of  the  loss  of  many 
vessels.     Suppose  that  the  canying  of 
grain  in  bulk  was  dangerous^  and  thai 
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additional  securitj  to  human  life 
.  be  afforded  by  ito  being  carried  in 
But,  as  he  had  previously  stated, 
was  a  great  difference  of  opinion 
that  subject,  and  that  it  required 
ig^tion.  He  had  expressly  guarded 
If  from  stating  any  opinion  upon 
ubject;  but  people  of  great  ex- 
ice  had  expressed  the  view  that 
anger  to  human  life  was  not  in- 
d  by  the  stowage  of  grain  in  bulk. 

r»d  that  the  Eeference  had  been  so 
that  the  question  would  be  fully 
)d.  With  respect  to  the  question 
uranoe,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
Atter  was  one  which  required  con- 
tion.  He  wished  to  protest  against 
T  two  observations  of  the  hon. 
amaa  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
Gkmrley),  in  which  he  laid  down 
lazim  that  grain  could  not  be 
oanied  in  bulk.  To  that  proposi- 
16  could  not  give  his  assent,  but 
1  wait  the  issue  of  the  labours  of 
immittee. 

.  GOUKLEY  remarked,  that  he 
laid  that  proposition  down  with 
D  exceptions.  He  had  stated  that 
8  the  general  rule  that  vessels 
led  in  the  Montreal  and  the  coast- 
■de  were  exceptions. 
0017KT  SANDON  said,  that  no 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  mean 
lertion  to  be  a  sweeping  one.  The 
point  against  which  ho  must  speak 
.  most  serious  suggestion  to  come 
;he  other  side  of  the  House — that 
&e  proposal  that  all  ships  that  car- 
nun  in  bulk  should  be  forced  to 
.  daty  of  U.  or  Is.  per  quarter 
the  gp^n  so  carried.  lie  was  sur- 
.  to  hear  those  doctrines  propounded 
a.  Gentlemen  upon  the  other  side  of 
ouse ;  and  if  they  were  seriously 
;  he  should  not  wonder  if  the  Go- 
lent  were  shortly  asked  to  again 
nties  upon  com.  So  long  as  he 
he  honour  to  occupy  the  position 
It  BO  protective  duties  of  any  kind 
be  put  on.  It  must  be  under- 
that  the  object  of  the  Government 
I  case  was  to  obtain  a  thorough  in- 
lation,  so  that  they  would  bo  en- 
to  lesislate  on  the  subject.  No- 
would  induce  the  Government  to 
i  to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
investigation  had  convinced  them 
t  was  really  required  for  the  pre- 
ion  of  human  life,  and  that  it 
,  not  hsre  the  effect  of  destroying 


the  great  shipping  interests  upon  which 
this  country  so  much  depended. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

And  on  March  5,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Mr.  Arthur  Pbel,  Mr.  J.  O.  Talbot, 
Mr.  BiDDULPH,  Mr.  Algernon  Eoerton,  Mr. 
TuoMAS  Brassey,  Sir  John  Hat,  Sir  Har- 
couRT  Johnstone,  Mr.  Bates,  Mr.  Mundella, 
Mr.  James  Corry,  Mr.  Gocrley,  Mr.  Gorst, 
Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Kavanaoh,  Mr.  O'Shauoh- 
NE88Y,  Mr.  Birkreck,  Mr.  Stevenson,  Mr. 
Onslow,  Mr.  James  Stewart,  Mr.  Mulhol- 
LAND,  ISIr.  Spencer  Stanhope,  Lord  Arthur 
Russell,  and  Mr.  Mac  Iver  : — Power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum. 
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{Lord  Eu9tac$  Cecily  CoUm$l  SUnU^f^  Cohnel 

Loyd  Zindtay.) 

SECOlfD    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  that 
this  Bill  was  of  merely  a  formal  charac- 
ter, and  he  hoped  that  the  House  would 
now  read  it  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. " — ( Lord  Eustace  Cecil, ) 

Mr.  DILLWYN  believed  that  there 
was  an  objection  taken  to  the  Bill. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  that 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  objection. 
None  had  reached  him.  The  Bill  was 
really  of  a  purely  formal  character,  and 
was  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
compensate  the  owners  of  common  rights 
and  ascertain  what  those  common  rights 
were.  The  House  might  be  aware  that 
Strensall  Common  had  been  purchased 
by  the  Government,  and  the  present  Bill 
was  to  make  the  necessary  arrangements. 
Hitherto,  Government  had  been  unable 
to  deal  with  the  common  rights  which 
had  started  up.  It  was  now  proposed 
to  hand  the  matter  over  to  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners  to  ascertain — first  of  all, 
what  the  common  rights  were,  to  whom 
they  belonged,  and  what  amount  of 
compensation  ought  to  be  paid  for  them. 
So  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascertain 
from  hon.  Members,  he  could  not  find 
that  there  was  any  objection  to  the  Bill. 
He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  would  withdraw  his  objectioafi 
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and  allow  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
to  be  taken.  

Mk.  DILLWTN  said,  that  the  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  was  not  his  own,  bat 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney, 
who  had  given  Notice  of  Opposition. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  no  objection  to 
the  Bill,  and  he  only  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thunday. 


ANCIENT  MONUMENTS  BILL— [Bill  51.] 

{Sir  John  LiMock,  Mr.  Bireifori  Hope,  Mr. 

Morgan,  Sir  Richard  Watlact.) 

THIBD  READLNO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time, 
eaid,  ho  trusted  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  thank  hon.  Members  who 
had  come  down  so  often  and  stayed  so 
lato  to  support  the  measure.  His  thanks 
were  also  due  to  hon.  Members  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill  for  their  courtesy  in 
waiving  their  individual  objecttone  and 
allowing  the  third  readimg  of  the  Bill 
to  be  taken  without  opposition.  More 
particularly  he  wished  to  thank  his  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  North  North- 
umberland (Earl  Percy)  and  Tyrone 
(Mr.  Macartney). 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Sir  John  Lubhoeh.) 

Eael  PEECfT  was  obhged  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone 
for  the  compliment  he  had  paid  him  ; 
bnt  he  could  not  allow  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  to  take  place  without  one  or 
two  remarks.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  had  made  some  very  hard  re- 
marks at  the  end  of  last  Session  with  re- 
gard to  what  he  had  termed  liis  (Earl 
Percy's)  obstruction  of  this  Bill,  He 
could  only  point  out  that  the  course  they 
had  taken  had  resulted  in  a  considerable 
modification  of  the  original  measure, 
and  in  the  adoption  by  the  hon.  Baronot 
the  Member  for  Maidstone  of  various 
Amendments.  Those  Amendments  hav- 
ing been  accepted,  they  had  been  enabled 
to  waive  their  objeodona  to  the  Bill.  But 
Lord  Eiutace  C»dl 


Stmt.  im 

even  now  he  was  not  entirely  convinced 
of  the  utility  of  the  measure,  or  recon- 
ciled to  ite  provieione.  Hayino'  regard, 
however,  to  the  large  modificatioiu 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  made  is 
it,  he  thought  it  was  more  respect- 
ful to  the  House,  which  had  passed  the 
Bill  by  large  majorities  on  several  occa- 
sions, that  they  should  withdraw  their 
objections  and  allow  the  Bill  to  pass. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  jm*mJ. 


CO-OTSBATIVZ    BTOBES. 

B«]ect  Coininitl«e  of  lart  Beanon  rt-4^)peinUi, 
' '  to  mquire  into  the  ooiutitDtion  and  operatiau 
of  certain  Trading  Societies,  trading  under  tlu 
name  of  Co-operaUTe  Storea,  and  to  aacertiin 
whetlier  th^  are  exempted  from  tazea  and  im- 
poata  to  whicli  the  trading  commDnitj  an 
liable:" — Committee  to  c<niaiBt  of  Ei^laoi 
Membera: — Sir  MAsaST  Lopia,  ISx.  Otwat, 
Mr.  RiDLET,  Mr.  Blixi,  Sir  Obobob  Euiot, 
Mr.  HAHDCABT1.E,  Uj.  AiiTitrB  Uii.i.a,  llr. 
Mfndella,  Mr.  Kiflet,  Ur.  Baztzb,  Earl  of 
Dalkeith,  Mr.  Macdosald,  Ut.  Isaac,  Ht. 
Jahes.  Mr.  FoaatTB,  Mr.  Callax,  Mr.  Bhxu, 
and  Sir  Chakleb  BcaaBU. : — Power  to  aend  for 
peiBons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum. 

HinntM  of  Eridasee  taken  befora  the  Select 
Committee  on  Co-operative  Storea  of  flfiMinn 
1878-9  referred  to  the  Select  CommittM  on 
Co-operative  Stores.— <5ir  Ckarltt  JttwM/I.} 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednudas,  ^ith  February,  1S80. 


MCNUTES.l  —  PcTBLic  BiLLB— OrdfrW— AVtl 
Sending — Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Dia- 
trict  Courts)*  [87];  Cruelty  to  Animali* 
[Sfl];  Middlesex  Land  Registrx  •rSB]  1  Bonth 
Western  (of  London)  Diatrict  Foat   Office* 

!9D];  Drainage  and  ImproTcmcnt  of  L«nda 
Ireland)  ProviBional  Order*  [91];  Pat«nt« 
for  InTcntiona  *  [02]. 

Sreond  Riading — County  Courts  [6];  Hypothec 
Abolition  (Scotlfuid]  [34] ;  Blind  and  Deaf- 
Kluto  Childr«D  [41],  drlmlt  ai(/oumrd  ;  Judi- 
cial Factors  (Scotland)*  [SO];  Excisable 
Liquors  Tmfllc  (Scotland)*  [*8]  ;  Ccmmon 
Law  Procedure  and  Judicature  Acta  Amend- 
ment- [80]. 

Steond  StadtHf—Rrftrrtd  le  Stittt  Commilttt — 

Bankruptcy  Act  (1S69)  Amwttoent  *  [U]. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

COUNTY  COURTS  BILL— [Bill  C] 

{Mr.   Norwood,  Mr,    Rowley  Eiil,  Mr.   Watkin 

milianu,  Sir  EardUy    IVilmot.) 

SECOND    HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  nob  wood,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  before  he  proceeded  to  explain  the 
clauses  of  the  measure,  ho  thought  it 
right  to  remind  the  House  of  the  circum- 
■tances  under  which  the  Bill  appeared 
before  them.  In  the  Session  of  1 878  there 
were  no  less  than  four  County  Courts 
Bills  introduced  by  private  Members — 
one  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  South  Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot),  another  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  (Mr.  Bowley  Hill),  anotlier 
by  himself  (Mr.  Norwood),  and  a  fourth 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Nowcastle- 
npon-Tyne  (Mr.  J.  Co  wen).  The  three 
first  Bills  were  very  similar  in  purport, 
although  they  differed  in  certain  de- 
tails; and  it  was  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  to  refer  them  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  Committee  sat  for  17 
days  and  examined  a  considerable 
number  of  witnesses,  among  them  being 
Lord  Justice  Bramwcll  and  Mr.  Uollaiiis, 
both  Members  of  the  Judicature  Com- 
mission,  and  various  County  Court 
Judges,  mercantile  men,  and  solicitors. 
After  full  deliberation,  the  Comuiittoo 
made  their  Beport,  the  gist  of  which  was 
—first,  that  there  should  be  no  increase 
in  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the 
County  Courts ;  that  there  should  bo 
concurrent  jurisdiction  in  an  extended 
class  of  cases;  that  the  salaries  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  should  be  raised  to 
£2,000  per  annum  ;  that  they  should  bo 
entitled  to  a  pension  amounting  to  two- 
thirds  of  their  salary,  after  20  years' 
sendee ;  that  the  Begistrars  should  not 
be  permitted  to  pnictice  either  in  their 
own  districts  or  elsewhere ;  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hull  be  requested  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  in  conformity  with  tliose 
TCCommendations.  The  present  Bill  was 
mecisely  as  it  left  the  Select  Committee. 
The  provisions  of  it  were  simple.  In 
the  first  place,  there  was  no  extension 
of  exclusive  jurisdiction  in  an^  form. 
The  concurrent  Common  Jjaw  jurisdic- 
tion was  extended  from  £60  to  £200, 


actions  for  the  recovery  of  rent  from 
£50  to  £200,  and  actions  of  ejectment 
from  £20  to  £40.  The  4th  clause  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  one  to  which  he  at- 
tached the  most  importance,  was  in  har- 
mony with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Judicature  Commission,  and  had  received 
the  ai)proval  of  law  reformers  since 
the  days  of  Lord  Brougham.  It  was  to 
the  effect  that,  with  the  exception  of 
Probate,  Divorce,  and  Admiralty  busi- 
ness, it  should  bo  competent  for  the 
plaintiff  to  bring  his  action,  whatever 
the  amount,  in  the  County  Court,  with 
full  power,  as  a  right,  for  tho  defendant 
to  move  for  the  transfer  of  the  case  into 
the  Superior  Courts.  As  he  regarded 
the  matter,  this  was  really  the  most  im- 
portant clause  of  the  Bill.  It  knitted 
together,  in  tho  most  complete  way,  tho 
County  Court  system  and  that  of  the 
Supreme  Court  itself;  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  if  the  Bill  contained  nothing 
more  than  this  4th  clause  it  would  be  a 
very  valuable  and  important  measure. 
It  was  unnecessary  that  he  should  defend 
the  course  taken  by  tho  Bill,  because  not 
only  was  it  approved  of  by  the  Select 
Committee,  but  the  Government  them- 
selves had  endorsed  tho  views  contained 
in  tho  measure  in  the  most  marked 
manner.  Last  Session  they  took  a  some- 
what unusual  course,  for  nutwitlistaud- 
ing  the  fact  that  the  Bill  sent  down  by 
the  Select  Committee  was  then  before 
the  House  of  Commons,  tlio  Government 
introduced  a  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
tlirough  the  Lord  Chancellor,  wliich  was 
very  similar  in  its  cliaracter  to  tho  mea- 
sure recommended  by  tho  Select  Com- 
mittee, although  not  alto^^etlier  identical 
with  the  Bill  ho  was  now  introducing. 
It  was  a  very  excellent  measure,  and 
contained  many  clauses  that  were  not 
only  unobjectionable,  but  would  be  of 
tlie  utmost  advantage.  He  might,  there- 
fore, claim  that  he  had  the  ap|)roval  of 
the  highest  Legal  Officer  in  the  Kingdom 
and  of  tho  Government  on  behalf  of  his 
Bill.  One  objection  which  he  had  heard 
raised  against  tho  Bill  from  time  to  time, 
and  particularly  from  members  of  tho 
Ijegal  Profession,  was  this — "It  is  all  very 
well  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  ;  but  wo 
maintain  your  Judges  are  not  comp(«tent 
to  exercise  such  jurisdiction."  Tliey 
said,  in  effect,  that  the  County  Court 
Judges  were  an  inferior  class  of  men. 
He  (Mr.  Norwood)  ventured  to  differ 
altogether    from     that    opinion.      He 
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thouglit  tliat  some  of  the  learned  gentle- 
xnen  who  administered  the  law  in  the 
County  Courts  were  quite  equal  to  the 
Judges  in  the  Superior  Courts.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  great  bulk  of  those  gen- 
tlemen were  perfectly  competent  to  dis- 
charge not  only  their  present  functions, 
but  the  extended  jurisdiction  which 
would  be  imposed  on  them  by  this  Bill. 
If,  as  he  feared  it  might  be  the  case, 
there  were  some  gentlemen  who  were  not 
80  learned  or  able  as  might  be  wished, 
he  could  only  say  that  the  fault  was  not 
in  the  County  Court  system,  but  in  those 
upon  whom  devolved  the  responsibility 
of  appointing  the  Judges.  Of  course, 
he  could  not  speak  from  personal  know- 
ledge of  the  qualifications  of  those  gen- 
tlemen. He  was  only  a  layman,  and 
was,  therefore,  not  competent  to  form  an 
opinion.  He  was  bound,  however,  to 
admit  that  appointments  were  occasion- 
ally made  to  the  County  Court  Bench 
which  met  with  almost  universal  reproba- 
tion from  those  who  were  best  qualified 
to  form  an  opinion — namely,  the  Bar  it- 
self. He  did  not  allude  to  any  one  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  to  any  one  Party  in 
politics  more  than  another ;  but  it  was 
very  painful — more  than  painful,  it  was 
a  seriouB  injury  to  the  administration  of 
justice — that  from  time  to  time  unknown 
and  incompetent  men  should  be  ap- 
pointed instead  of  the  best  men  avail- 
able. There  was  another  cause  why 
sometimes  the  County  Court  appointments 
were  not  satisfactory,  and  that  was  that 
the  salaries  paid  to  those  gentlemen  did 
not  give  that  large  choice  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  which  he  would  otherwise 
possess.  He  (Mr.  Norwood)  thought 
himself  that  the  present  salary  of 
£1,500  a-year  was  scarcely  sufficient  to 
induce  a  gentleman,  who  had  had  a 
most  expensive  education  and  training, 
to  sacrifice  his  prospects  at  the  Bar  at  a 
comparatively  early  period  of  life.  It 
was,  therefore,  notorious  that  when  they 
had  satisfactory  appointments — and  he 
repeated  again  that  able  and  learned 
men  did  exist  on  the  County  Court 
Bench — they  were  too  frequently  men 
who  had  passed  the  prime  of  life,  who 
wished  for  rest  and  retirement,  and  who 
therefore  accepted  a  position  of  com- 
parative ease,  which,  under  other  cir- 
cumstances, they  would  not  have  con- 
sented to  occupy.  The  question  really 
was  this — was  it  not  a  matter  of  expe- 
diency,  as  well  as  justice,   that    they 

Mr,  Norwood 


should  remunerate  the  Comity  Court 
Judges  somewhat  more  handsomely? 
There  were  57  County  Court  Judges, 
who  received  £1,500  a-year.  Three  or 
four  of  that  number  had  £1,800  a-year 
under  an  old  rule,  which  came  into 
operation  many  years  ago.  The  utmost 
burden  the  present  proposal  would  place 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  would  be 
£27,300  a-year  if  every  Judge  were  ad- 
vanced to  £2,000  a-year.  But  it  was  in 
evidence  that  it  would  be  easy  for  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  with  the  power  which 
he  now  possessed,  to  reduce  the  number 
of  Judges  by  a  re-arrangement  of  the 
existing  Circuits,  which  would  make  a 
great  reduction  in  the  amount  of  extra 
charge  that  would  be  thrown  upon  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  He  might  point 
out,  as  a  matter  of  justice  to  the  present 
Judges,  that  they  had  no  increase  at  all 
in  their  salaries  since  the  year  1865, 
and  yet  the  amount  of  extra  work 
thrown  upon  them  had  been  very  great. 
Between  the  years  1665  and  1878,  no 
less  than  32  additional  Statutes  had  been 
passed,  which  threw  extra  duties  upon 
the  County  Courts.  Under  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Law,  as  consolidated  in  1869, 
the  entire  burden,  as  far  as  the  Pro- 
vinces were  concerned,  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  devolved 
upon  the  County  Courts.  In  point  of 
fact,  those  Courts  had  this  unique  juris- 
diction— that  the  Judge  himself  was 
competent  to  decide  all  questions  of  law 
which  arose  out  of  the  administration 
of  the  Statute.  That  fact  alone  was,  he 
thought,  quite  sufficient  to  show  the 
importance  of  the  functions  exercised 
by  the  Judges.  He  was  afraid  that  he 
himself  had  been  a  guilty  person,  inas- 
much as  he  had  been  instrumental  in 
throwing  additional  labours  upon  them, 
in  respect  to  the  two  Bills  he  had  in- 
troduced giving  Admiralty  jurisdiction. 
He  had  then  proposed  a  clause  to  in- 
crease the  salaries  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  by  £500  a-year ;  but  it  was  with- 
drawn on  an  assurance  from  the  Oo- 
vomment  that  the  case  of  these  gentle- 
men would  receive  full  consideration. 
In  1869  a  Motion  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  that 
£300  additional  should  be  g^ven,  and 
the  proposition  was  seconded  by  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  now  occupied  the 
important  position  of  Home  Secretary, 
and  who  advocated  the  proposed  in- 
crease as  a  matter  of  justice  to  the 
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Tadges.  He  had  not  dwelt  longer  upon 
this  point  than  he  considered  to  be 
neoesaary  to  place  the  question  fully 
before  the  House ;  but  he  wished  the 
House  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  business 
of  the  County  Courts  had  greatly  in- 
creased of  late  years.  The  increase  in 
the  amount  derived  from  County  Court 
fees  since  1865  amounted  to  £150,000 
per  annum.  The  bankruptcy  fees  wore 
not  so  easily  ascertained;  but  he  was 
assured  that  at  least  £20,000  a-year  of 
surplus  profit  went  into  the  Exchequer 
from  that  source  alone.  Then,  again, 
all  the  cost  of  the  old  bankruptcy 
system  was  saved,  and  it  amounted 
to  £56,470  per  annum;  and  if  the 
additional  jurisdiction  was  given  undor 
the  Bill,  there  would,  of  course,  bo  a  largo 
increase  in  the  business  of  the  County 
Courts,  and  the  income  derived  from  fees 
would  grow  in  proportion.  The  gross 
disproportion  which  existed  between  the 
salaries  of  the  Registrars  on  some  of  the 
chief  County  Court  Circuits  and  those  of 
the  Judges  deserved  a  passing  remark. 
There  were  two  or  tliree  Returns  on 
this  subject— one  obtained  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Durham  (Mr. 
Herschellj,  and  another  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley). 
From  these  Hetums  it  appeared  that,  in 
addition  to  the  emoluments  derived  by 
some  of  the  Registrars  holding  the  offico 
of  High  Bailiff,  and  that  many  of  them 
were  Registrars  of  the  High  Courts  by 
Tirtue  of  holding  the  office  of  Registrar 
of  the  County  Courts,  the  amount  of  fees 
derived  by  Registrars  in  largo  towns  was 
in  excess  of  the  salary  of  the  Judges. 
For  instance,  the  two  Rogi.strars  of  tliu 
Birmingham  Court,  after  paying  for 
derks  and  all  outgoings,  recoivod  JLo,GOo, 
beinff  a  sum  of  £2,832  10^.  each,  or 
nearhr  double  the  salary  of  the  Judge  of 
the  Birmingham  County  Court.  The 
Begistrar  of  the  Bradford  Court  receivfHl 
£3,188,  and  the  two  Registrars  of  tlio 
Leeds  Court  £3,471,  which  gave  thum 
an  average  of  £1,735  10".  each.  At 
Newcastle,  where  there  was  only  onu 
Beffistrar,  the  fees  amounted  to  £3, 'Ml, 
and  in  Nottingham  the  one  Registrar  re- 
wived  £  1 ,909.  Thus  the  chiof  officer  of 
the  Court  received  a  fixed  salary  of 
£1,600  a-year,  while  the  subordinate 
offloer — the  Registrar — was  receiving,  in 
some  cases,  nearly  double.  As  he  liad 
said  before,  he  had  no  wish  to  enter  too 
ioOj  into  Uie  details ;  but  he  must  sub- 


mit that  a  fair  case  had  been  made  out 
on  behalf  of  a  hard-working  class  of 
public  servants,  the  vast  majority  of 
whom  were  able  men,  who  discharged 
their  duty  well.  Since  their  original 
appointment  they  had  been  called  upon 
to  perform  many  additional  functions ; 
and  as  those  functions  were  of  extreme 
value  to  the  country,  it  was  only  right 
that  the  gentlemen  who  discharged  them 
should  receive  the  increased  salaries 
proposed  by  the  present  Bill.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  the  additional  sum  wliich 
he  proposed  to  give  to  the  Judges — 
namely,  the  increase  from  £1,600  to 
£2,000  a-year,  would  be  money  well 
spent.  That  the  County  Courts  w^ere 
highly  appreciated  throughout  the  coun- 
try at  the  present  moment  was  shown  by 
tlie  faot  that  the  number  of  suitors  who 
resorted  to  them  was  increasing  every 
year.  He  was  of  opinion  that  every  sub- 
ject of  Her  Majesty  was  entitled  to  have 
any  case  in  which  he  was  intoTestod  tried 
by  a  gentleman  of  undoubted  judicial 
2)ower  and  ability ;  and  if  that  was  not 
always  the  case  at  present  one  reason 
why  it  was  not  so  was  tliat  the  salary 
was  not  sufficient.  If  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  present  Bill  were  adopted, 
and  the  salary  were  raised  from  £1,500 
to  £2,000,  it  would  cortainly  opou  a 
much  larger  field  of  selection.  Tlioro 
was  only  one  other  question  to  which  he 
considered  it  neccssarv  to  alliid(»,  and 
that  was  the  clause  which  would  entitle 
the  County  Court  Judges  to  a  retiring 
pension,  amounting  to  two-thirds  of  their 
salary,  after  20  years'  horvite.  The 
position  of  a  County  C«mi*t  Judge  at  this 
moment  was  this — that  lie  could  not  ob- 
tain a  ri'tiring  pensicm  unless  he  made 
an  allidavit  that  he  was  pliy.^ically  in- 
competent to  dis<:liarge  the  duties  of  the 
office.  He  tliought  that  was  a  very  in- 
vidious position  in  whieh  to  place  a  pub- 
lic servant  like  a  County  (,'ourt  Judge. 
It  was,  then^fore,  recommended  that  tho 
C<mnty  Court  Judg«%  in  reference  to  his 
retirement,  sliould  be  in  tlie  same  posi- 
tion as  the  Judges  of  tlie  Superior  Courts, 
and  that,  after  the  long  service  of  20 
years,  he  should  be  entitled  to  a  retiring 
pension  amounting  to  two-thirds  of  his 
salary.  In  conclusion,  he  would  only 
add  that  the  present  County  Court  sys- 
tem was  working  with  extreme  satisfac- 
tion. Upwards  of  1  ,OUO,OiiO  plaints  were 
introduced  into  the  County  Courts  last 
year.    Tho  system  brought  justice  to  the 
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very  doors  of  the  people,  and  the  trans-  I 
actions  were  growing  in  numbers  and 
importance   every  day.     In  the  mean- 
while, the  price  of  agricultural  and  other 
produce  was  increasing.     In  point  of 
fact,  every  article  of  consumption  was 
increasing  in  value,  and  that  was  in  itself 
an  argument  for  giving  an  increase  in 
the   amount  of  concurrent  jurisdiction. 
Tiiere  was  also  another  consideration 
which  was  of  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance.    It  was  well  known  that  the 
block  of  business  in  the  Superior  Courts 
had  been  a  matter  of  comment  of  late 
years.     It  had  often  been  discussed,  and 
it  had  been  pointed  out  how  seriously  it 
interfered  with  the  business  of  the  coun- 
try, and,  at  the  same  time,  that  it  was 
undesirable  to  increase  the  number  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts.     He 
would  simply  add  that  this  measure,  the 
second  reading  of  which  he  now  moved, 
would  have  a  very  distinct  and  beneficial 
effect  in  reducing  the  amount  of  business 
which  now  crowded  the  Superior  Courts. 
Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT,  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  congratulated  his  hon. 
Friend  on  the  perseverance  and  ability 
which  he  had  shown  in  dealing  with  this 
subject ;  but  he  could  not  congratulate 
Her  Majesty's  Q-overnment  on  the  course 
they  had  thought  proper  to  adopt  with 
respect  to  the  measure.     In  1875  he  in- 
troduced a  Bill  having  for  its  object 
optional  jurisdiction — that  was  to  say, 
giving  a  pledntiff  power  in  any  case  to 
sue  in  the  County  Court.     He  proposed 
that  alteration  in  the  law  after  having 
had  an    interview  with  the  late  Lord 
Brougham,  the  founder  of  County  Courts, 
who  was  anxious  to  see  that  improve- 
ment adopted.     He  was,  however,  in- 
duced to  withdraw  the  Bill  on  the  assur- 
ance from  the  Secretary  to  the  County 
Courts  at  the  Treasury  that  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  in  the  ensuing  Ses- 
sion to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  extend  the 
jurisdiction    of  County  Courts.      That 
promise    was    not    fulfilled.      In   1877 
he  introduced  again  the  same  Bill ;  but 
it  was  opposed  by  the  Attorney  General, 
representing  the  Qt)vemment,  and  the 
second  reading  was  negatived  without  a 
division.     He  was  sorry  that  his  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney   General  had  not 
more  power  in  this  matter,  because  he 
was  sure  that  if  it  were  left  to  him  the 
question  would  have  been  settled  long 
ago.     He  remembered,   however,  that 
Lord  Selbome  as  Sir  Boundell  Palmer 
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and  Attorney  General  had  stated  that 
these  things  were  all  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  the  Attorney  General 
being  a  mere  dummy.     In  1878  three 
Bills    were    introduced     dealing   with 
several  branches  of  the  subject,  and,  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  Attorney  General, 
they  were  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. The  Committee,  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  being  Chairman,  sat  for  17 
days,  and  examined  a  vast  number  of  wit- 
nesses, amongst  whom  were  two  gentle- 
men who  were  acting  on  the   Superior 
Courts  of  Common  Law  Commission — 
Lord  Justice  Bramwell  and  Mr.  Hollams, 
an  eminent  solicitor.     After  careful  con- 
sideration, the  Committee  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  jurisdiction  of  County 
Courts  ought  to  be  extended,  that  certain 
excluded  subjects  of  action  should  be 
admitted,  and  that  after  20  years'  service 
the  Judge  should  be  entitled  to  a  retiring 
pension.  The  result  of  their  deliberations 
was  embodied  in  a  Bill,  which,  however, 
could  not  be  passed  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session.    In  the  next  Session— 
namely,  1879,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  again  in- 
troduced his  Bill ;  but  the  Government 
met  him  by  introducing  a  Bill  of  their 
own  in  the  House  of  Lords,  which,  after 
receiving  a  second  reading,  was  never 
heard  of  again.     As  a  firm  supporter  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  one  who 
approved  highly  of  their  foreign  policy, 
he  felt  bound  to  say  that  they  had  not 
shown  equal  ability,  energy,  and  deter- 
mination in  the  administration  of  do- 
mestic affairs.     Had  they  done  so,  with 
the  powerful  majority  at  their  command, 
many  of  the  social  questions  now  await- 
ing legislation  might  have  been  satis- 
factorily  dealt   with    long    ago.      The 
Criminal  Code  Bill,  for  instance,  which 
was  going  to  a  Committee,  might  have  had 
a  chance,  which  it  did  not  now  possess, 
of  being  passed  this  Session.     Another 
point  upon  which  the  Committee   did 
not  pronounce    an  opinion,    but    with 
respect  to  which  he  believed  they  were 
nearly   all    agreed,    there    being    only 
one    dissentient    on     the    Committee, 
was     the    desirability    of   occasionally 
promoting  County  Court  Judges  to  seats 
m  the  Superior  Courts.     That  was  fre- 
quently done  in  France  and  in  Amerioa, 
and  it  would  not  only  have  the  advan- 
tage of  transferring    experienced   and 
able  men  from  one  Bench  to  another, 
but  it  would  be  a  stimulus  to  the  Oonntj 
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Ooart  Judges  to  keep  themselves  in  legal 
matters  up  to  the  mark.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hull 
had  very  properly  made  his  Bill  appli- 
cable to  all  Courts  of  inferior  jurisdic- 
tion ;  but  if  the  House  should  think 
that  the  privileges  of  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Court  and  other  local  Courts  ought  to 
be  retained,  that  was  a  question  which 
might  very  fairly  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee. He  had  himself  been  for  18 
years  a  County  Court  Judge,  and  ho 
could  bear  testimony  to  the  great  respon- 
sibilities and  labour  devolving  on  the 
office;  and  he  hoped  the  salary  ques- 
tion would  receive  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration from  Her  Majesty's  Govorn- 
ment»  for  he  thought  £2,000  a-year 
was  not  at  all  too  much.  The  Bar  of 
England  opposed  this  increase  of  salary  ; 
but,  in  doing  so,  he  thought  they  made 
a  mistake.  Ho  earnestly  hoped  this 
important  measure  would  receive  the 
favourable  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (^Mr.  Norwood.) 

Mb.  Alderbcax  COTTON  said,  that 
although  he  should  refrain  from  moving 
the  rejection  of  the  measure,  he  could  not 
agree  that  the  County  Courts  were  i)opu- 
lar,  and  declared  that,  although  they 
were  "cheap,"  he  might  almost  say 
they  were  **  nasty."  His  object  in  rising 
was  to  say  a  few  words  in  favour  of 
the  exemption  of  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Court  of  the  City  of  London  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  That  Court  was 
one  of  the  most  expeditious  in  its  action 
of  any  in  the  Kingdom,  and  its  popu- 
larity with  the  citizens  exceeded  that  of 
the  suitors  in  the  County  Courts.  It  was 
one  of  the  most  ancient  Courts  in  Eng- 
land, and  had  always  stood  well  in  the 
estimation  of  the  commercial  public.  In 
1673  it  disposed  of  no  fewer  than  16,3o7 
actions,  attachments,  and  other  suits. 
At  that  time  the  learned  Judge  who  pre- 
sided over  the  Court  of  Common  FltMis, 
which  was  not  so  much  blocked  with 
business  then  as  it  was  now,  took  oflenco 
■t  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court,  and,  by  pro- 
hibitions, prevented  a  large  amount  of 
business  from  passing  into  it.  So  muoh 
did  this  tell  against  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Ooart  that  the  number  of  suits  waH  rc- 
duoad,  in  1874,  to  13,585;  in  1875,  to 
8,e29  ;  and  in  1876,  to  8,548.     The  ac- 


tion of  the  Common  Pleas  was  then  put 
an  end  to  by  another  Judge,  who  said 
that  that  Court  had  gone  mad  on  the 
subject  of  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court.  The 
result  was  that,  in  1877,  the  cases  in  the 
Lord  Mayor's  Court  rose  to  11,370;  in 
1878,  to  12,975;  and  in  1879,  to  14,016. 
These  figures  showed  the  great  popu- 
larity and  usefulness  of  the  Court,  and 
he  felt  sure  tliat  the  House  would  hesi- 
tate before  it  interfered  with  a  Tribunal 
which  was  so  useful  to  the  commercial 
body  of  the  City  of  London.  The  power 
of  attachment  was  in  itself  most  useful 
to  prevent  great  wrong  being  done. 
Instead  of  a  uniform  system  of  County 
Courts  throughout  the  country,  he  should 
prefer  a  uniform  system  of  Lord  Mayor's 
Courts. 

Mr.  B.  WILLIAMS  admitted  that  the 
Lord  Mayor's  Court  had  exercised  a 
salutary  jurisdiction  in  civil  cases.  Other 
Courts  had  jurisdiction  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter, and  even  in  the  remote  town  that 
ho  had  the  honour  to  represent  there  was 
a  l^ecorder's  CoUrt,  the  jurisdiction  of 
which  was  not  limited  to  any  amount 
whatever.  These  Courts  might  be  dealt 
with  at  the  proper  time ;  but  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  House  was  whether 
this  Bill,  which  embodied  a  measure  of 
reform  that  was  loudly  demanded  in 
every  populous  district  in  the  country, 
should  i)ass  into  law.  Formerly,  he 
looked  on  these  proposed  changes  with 
disfavour ;  but  at  last,  in  consideration 
of  their  general  approval  in  the  country, 
he  had  come  to  regard  thom  with  reluc- 
tant favour.  Although,  as  a  practising 
Common  Law  barrister,  his  own  income 
would  bo  considerably  decreased  by  the 
passing  of  tliis  Bill,  yot  its  provisions 
wiTo  of  such  importance  to  the  commer- 
cial and  working  classes  that  he  would 
be  wanting  in  i)ublic  spirit  if  he  refrained 
from  expressing  his  approval.  The 
theory  existed  that  tho  Superior  Courts 
ought  to  do  substantially  tho  legal  work 
of  tho  country ;  but  that  legal  work  had 
so  grown,  and  had  become  so  compli- 
cated, that  the  centralization  of  the  law 
which  had  existed  in  this  country  since 
tlio  Conquest  would  commence  to  cease 
to  exist  if  this  Bill  became  law.  The 
Judicature  Acts  had  not  simplified  pro- 
cedure in  any  way,  nor  had  they  facili- 
tated the  obtaining  of  justice  by  the  poor. 
On  the  contrary,  what  with  counter- 
claimn,  interrogatories,  appeals,  and  ex- 
pensive references  to  official  referees  and 
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arbitrators,  those  Acts  had  increased  the 
expense  of  litigation.  Again,  the  soli- 
citors in  London  who  were  agents  for 
country  solicitors  were  naturally  inte- 
rested in  bringing  business  to  London, 
and  the  Courts  at  Westminster  were 
crowded  with  cases  which  could  much 
better  be  tried  in  the  country.  He  re- 
gretted, also,  to  have  to  say  that  the 
Judges  had  shown  a  great  dislike  to 
being  detained  in  Assize  towns,  and  had 
consequently  manifested  a  great  ten- 
dency to  transfer  cases  from  the  country 
to  the  Metropolis.  The  present  system 
had  also  the  effect  of  accumulating  large 
masses  of  written  or  printed  papers,  with 
the  inevitable  result  of  delay  and  ex- 
pense. This  was  not  legislating  in  the 
interest  of  the  poorer  classes.  Accord- 
ingly outside  the  House,  and  especially 
in  adl  the  great  centres  of  commerce, 
there  had  arisen  an  irresistible  demand 
for  the  extension  of  the  County  Court 

i'urisdiction.  As  the  people  no  longer 
Loped  to  get  cheap  and  speedy  justice 
from  the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts, 
they  sought  to  obtain  it  from  some  other 
quarter.  In  his  opinion,  however,  the 
transference  of  business  from  the  Supe- 
rior Courts  to  County  Courts  would  be 
only  cutting  the  knot  and  not  solving  it. 
At  present  the  County  Courts  were  not 
prepared  for  a  very  great  increase  of 
business,  and  he  thought  the  system 
should  be  so  amended  by  the  Bill  as  to 
be  more  adapted  for  the  increased  juris- 
diction proposed  to  be  conferred.  Ho 
would  suggest  that  Judges  of  County 
Courts  should  hold  quarterly  sittings,  in 
which  all  the  waiting  cases  should  be 
tried  in  their  order  of  entry,  as  at  the 
Assizes,  so  that  there  would  be  a  kind  of 
County  Court  Assizes.  It  was  also  a 
question  for  consideration  whether  some 
sort  of  pleading  should  not  be  intro- 
duced. The  Lord  Chancellor's  Bill,  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  increase  the 
work  of  the  County  Court  Judges,  had 
not  proposed  also  to  increase  their  pay. 
It  would  have  been  necessary  to  do  so, 
and  also  to  choose  the  very  best  men 
available  for  the  posts.  On  the  whole, 
he  supported  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull,  though  he  intended  to 
bring  forward  several  Amendments  in 
Committee.  He  hoped  some  delay  would 
be  granted,  so  that  those  who  were  inte- 
rested in  the  question  would  have  time 
to  consider  how  the  Bill  oould  be  best 
amended ;  but  the  time  had  come  when 

Mr.  B.  mUtams 


something  should  be  done  to  relieve  the 
Superior  Courts  of  some  portion  of  their 
work,  and  to  bring  law  and  justice  to 
the  doors  of  the  poor. 

Me.  WHEELHOUSE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months,  congratulated  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  upon  tho 
clear  and  definite  statement  he  had  g^ven 
of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  in  introducing 
the  measure ;  but,  having  said  that,  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that  he  could  not  a^ee 
with  the  views  expressed  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  taken  part  in  the  debate, 
except  those  advanced  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Alder- 
man Cotton).  The  Bill  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Wheelhouse)  to  be  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  exclusive,  or  nearly 
exclusive,  jurisdiction  to  the  County 
Courts  of  this  country,  by  taking  away 
from  the  Assize  Courts  and  the  Courts  of 
Nisi  Prius  the  jurisdiction  that  had 
hitherto  been  assigned  to  them.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  the 
proposal  to  raise  the  salary  of  the  County 
Court  Judges  from  £1,500  to  £2,000 
a-year,  if  it  was  thought  desirable ;  but 
he  strongly  objected  to  the  statement 
that  if  that  was  done  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would  have  a  better  olass  of  men 
to  select  from  in  making  the  nominations. 
He  believed  that  the  present  County 
Court  Judges  were  quite  as  good  as  any 
that  would  be  tempted  to  accept  the 
office  if  the  salary  was  raised  as  pro- 
posed. He  had  many  objections  to  tho 
measure;  and  one  was  that,  although 
it  was  said  the  Bill  would  not  interfere 
with  the  jurisdiction  of  other  Tribunals, 
he  believed  it  would  practically  sweep 
them  away,  and  abolish  what  was  called 
local  jurisdiction.  He  believed  that 
there  were  many  local  Courts,  such  as 
those  of  the  Loord  Mayor  in  London,  the 
several  Sheriffs  and  their  As^sseors, 
Courts  of  Venue,  and  such  Courts  as 
that  of  Passage  at  Liverpool,  which  did 
their  work  wonderfully  well,  with  their 
jury  of  12,  following  the  rules  of  the 
Superior  Courts  at  Westminster.  Why 
should  these  be  abolished,  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  enlarging  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  a  Tribunal  which  was  originally 
instituted  for  the  recovery  of  small 
debts  ?  He  could  see  no  motive  what- 
ever, nor  the  slightest  necessity  for  such 
change.  Heference  had  been  made  to 
the  Judges,  and  on  that  point  he  wished 
to  make  a  few  observations.    No  doubt, 
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there  were  one  or  two  splendid  excep- 
tions to  the  general  rule,  and  he  did  not 
know  why  he  should  not  mention  one  of 
them,  and  that  was  the  Judge  of  the 
Bradford    County  Court,   Mr.    Daniel. 
He  apprehended  that  no    Judge   who 
ever  sat  upon  the  Bencli  did  his  work 
more  judicially  and  more  carefully  tlmu 
he  did;  but  that  was  not  the  character 
of  all  the  County  Court  Judges  in  Eng- 
land.     There  were,  in   fact,  many  in- 
stances in  which  the  County  Court  Judge 
was  individually  not  popular  in  his  dis- 
trict,   and    there    were   charges    made 
against  them,  now  and  again,  of  giving 
undue  preference.     Some  of  them  had 
their  sons  or  nephews  everlastingly  2)rac- 
tising  before  them ;  and  it  was  said  occa- 
sionally, whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  it 
was  not  for  him  to  say,  that  the  verdict, 
in  too  many  such  cases,  was  very  apt  **  to 
follow  the  son."     If  the  popularity  of 
County  Courts  was  referred  to,  it  seemed 
to  him  to  simply  amount  to  this — that 
the  poorer  classes  had  no  other  means 
of  getting  that  which  was  duo  to  them. 
Now,   if    anyone  went  into  a  County 
Court,  especially  in  a  large  provincial 
town,  he  would  very  ofton,  though  by  no 
means  always,  find  it  dirty  and  unclean, 
and  filled  with  a  number    of   people 
against  whom  they  would  not  brush  if 
they  could  possibly  avoid  it ;  and,  so  far 
from  their  being  popular  with  the  heads 
of  the  Profession,  he  knew  that  nearly 
every  solicitor  of  the  highest  note  or  re- 
pute in  the  United  Kingdom  objected  to 
So  into  them  if  he  could  possibly  avoid 
oing  80.    As  to  the  increase  of  busi- 
ness in  County  Courts,  it  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  many  persons  knew  perfectly 
well  that  if  they  dared  to  go  to  the 
higher  Courts  with  such  inquiries  they 
might  have  to  pay  a  large  amount  of 
costs.     But  was  that  justice  ?     No  ;  it 
was  merely  sending  a  man  to  the  Court  i 
perforce,  and  to  which  Court  he  did  not  i 
wish  to  go,  merely  because  it  miglit  suit  | 
the  other  side  to  force  him  to  that  Tri-  , 
bunal.     It  was  idle,  therefore,  to  Hpeak  I 
of  the  County  Courts  as  being  as  po2>ular  I 
as  the  Assize  Courts  or  the  Courts  of . 
Nisi  Prius  generally.     Tht»y  were  told  i 
that  this  Bill  was  intended  to  benefit 
that  class  of  people  which,  somehow  or  ' 
other,  they  heard  of  pretty  often  thpo-  I 
retically  in  this  place  ;  but  about  whoso  ' 
existence  as  litigants,  except  as  defend-  i 
ants  for  small  sums,  they  did  not  hoar  | 
much  anywhere ;  and  to  say  that  it  was  ' 


to  be  a  benefit  to  the  poorer  classes  of 
this  country  to  raise  the  jurisdiction  of 
County  Courts  from  £50  to  £200  was 
really,  with  all  duo  deference,  to  actually 
put  the  rich  man  himself  in  the  position 
of  tlie  poor  man,  and  to  force  him  down 
by  the  action  of  the  screw.  If  any  man 
was  obliged  to  sue  for  a  sum  loss  than 
£200  in  one  jurisdiction  alone,  all  he 
had  got  to  say  was  that  was  a  hardship 
upon  him,  and  especially  if  that  juris- 
diction was  one  in  which  the  Judge  very 
often  sat  alone,  and  in  which,  when  as- 
sisted at  all,  he  had  a  jury  of  only  five, 
which  was  not  the  number  in  a  case  at 
Nisi  Prius.  For  his  own  part,  he  would 
rather  not  go  to  such  a  Tribunal,  if  he 
could  help  it,  however  much  he  might 
respect  the  individual  Judge.  They 
were  given  to  understand  that  great 
alterations  would  have  to  be  made  in  tho 
Bill  in  Committee,  if  it  was  allowed  to 
pass  tho  second  reading.  He  thought 
it  would  bo  better  not  to  pass  the  second 
reading  until  they  had  increased  know- 
ledge beyond  what  they  at  present  pos- 
sessed of  the  intended  provisions  which 
were  to  be  inserted.  He  very  much  ob- 
jected to  skeleton  Bills,  where  they  did 
not  know  precisely  what  they  were  doing, 
and  still  less  knew  what  they  were  to 
expect  would  be  put  into  the  measure 
hereafter.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  in- 
finitely preferable  that  Bills  of  this 
character  should  be  in  the  hands  of  tho 
Government,  who  would  be  responsible 
for  them,  rather  than  that  of  a  private 
Member  ;  and  there  being  all  the  objec- 
tions to  this  measure  which  he  pointed 
out,  he  thought  he  was  justified,  under 
tlio  circumstances,  in  moving  its  rejec- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'now,**  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months.'* — (J/r.  WheeUiome,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prisod  at  tlie  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
because  it  was  quite  in  accordance  with 
every  epet^ch  the  lion,  and  learned  Mem- 
ber made  when  measures  of  progress 
were  bnmght  before  the  House.  It  was, 
however,  to  say  tlie  least  of  it,  singular  to 
argue  against  the  extension  of  the  juris- 
diction of  County  Courts  because  the 
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places  in  whioh  they  were  held  were  dirty 
and  unattractive  to  the  public.  This  was 
a  great  measure,  and  one  of  great  im- 
portance as  regarded  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  If  the  Courts 
were  in  a  dirty  and  unsatisfactory  state 
the  attention  of  the  Government  ought 
to  be  called  to  the  matter,  the  Courts 
being  entirely  under  their  management, 
with  a  view  to  the  necessary  improve- 
ments being  effected.  When,  however, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  argued 
that  the  County  Courts  were  not  popu- 
lar, he  took  a  view  which  was  not  held 
by  many  Members  of  the  House.  If  they 
only  looked  at  the  great  progress  those 
Courts  had  made,  with  respect  to  the 
amount  of  business  they  had  done  since 
they  were  established  many  years  ago, 
they  could  only  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  were  ably  performing  their 
duties,  and  were  most  popular  Courts  in 
the  eyes  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
As  showing  the  advance  which  the 
County  Courts  had  been  making  in  the 
amount  of  their  business  and  in  popu- 
larity, he  would  quote  some  statistics, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  in  the  year 
1850  the  number  of  plaints  entered  in 
the  County  Courts  was  390,000 ;  in 
1866,  when  there  was  an  increased 
jurisdiction  given  to  them,  it  was 
872,000;  in  1877  itwasl, 024,000.  It  was 
impossible  that  there  should  have  been 
such  an  increase  if  the  people  had  not 
been  satisfied  that  the  Courts  were  fairly 
and  properly  dealing  with  the  cases  be- 
fore them.  Again,  an  equally  strong 
proof  of  their  popularity  was  found  in 
the  fact  that  the  amount  of  money  in- 
volved in  the  cases  had  advanced  from 
£2,052,000  in  1866  to  £3,330,000  in  the 
last  year  of  the  Return.  To  the  Com- 
mittee which  sat  two  years  ago,  Memo- 
rials were  presented  from  most  of  the 
commercial  Dodies  of  England,  and  from 
various  incorporated  law  societies,  in 
favour  of  increasing  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  County  Courts.  Therefore,  it  might 
be  concluded  that  these  Courts  wore 
doing  a  large  and  good  work,  which 
justified  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  in 
asking  the  House  to  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  by  which  it  was 
proposed  to  extend  their  jurisdiction. 
From  time  to  time  increased  jurisdiction 
had  been  conferred  on  the  Courts.  From 
1865  to  1878  no  fewer  than  82  Acts  of 
Parliament  had  been  passed,  oonferring 
new  and  extended  powers — some  more 
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and  some  less.  Among  these  powers, 
jurisdiction  had  been  given  in  equity  to 
a  limited  extent,  and  in  1877  they  found 
that  these  Courts  had  613  equity  cases 
before  them.  In  1867,  another  juris- 
diction, which  showed  more  than  any- 
thing else  the  confidence  which  the 
Judges  had  in  these  Courts,  was  con- 
ferred, when  power  was  given  to  the 
Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  to  send 
cases  to  the  County  Courts  to  be  tried. 
In  1877,  no  fewer  than  770  cases  of  an 
important  character  were  so  remitted  to 
the  County  Courts.  In  1868,  Admiralty 
jurisdiction  was  given;  and  in  1877 
there  were  370  Admiralty  cases  consi- 
dered by  these  Courts.  In  1869,  bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction  was  transferred  to 
them,  and  that  transfer  had  been  the 
means  of  saving  between  £50,000  and 
£60,000  a-year  to  the  country.  In  1877 
there  were  9,900  petitions  in  bankruptcy 
and  insolvency,  and  1,280  court  debtor 
summonses  considered  by  the  County 
Courts.  The  House  had  been  told  that 
this  Bill  would  injure  the  members  of 
the  Common  Law  Bar.  It  was  very 
doubtful  if  such  a  result  were  at  all 
likely  to  follow ;  but,  at  all  events,  the 
business  of  Parliament  was  to  look  to 
the  interests  of  the  public,  which  were 
certainly  bound  up  in  this  proposal. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Wheelhouse)  did  not  think  that  the  pro- 
posal made  in  the  Bill  would  benefit  the 
poorer  classes.  But,  even  if  that  were 
so,  he  did  not  see  why  the  classes  just 
above  the  poorer  classes,  and  also  shop- 
keepers of  the  lower  middle  class,  and 
even  the  more  wealthy  classes,  should 
not  have  the  advantage  of  cheap  law. 
They  knew  that  there  was  a  great  block 
of  business  in  the  Superior  Courts,  and 
this  measure  would  afford  them  g^at 
relief.  With  regard  to  Clause  10  of  the 
Bill,  limiting  the  amount  of  costs  to  be 
allowed  in  certain  actions,  the  fact  was 
that  that  clause,  with  certain  altera- 
tions made  by  the  Solicitor  General, 
was  passed  by  the  Select  Committee 
unanimously.  That  clause  was  not 
meant  to  interfere  with  the  few  Local 
Courts,  but  was  intended  only  to  pre- 
vent them  abusing  the  present  system 
by  the  great  costs  they  might  bring  on 
defendants,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  support  it  in  Committee.  He 
knew  nothing  about  the  City  of  London 
Court ;  but  he  was  acquainted  with  the 
Courts  in  Lancashire  to  which  this  law 
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was  especially  directed,  and  great  com- 
plaints  were  made  by  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  serious  hardships  which  they  suf- 
fered in  those  Courts.  He  had  moved 
for  a  Betum  with  respect  to  the  solici- 
tors' costs  in  regard  to  cases  of  small 
amount  in  the  Salford  Hundred  Court 
of  Becord ;  and  he  thought,  when  hon. 
Members  examined  it,  thoy  would  agree 
that  it  was  quite  time  that  some  limita- 
tion should  be  put  upon  the  abuses 
which  occurred  in  the  Local  Courts.  He 
found,  for  instance,  that  for  obtaining 
£15  the  solicitor's  costs  were  £47,  to  ob- 
tain £10  they  were  £42,  to  obtain  £5, 
£24;  and,  again,  in  a  case  of  £10, 
they  were  £61.  In  the  cases  taxed, 
as  if  tried  in  County  Courts,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  obtain  £9  19^.,  the 
taxed  costs  were  £3  2«.  Sd, ;  to  obtain 
£7  9».  they  were  £2  16«.  2d.,  and  to 
obtain  £5  they  were  £2  0«.  8^.  That 
comparison  went  far  to  justify  a  clause 
of  that  nature.  Large  questions  would 
naturally  go  to  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice, and  this  clause  did  not  interfere 
with  them  at  all,  but  dealt  specially 
with  Local  Courts.  As  to  the  clauses 
dealing  with  the  salaries  and  pen- 
sions of  the  County  Court  Judges,  ho 
believed  the  Solicitor  General  was  in 
favour  of  what  was  proposed,  and 
that  the  Attorney  General  was  not  un- 
favourable, though  he  feared  tlie  Go- 
vernment might  not  be  willing  to  give 
its  assent.  But  even  the  most  eco- 
nomical Member  of  the  House  might 
sapport  the  clauses,  because  it  was  de- 
sirable that  when  good  work  was  to  bo 
done  it  should  be  done  by  good  men  ; 
and  it  was  impossible  to  get  good  mon 
without  pajring  them  good  salaries.  lie 
was  convinced  that  the  amount  roooived 
from  the  additional  fees — to  say  nothing 
of  bankruptcy  fees — that  would  coino 
in  nnder  this  Bill,  would  more  tlian  mako 
up  for  the  proposed  additions  to  tlir 
salaries.  Last  year  the  total  cost  of  the 
County  Court  system  was  £583,483,  nud 
the  amount  received  by  the  ExchcqutT 
£426,400,  leaving  £lo7,088  to  bo  made* 
up  in  other  ways.  Thus  tlio  (V)uiity 
Courts  contrasted  in  this  nvspec-t  favour- 
ably with  the  Superior  Courts,  the  total 
expenditure  upon  the  latter  boiiif^ 
£514,420,  towards  which  the  n>(>oipts  in 
the  way  of  fees,  &c.,  were  £219,050, 
leaving  a  balance  to  be  made  up  of 
£265,354.  Although  thero  had  bc(*n 
such  a  great  i&creaso  of  the  business  of 


the  Courts,  no  increase  in  the  salaries  of 
the  Judges  had  been  made  since  1855. 
In  1 869,  when  bankruptcy  business  was 
transferred  to  the  County  Courts,  he 
brought  forward  a  Resolution  in  the 
House  in  favour  of  increasing  the  sa- 
laries by  £300,  and  he  was  fortunate 
enough  to  be  supported  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  was  now  Home  Secretary. 
Tlierefore,  he  could  appeal  to  three  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government — the  Home 
Secretary,  the  Attorney  General,  and  the 
Solicitor  General — on  this  point,  and  say 
he  hoped  the  Government  might  see  its 
way  to  grant  the  increase  proposed  in 
the  Bill.  But,  supposing  the  Treasury 
were  not  prepared  to  find  the  £25,000 
that  would  be  required  for  the  purpose, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  might  reduce  the 
Circuits,  and  save  money  by  so  doing. 
The  Registrars  and  High  Bailiffs  had 
their  incomes  very  much  increased 
through  fees ;  while  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges  remained  the  same,  and  were,  in 
many  cases,  much  below  the  incomes  re- 
ceived by  tlie  Registrars.  For  instance, 
while  Mr.  Daniell  received  a  salary  of 
£1,500,  the  Registrar  of  his  Court  re- 
ceived £3,128  last  year.  At  Birming- 
ham, while  the  Judge  receiverl  £1,500, 
there  were  two  Registrars  who  received 
between  them  more  than  £5,500.  In 
Newcastle  the  Registrar  received  £3,34 1 . 
Similar  anomalies  existed  in  other  large 
towns ;  and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that, 
by  a  judicious  improvement  in  this  direc- 
tion, an  increase  of  the  Judges'  salaries 
might  boeffected  without  adding  to  the 
total  expenditure.  But  if  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  grant  a  salary  of 
£2,000  all  round,  thoy  might  do  so  in  the 
case  of  the  six  Judges  of  the  Metro- 
l)olitan  Courts,  where  tlio  business  done 
was  of  great  importanco,  and  also  in 
oiglit  Circuitsconnoctod  with  largo  towns, 
8uch  as  Birmingham,  Manchostor,  Liver- 
pool, and  Locds.  Of  the  remaining  25 
JudgoH,  those  of  10  years*  standing 
ini<>:ht  rect>ivo  £1,800  u-year,  and  the 
others  an  addition  of  £100  a-yoar. 
Tliat  ])lan  would  require  something  like 
£*1«,()00.  He  trusted  the  (Government 
woul«l  not  only  give  their  support  to 
tlie  j*roposal  lor  inereased  jurisdiction, 
Init  be  able  to  do  what  the  Lord  Chan- 
(rellor  did  not  propose  to  do  last  year, 
and  give  to  a  deserving  body  of  men 
that  increase  of  salary  which  he  con- 
sidered the  work  they  performed  well 
deserved. 
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Mr.  GEEOOBY,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  which  had  this  Bill  before  it, 
adhered  to  the  opinion  ho  then  formed 
that  the  Bill,  taken  generally,  was  a  use- 
ful, he  might  almost  say,  a  necessary 
measure.  The  County  Courts  were 
popular  with  his  own  Profession,  and  he 
knew  the  great  advantage  to  the  public 
of  their  institution  and  extension.  But 
he  thought  this  extension  must  be  kept 
within  reasonable  limits.  Clause  4  pro- 
posed what  appeared  to  be  the  indefinite 
extension  of  the  jurisdiction  of  these 
Courts;  and  that,  he  thought,  was  objec- 
tionable. That  extended  jurisdiction 
was  proposed  to  be  given  not  only  with 
respect  to  Conmion  Law ;  but  to  equity. 
He  did  not  know  whether  he  would 
object  very  much  to  the  extension  of  the 
Common  Law  jurisdiction  of  these  Courts, 
but  to  the  proposed  extension  of  their 
equity  jurisdiction  there  were  grave  ob- 
j  ections.  Equitable  j  urisdiction  involved 
the  powers  of  injunction,  recovery,  and 
administration,  and  dealt  with  large 
masses  of  property.  The  power  of  in- 
junction was  a  very  large  power  indeed, 
and  involved  the  immediate  action  of 
the  Court.  Injunctions  were  issued  to 
meet  immediate  injuries  or  supposed  in- 
juries to  property ;  and  the  Court  might 
on  the  moment,  by  means  of  an  injunc- 
tion, and  without  having  even  heard  the 
defendant,  stop  a  building,  stop  the  sail- 
ing of  a  ship,  stop  the  recovery  of  a  debt, 
stop  an  action,  and  exercise  other  powers 
almost  indefinite  in  their  results.  Such 
powers  put  into  the  hands  of  a  Local 
Court  might  produce  the  most  serious 
consequences,  and  any  proposal  to  that 
effect  would  require  the  gravest  con- 
sideration. And  so  with  regard  to  the 
other  points  to  which  he  had  referred. 
The  Courts  had  not  the  machinery,  or,  in 
many  cases,  the  knowledge  or  experience, 
for  the  exercise  of  those  functions  ;  and 
the  opinion  of  many  of  the  Judges  of 
the  County  Courts  was  against  the 
jurisdiction  being  extended  to  them. 
He  should  not  object  to  the  proposed  in- 
crease in  the  salaries  of  the  Judges ; 
but  before  any  such  increase  was  granted 
the  Judges  should  be  required  to  do  their 
work.  It  would  be  found  that  many  of 
the  Judges  did  not  sit  for  more  than  four 
or  five  or  six  months  in  the  year.  If 
the  number  of  Judges  was  diminished 
and  the  service  was  consolidated,  and  if 
the  power  of  delegating  the  functions  of 
the  Judges  was  withdrawn  from   the 


Judges,  it  would  be  a  proper  thing  to  in- 
crease the  salaries  as  proposed  by  the 
Bill.  Delegation  was  at  first  intended 
merely  for  a  temporary  purpose ;  but  in 
some  cases  the  nmotions  of  the  Judge 
had  been  delegated  for  months  and 
years,  and  nothing  was  known  of  the 
persons  to  whom  they  were  delegated. 
With  these  alterations,  he  eordially  ap- 
proved of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  very  much 
regretted  that  this  Bill  should  have  been 
opposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Alderman  Cotton), 
who,  he  thought,  was  hardly  justified  by 
the  reasons  he  gave  in  opposing  a  mea- 
sure of  great  public  importance  with  re- 
ference to  its  action  on  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Court.  He  ventured  to  remind  him  that 
the  Lord  Mayor's  Court  was  made  for  the 
public,  not  the  public  forthe  Lord  Mayor's 
Court.  As  to  the  opposition  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Wheelhouse),  that  might  be  taken  as  a 
matter  of  course,  seeing  that  he  had 
opposed  every  single  law  reform  which 
had  been  brought  forward  since  he  had 
held  a  seat  in  the  House.  He  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morg^)  thought  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  idtogether  right  and  sound. 
He  believed  in  the  prmciple  of  free 
trade  injustice,  and  they  ought  to  allow  a 
plaintiff  to  launch  his  case  in  any  Court 
which  seemed  to  him  best  fitted  for  the 
purpose.  He  did  not  altogether  like  the 
idea  of  drawing  a  hard-and-fast  line,  and 
saying  that  an  action  for  a  certain 
amount  should  be  tried  in  a  County 
Court,  but  if  for  a  large  sum  it  must  be 
tried  elsewhere.  A  case  involving  only 
£100  might  be  more  difficult  than  one 
involving  £1,000.  Owing  to  the  in- 
disposition of  a  friend,  he  had  himself 
acted  on  one  occasion  as  a  County  Court 
Judge,  and  it  had  taken  him  a  whole 
morning  to  settle  a  case  involving  £2  10«., 
and  he  now  believed  his  decision  was, 
ofter  all,  wrong.  A  great  deal  depended 
on  the  character  of  the  Judge  and  also 
upon  the  Local  Bar;  much,  also,  must 
depend  on  the  nature  of  the  case  to  bo 
tried.  He  hoped,  with  the  aid  of  this 
Bill,  County  Courts  would  practically 
take  the  place  of  the  Assizes.  That 
would  be  one  of  the  most  valuable  law 
reforms  that  could  be  conceived.  Before 
that  could  be  done,  they  must  have  men 
who  were  fit  and  who  would  do  the  work. 
They  must  have  really  good  County 
Court  Judges,  and  the  only  principle  of 
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their  seleotion  shonld  be  d$tur  digniari. 
The  Coanty  Courts  should  not  be  places 
of  refuge  into  which  stranded  ''silks" 
withoutbosiness,  orbriefless  juniors  with- 
out experience,  might  be  pitchforked. 
If  they  could  get  a  good  Judge  for 
£1,500,  he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
pay  him  £2,000  a-yoar  ;  but  a  good 
Judge  was  cheap  at  £2,000  a-year, 
while  a  bad  Judge  was  dear  at  £200. 
Though  they  did  not  require  men  like 
Sir  Gheorge  Jessel  or  Lord  Justice  James 
to  do  County  Court  work,  any  more 
than  they  wanted  razors  to  cut  blocks 
of  wood,  it  was  in  the  highest  degree 
neceasary  that  they  should  have  for 
Judges  men  who  would  maintain  the 
efficiency  of  the  Courts,  and  command 
the  eonndence  of  the  suitors. 

M&.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  thought  the 
commercial  community  was  very  much 
indebted  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hull  for  the  great  trouble  he  had 
taken  to  obtain  an  extension  of  the 
Coanty  Court  system.  The  benefits  of 
enlarged  local  jurisdiction  were  very 
much  felt  by  those  who  were  engaged  in 
boainess,  more  particularly  by  the  com- 
mercial public,  who  wanted,  not  so  much 
elaborately  good  law,  as  the  sound,  sen- 
able,  and  prompt  settlement  of  the  mat- 
tem  in  dispute.  It  was  better,  in  most 
oases,  to  get  half  or  two-thirds  of  ono's 
rights  promptly  than,  after  protracted 
litigation,  being  dragged  from  Court  to 
Court,  to  obtain  abstract  justice  with 
costs  three  or  four  times  the  amount. 
The  results  in  these  Courts  had  not  only 
been  prompt  and  economical,  but  the 
dedsions  had  been  highly  satisfactory. 
It  appeared  from  the  statement  of 
Lord  Justice  Bramwell  that  he  Iiad 
scarcely  any  appeals  from  County  rourt.*^. 
He  was  not  afraid  of  the  pro^KiSfnl  ex- 
tension of  jurisdiction,  oven  in  equity ; 
and  as  to  salaries,  he  thoroughly  agrrid 
that  a  Judge  should  bo  well  paid.  INmi- 
sions,  however,  should  bo  p^ivc*n  with 
some  caution.  The  systi-m  of  suporan- 
nnation  was  growing  up  very  largely  in 
the  Public  Service ;  and  though  it  was 
only  fair  that  workmen  oni]>loyed  at 
moderate  wages  in  the  Dtickyardrt  and 
other  such  places  in  the  count ly  nhould 
liaTe  a  provision  for  old  age,  ho  ftMired 
that  an  extension  of  tho  pen  hi  on  sys- 
tem to  gentlemen  earning  con^idiTable 
salaries  might  lead  to  very  formidable 
daims.  He  shonld  not,  however,  oppose 
tlM  Billy  but  should  give  it  his  support 


on  account  of  the  benefits  which  would 
be  conferred  on  the  community  by  it. 

Ma.  DILLW YN,  whQe  thinking  that 
some  extension  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
County  Courts  was  desirable,  very  much 
feared  that  the  block  of  business  which 
was  complained  of  as  arising  in  London 
would,  under  the  Bill,  be  transferred  to 
the  country,  and  that  tho  large  cases 
would  be  taken  by  preference,  and  in- 
justice would  thus  be  done  to  the  ordinary 
class  of  suitors.  lie  saw  no  provision  in 
the  Bill  for  remetlying  that  evil.  Paying 
tho  Judges  higher  salaries  would  not 
enable  them  to  do  more  work,  unless  a 
new  or  improved  machinery  were  pro- 
vided, and  this  Bill  did  not  supply  that 
machinery.  Ho  should  not,  however, 
ox)pose  the  Bill ;  but  he  hoped  if  the  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time  a  considerable 
interval  would  bo  allowed  before  it  went 
into  Committee,  to  enable  hon.  Members 
to  consider  what  Amendments  should  be 
introduced. 

Mr.  GATnOENE  HAEDY  said,  he 
would  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  objected  to  the  section  of  the 
same  which  made  it  compulsory  to  bring 
all  cases  under  £200  into  the  County 
Courts.  He  believed  that  if  a  defendant 
regarded  his  case  as  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance to  bo  brought  into  one  of  the  higher 
Courts  ho  filiould  have  power  to  remove  it 
from  tho  County  Court.  If  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  ellect  were  not  introduced 
lie  should  vote  against  the  third  reading, 
lie  did  not  think  that  Lord  Justice 
Bramwell  could  be  cited  as  an  authority 
on  County  Court  ai)peals,  because  tho 
latter  would  go  to  Courts  of  which  he 
had  not  much  cognizance.  The  ])lock  of 
business  in  tho  Courts  originated  in  tho 
( -ourt  of  Appeal,  where  cases  were  moro 
than  a  year  in  urrear.  Ho  thought  it 
deserved  consideration  whether  Appeal 
Judges  should  be  allowed  to  go  Circuit. 

Mk.  AN1)K1;S()N  did  not  think  in 
])ractico  the  dilliculty  suggested  by  tho 
lum.  M(»inl)er  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
wouM  be  found  to  exist,  for  the  reanon 
that  the  County  Courts  in  Scotland,  that 
had  a  much  wider  j  urisdiction,  and  had,  in 
manycat^is.  a  ntuch  larger  auKuint  of  work 
to  do  than  the  Kngli^sh  Courts,  had  never 
had  the  complaint  made  against  themthat 
small  cases  wero  allowed  to  stand  over 
in  favour  of  largo  <»nes;  in  fact,  tho 
contrary  had  been  the  ease.  His  objec- 
tion to  the  meabure  was  tliat  it  went  too 
far  in  one  direction,  and  not  far  enough 
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in  another.  So  far  as  it  was  a  Bill  to 
extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Courts  it  was  very  good  indeed ;  but  it 
should  go  further,  because  to  limit  the 
jurisdiction  to  £200  seemed  to  him  per- 
fectly absurd.  The  County  Court,  which 
was  called  the  Sheriff  Court  in  Scotland, 
could  hear  cases  on  matters  affecting  per- 
sonal property  to  any  amount.  There 
was,  in  fact,  no  limit  at  all.  Then  why,  he 
asked,  should  they  limit  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  English  County  Courts?  The 
Scotch  Courts  could  even  hear  real  estate 
cases  up  to  £1,000 ;  and  that  being  the 
case  he  did  not  see  why  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  English  Courts  should  continue 
limited  as  it  was,  or  even  as  it  was  pro- 
posed to  be  by  this  Bill.  But,  more  than 
all  this,  while  the  Scotch  County  Courts 
had  this  wide  jurisdiction  they  had  also 
a  criminal  jurisdiction  ;  and  instead  of 
the  system  under  which  these  extensive 
powers  were  held  by  these  inferior 
Courts  working  badly  it  worked  ex- 
tremely well.  He  would  recommend 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Nor- 
wood) to  extend  the  jurisdiction  much 
further  than  he  proposed  in  the  Bill, 
and  that  he  should  take  the  Scotch 
County  Courts  for  his  model.  What  he 
objected  to  in  the  Bill,  however,  was  that 
it  was  sought  to  extend  the  salaries  of 
the  English  County  Court  Judges  to 
£2,000  a-year  ;  and  he  objected  because 
those  functionaries  in  Scotland  had  no 
such  salaries,  notwithstanding  that  they 
had  much  wider  jurisdiction,  and  many 
of  them  much  more  continuous  work. 
There  was,  in  most  cases,  he  under- 
stood, not  continuous  work  in  England, 
but  it  existed  in  Scotland  ;  and  in  spite 
of  this  and  the  great  responsibility  of 
the  Judges  these  men  were  paid  very 
inferior  salaries  indeed.  Only  in  one  or 
two  cases  was  there  such  a  thing  as  a 
salary  of  £1,600  a-year.  He  could  not 
see,  therefore,  why  there  should  be  a 
very  large  and  a  uniform  salary  in 
the  cases  of  these  English  County  Court 
Judges.  Surely  it  was  a  monstrous  and 
absurd  proposal  that  every  Judge,  with- 
out reference  to  the  importance  of  the 
county  or  the  work  he  had  to  do,  or  the 
responsibility  that  devolved  upon  him, 
should  at  once  have  his  salary  advanced 
to  £2,000  a-year.  Ho  hoped  the  House 
would  not  tolerate  such  a  thing.  Ho  did 
not  like  the  pension  clause ;  but  he  did 
not  think  it  was  so  objectionablo  as  the 
proposal  to  raise  the  salaries  to  £2,000 
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a-year,  and  to  make  that  a  uniform  rate 
without  reference  to  amount  of  work  or 
responsibility. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAX.  rSir 
Habdinge  Oiffabd)  said,  he  had  at  nrst 
intended  to  allow  the  recond  reading  of 
this  Bill  to  take  place  without  any  com- 
ment ^m  him ;  but  after  the  speeches 
which  had  been  made  he  thought  it 
right  to  say  a  few  words.  He  could  not 
at  all  agree  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Denbighshire 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  as  to  the  prac- 
ticability of  dispensing  with  the  Assize 
Courts.  Indeed,  if  he  thought  the  aoheme 
proposed  was  meant  to  supersede  the 
Assize  Courts,  and  replace  them  by  the 
County  Courts,  he  would  deem  it  his 
duty  to  oppose  the  second  reading.  He 
did  not  imagine,  however,  it  would  do 
that  at  all.  He  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  the  institution  of  Assize  Courts  and 
the  bringing  down  of  Judges  in  proper 
cases  to  the  country  was  invaluable.  It 
created  a  feeeling  of  confidence  in  the 
impartial  administration  of  justice,  quite 
independent  of  local  influences,  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  obtain  in  any 
other  way.  It  would  be  a  calamity  to 
the  public  if  the  system  of  Assizes  and 
Judges  going  to  administer  justice  in 
the  country  were  abolished.  He  was 
delighted  to  find,  by  the  admissions  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  that  the  Countr 
Court  Judges  were  doing  their  work 
well  and  efficiently,  and  that  the  re- 
cent appointments  had  given  satisfaction. 
The  extension  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
County  Courts  was  an  experimental  mea- 
sure. What  was  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memoer  for  Carmarthen 
Boroughs  (Mr.  B.  Williams)  appeared 
to  amount  to  a  circuitous  way  of  turning 
County  Courts  into  a  different  form  of 
superior  Court,  the  resort  to  which  the 
institution  of  County  Courts  waa  in- 
tended to  avoid.  What  was  desired  in 
County  Courts  was  speedy  justice  in  eases 
not  worth  the  greater  cost  of  a  more 
elaborate  machinery.  Still  it  might  well 
be  that  an  increased  limit  might  be 
reached  without  interfering  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  County  Courts.  With 
reference  to  the  clauses  proposing  in- 
crease of  salaries,  it  must  be  distinctly 
understood  that  if  the  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  it  was  with  no  sort  of  pledge 
or  even  suggestion  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  that  the  increase  of  salaries 
would  be  given.    The  Lord  Chancellor 
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would  ahortlv  propose  a  consolidation 
of  County  Court  Acts,  in  connection 
with  which  this  question  might  be  con- 
sidered. It  must  not  be  assumed  that, 
because  additional  work  was  created  for 
the  Courts,  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  logic 
and  necessity,  there  must  be  an  increase 
in  the  salaries  of  the  Judges.  It  might 
be-— though  he  did  not  say  it  would — 
that  the  re-arrangement  would  involve  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  the  Judges,  and 
not  necessarily  an  increase  in  the  sala- 
ries of  the  existing  Judges ;  but  these 
were  matters  it  was  impossible  to  speak 
of  on  d  jw^'ori  grounds.  The  question 
must  be  considered  by  those  who  had 
the  responsibility  of  considering  the 
County  Court  system  as  a  whole.  There- 
fixre,  if  the  change  proposed  were  to  be 
made,  it  must  be  made  upon  its  own 
merits,  and  upon  the  distinct  xmder- 
■tauding  that  the  Government  was  in  no 
way  pledged  to  an  increase  of  salaries. 
The  only  principle  he  assented  to  in  not 
resisting  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
was  that  there  was  to  be  an  extension,  in 
certain  circumstances,  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  these  Courts ;  but  how  it  was  to  be 
ftooed,  ffuarded,  and  restricted,  was  a 
matter  that  might  be  fairly  dealt  with 
in  Committee. 

8n  HENBY  JAMES  said,  that  it 
would  be  the  worst  economy,  and  in  no 
war  conducive  to  the  interests  of  the 
puolio,  to  appoint  incompetent  persons 
as  County  Court  Judges,  and  there  was 
danger  of  such  appointments  being  made 
if  they  went  on  extending  the  jurisdiction 
without  raising  the  salaries.  There  were 
already  appointments  which  did  not  ap- 
pear to  have  been  made  with  a  due  sense 
of  the  responsibility  involved ;  and  it 
would  become  a  crying  evil  if  such  ap- 
pcnntments  were  multiplied,  and  if  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  were  extended 
and  Judges  were  selected  for  politi- 
eal  or  personal  reasons  rather  than  on 
account  of  their  fitness  to  discharge 
the  duties.  He  hoped  the  Goveru- 
ment  had  not  absolutely  closed  thoir  ear8 
to  the  appeal  that  would  be  made  to 
them  in  connection  with  the  money 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  but  would  be  pre- 
pared to  give  a  sufficient  salary  to  obtain 
eflBcient  men.  lie  should  support  the 
Billy  and  hoped  the  Ilouse  would  read  it 
a  second  time. 

Ma.  NORWOOD,  in  reply,  desired  to 
remind  some  of  the  speakers  that  the 
Bill  was  now  presented  in  the  form  in 
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which  it  had  been  approved  by  a  Select 
Committee.  He  ventured  to  hope  that 
the  Government  would  listen  calmly 
to  the  appeal  that  would  be  made  to  the 
Treasury  for  additions  to  salaries  which, 
he  believed,  would,  when  re-adjustment 
of  Circuits  was  effected,  not  amount  i;o 
more  than  £  1 5, 000  a-vear.  There  might 
be  such  a  thing  as  false  economy  in  the 
administration  of  justice.  He  would  only 
add  that  he  was  surprised  at  the  opposi- 
tion offered  by  the  hon.  Member  n)r  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Alderman  Cotton). 
Mb.  WHEELH0U8E  said,  that,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 


HYPOTHEC  ABOLITION  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL— [Bill  34.] 
(M",  AfffietPy  Mr,  Baillie  Samilttm,  Sir  0$org$ 

Douglas.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  vans  AGNEW,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  did  not  propose  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  at  any  length  on  this  occa- 
sion ;  and  he  would,  in  as  few  words  as 
possible,  explain  certain  changes  which 
occurred  in  the  Bill  as  printed  this  Ses- 
sion as  compared  with  the  measure  of 
last  year.  It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that  last  Session  the 
Bill  he  had  introduced  was  read  a  second 
time,  amended,  and  passed  through  Com- 
mittee, and  rcmaiDca  in  that  state  waiting 
fur  Ecport  until  the  end  of  the  Session. 
While  it  was  in  that  state  certain 
Amendments  were  given  Notice  of  on 
the  Paper ;  and  in  the  Bill  of  the  pre- 
sent year  he  had  given  efifect  to  the 
Amendments  passed  in  Committee,  and 
ho  hud  also  added  to  the  measure  as 
much  of  the  Amendments  that  were 
moved  upon  Keport  as  he  could  accept. 
Perhaps  he  should  best  save  the  time  of 
the  House  by  mentioning  these  parti- 
culars in  wliich  the  Bill  had  been  changed 
from  what  it  was  last  year.  On  Clause  1 
there  was  an  Amendment  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  J^incardine- 
shire  (General  Sir  George  Balfour).  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member    wished    to 
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change  the  date  at  which  the  Act  would 
come  into  force.    At  the  end  of  the  Ist 
clause,  the  wording  of  the  Bill  as  origin- 
ally introduced  was  **  the  passing  of  the 
Act,"  and  the  word  **  commencement" 
was  afterwards  substituted  by  the  Lord 
Advocate ;  but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  informed  him  that  he 
had  no  objection  to  return  to  the  former 
word  to  suit  the  views  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant    Member    for  Kincardineshire. 
Then,  in   the  2nd   clause,  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  first  page,  there  was  a  provi- 
sion for  14  days'  notice  being  given  of 
action  being  taken  before  the  Sheriff; 
and    this  Amendment    that    the    hon. 
Member  for  Wigton  Burghs  (Mr.  Mark 
Stewart)  and  several  other  Members  had 
given  Notice  of  he  had  incorporated  in 
the  Bill.   There  was  another  Amendment 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Kin- 
cardineshire the  greater  part  of  which  he 
had  adopted,  the- only  change  in  it  being 
in  line  23.     In  the  Amendment  given 
notice  of  the  words  **  all  just  claims" 
occurred ;  and  he  had  substituted  the 
word  **  legal  "  for  the  word  **  just,"  the 
former  being  the  less  likely  to  give  rise 
to  differences  of  interpretation.     In  the 
latter  part  of  that  clause  he  had  put  in 
an  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  on  Report,  carrying  out  the  in- 
tention of   an  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  ;  and  he  considered 
the    words    he    had    introduced    more 
comprehensive  than  those  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend.    These    were  the 
only  alterations   he  had  made  in  the 
Bill.     The    principle    of   the    measure 
was  the  same  as  that  of  the   Bill  of 
last  year ;  and  his  desire  was  to  put  it 
before  the  House  so  that   they  might 
agree  to  the  second  reading,  and  that 
the  matter  might  be  taken  up  at  the 
point  where  it  was  left  last  Session.    He 
would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
by  repeating  any  of  the  arguments  he 
had  used  last  year,  because  the  subject 
had  been  thoroughly  thrashed  out,  and 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  go  over 
them.     Ho  had  merely  to  add  that  last 
Session  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time 
by  204  votes  against  77,  or  a  majority 
of  127  ;  and  he  wished   particularly  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  in  the  divi- 
sion 49  Scotch  Members  took  part,  of 
whom  47  voted  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading,  only  two  hon.  Oentlemen  re- 
presenting Scotch  constituencies  voting 
against  it.    This  was  a  matter  which 
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ought  to  weigh  with  Members  of  the 
House,  showing,  as  it  did,  how  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  the  Bill  the  Scotch 
Bepresentatives  were.  He  would  not 
occupy  any  more  time  by  dwelling  on 
the  subject,  but  would  simply  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mvn  Vans  Agneto,) 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  had  on  former  occasions  expressed 
considerable  misgivings  with  regard  to 
the  policy  of  passing  the  measure,  es- 
pecially seeing  that  it  touched  only  one 
branch  of  the  subject — namely,  the 
question  of  rural  hypothec  in  Scotland, 
leaving  untouched  the  cogpaate  questions 
of  the  Law  of  Distress  in  England  and 
urban  hypothec  in  Scotland.  He  had 
expressed  his  misgivings  last  year,  and 
what  had  since  happened  had  certainly 
not  reduced  those  misgivings.  His  posi- 
tion was  this — he  represented  an  urban 
constituency,  and  a  constituency  that 
consisted  of  towns  situated  in  rural  dis- 
tricts, amongst  the  inhabitants  of  which 
were  many  merchants,  who  had  laree 
dealings  with  the  farmers  and  with  the 
rural  people  of  the  neighbourhood.  There- 
fore, if  it  were  the  case  that  there 
was  a  grievance  felt  by  the  traders 
of  Scotland,  it  would  be  in  those  towns 
that  he  represented ;  and  feeling,  as  he 
did,  that  the  opinion  and  experience  of 
practical  men  must  be  of  much  greater 
value  than  his  own,  he  had  repeatedly  de- 
clared in  public,  and  he  had  made  it 
known  to  his  constituents,  that,  thoueh 
he,  personally,  had  great  doubt  as  to  me 
advisability  of  passing  the  Bill,  still,  if 
he  saw  a  strong  feeling  amongst  his  con- 
stituents in  favour  of  the  measure,  he 
should  feel  himself  bound  to  withdraw 
his  opposition.  But  he  had  had  no  repre- 
sentations showing  that  his  constituents 
were  in  favour  of  the  proposed  change 
in  the  law  ;  and  ho  was,  therefore,  bound 
to  believe  that  there  was  no  strong 
feeling  on  the  subject  among  them.  In- 
deed, his  experience  led  him  more  and 
more  to  believe  what  he  had  always  ex- 
pected— that  though  the  Bill  had  the 
reputation  of  being  very  generally  ap- 
proved in  Scotland,  the  fact  was  that  it 
was  agitated  and  got  up  only  by  large  and 
wealthy  farmers,  who  were  anxious,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  diminish  the  competi- 
tion of  poorer  men.    He  belieyed  that 
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end.  It  appeared  to  him  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  that  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  small  farms  would  be  very  muoh 
increased  if  this  system  of  hypothec 
were  abolished,  because,  in  that  case, 
a  landlord  would  not  be  dealing  with 
one  rich  man,  but  a  dozen  poor  men. 
He  would  have  to  see  that  his  tenants 
were  solvent,  and  take  steps  to  see  whe- 
ther they  had  the  means  of  paying  their 
rents.  He  thought  the  law  was  favour- 
able to  small  farms,  and  that  its  aboli- 
tion would  be  a  disadvantage  to  them, 
and  make  it  less  likely  than  it  was 
at  present  that  landlords  would  split  up 
their  estates  into  small  holdings.  For 
these  reasons-  it  was  that,  though  he 
did  not  take  on  himself  to  oppose  the 
Bill,  he  expressed  the  doubts  he  enter- 
tained as  to  the  advisability  of  its  be- 
coming law. 

Mr.  OER-E  wing  said,  that  notwith- 
standing the  arguments  ofthehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  Burghs  (Sir  George 
Campbell),  whose  constituents,  as  he  said, 
not  being  agricultural,  were  not  interested 
in  the  Bill,  he  still  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  the  honour 
of  beinff  elected  for  Dumbarton  in  1868, 
he  would  then  have  found  that  the  con- 
stituency would  have  been  unanimously 
in  favour  of  this  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  his 
opinion  would  have  been  quite  different 
from  what  it  was  now.  If  the  hon. 
Member  doubted  that,  he  thought  he 
would  find  it  understood  in  the  Burghs 
of  Kirkcaldy.  If  the  hon.  Member 
thought  it  to  his  interest  in  that  burgh 
to  introduce  urban  hj'potheo,  he  ought 
to  have  the  courage  of  his  opinions,  and 
move  an  Amendment.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  if  he  did  ho  he  would  not  be 
returned  again.  The  fact  was  there  were 
two  kinds  of  property,  and  in  juxtaposi- 
tion ;  and  there  c(juld  be  no  divided  feel- 
ing in  reference  to  the  Law  of  Hypothec. 
The  fact  was,  to  abolish  urban  hypothec 
would  be  to  injure  the  great  body  of 
huusoliol'lers,  and  render  property  less 
valuable  in  towns  and  cities.  But  the 
reverse  was  the  case  in  counties.  The 
unanimous  feeling  among  the  farmers  of 
Scotland  was  that  the  present  law  should 
be  abolished.  It  was  thought  by  them  to 
be  injurious  to  their  interests,  in  bring- 
i  ng  people  to  comjiete  with  them  who  kn  ew 
very  little  of  farming,  and  increased  the 
rents  in  consequence.  He  had  to  say 
that  this  was  a  hardship,  and  if  ever 
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that  was  a  fact,  and  that  other  people 
who  had  been  silent  really  knew  very 
little  about  the  effect  of  the  Bill.     He 
had    expressed  these  opinions  before, 
and  he  now  declared  that  he  did  not 
withdraw  them.    Another  consideration 
had  presented  itself  before  his  mind  with 
considerable  force  since  this  matter  was 
last  discussed,   and  which    made   him 
▼ery  unwilling  to  see  the  Bill  passed. 
They  knew  that  in  the  course  of  last  year 
the  subject  of  agricultural  distress  had 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  country,  and 
had  created  some  considerable  anxiety ; 
and  they  knew  that  a  Hoyal  Commis- 
sion was  sitting  on  the  subject.     Men 
of  great  experience  had   inquired  into 
the  matter,  and  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  visited  America  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  information.     He  himself  had 
also  visited  America,  and  had  paid  con- 
siderable attention  to  the  subject ;  and 
he  had  formed  opinions  upon  the  subject 
which  might  mature  when  the  Com- 
mittee reported.     They  were   opinions 
subject  to  correction  ;  but  he  had  been 
led  to  entertain  them,  because,  like  a 
great  many  other  people,  though  very 
iar  from  wishing  to  abolish  farming  on 
a  laree  scale,  still  he  was  of  opinion 
that  there  was  great  room  for  a  class  of 
small  farms  in  the  country.     Scientific 
men  had  expressed   the  opinion    that 
much    good    might     be     effected     by 
splitting    up    large    farms    into    small 
plots,  as  in  America,    and   that  milk, 
egg^,   butter,    and  such  things,  which 
were  at  present  imported  from  abroad, 
oould  be  easily  produced  at  home.     A 
great  many  millions  had  been  spent  in 
getting  eggs  from  France,  butter  from 
Normandy,   and    agricultural    supplies 
from   other  places.     What,    he   asked, 
was   the    principal   obstacle    to    small 
farms  ?     Wliat  was  the  obstacle  to  their 
establishment  as  an   experiment?     He 
believed  it  was  this — that  landlords  and 
landlords'  agents  found  the  ditliculty  of 
dealing  with  their  tenants'  incrrasu  in 
consequence  of    their  insolvency,    and 
matters  of  that  kind.     A  landlord,  who 
had  a  farm  from  which  he  got  £800  or 
£1,000  a-year,  preferred  to  deal  with  a 
large  and  solvent  tenant,  as  he  was  then 
enabled  to  travel  about  and  enjoy  him- 
self.    If  he  wore  to  split  up  that  farm 
into  eight  or  ten  or  a  dozen  farms  his 
difficulties  woidd  bo  very  much  increased. 
He  did  not  like  to  make  the  experiment, 
though  it  might  be  profitable  in  the 
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there  was  a  time  when  Parliament  should 
lessen  the  burdens  of  the  farmers  it  was 
the  present  moment.  If  the  Scotch 
farmers  did  not  make  such  an  outcry  as 
their  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel,  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
they  had  sufifered  to  as  g^eat  an  extent 
as  their  brethren  in  Ireland.  This  was 
a  question  which  had  been  long  before 
tlie  House,  and  which  had  been  almost 
carried  several  times.  Last  year,  but 
for  the  interference  with  Business  in  that 
House,  it  would  have  passed,  and  he 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
give  it  their  hearty  support.  As  being 
a  measure  generally  demanded  by  the 
tenantry  of  Scotland,  there  could  be  no 
better  evidence  than  that  last  year  47 
Scotch  Members  supported  the  second 
reading.  When  he  remembered  that 
the  feeling  was  so  imanimous,  although 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the 
abolition  of  hypothec  had  the  concur- 
rence of  Engli^  Members,  he  hoped 
English  Members  would  give  it  their 
hearty  support. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  the  time  afforded  for  discussing 
this  great  question — for  such  it  was  in 
the  opinion  of  Scotch  farmers— ^was  so 
curtailed  that  any  remarks  Scotch  Mem- 
bers might  wish  to  make  must  unavoid- 
ably be  brief.  He  would,  therefore, 
merely  observe  that  when  he  took  up 
the  question  of  hypothec  his  object 
was  to  effect  the  abolition  of  an  un- 
just law,  injurious  to  the  public  wel- 
fare, and  by  its  removal  reconcile  the 
interests  of  farmers  and  landlords ;  and 
he  had  pursued  that  object  with  a  single 
eye  to  the  common  good.  He  thought 
nothing  could  be  more  injurious  to  the 
well-being  of  the  country  than  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  feeling  which  prevailed  in 
the  minds  of  farmers  and  others  connected 
with  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  of  Scot- 
land, and  which  must  continue  to  exist 
while  this  measure  remained  to  be  dealt 
with.  He  could  have  wished  to  have  had 
the  Bill  in  the  simple  form  in  which  he 
himself  had  introduced  it — namely,  with 
one  clause  simply  abolishing  hypothec, 
leaving  the  adjustment  of  differences 
between  the  landlords  and  tenants  to  the 
landlords  and  tenants  themselves.  His 
object  in  now  rising,  therefore,  was  not  to 
detain  the  House  in  coming  to  a  decision 
— at  all  events,  not  to  make  a  long  speech, 
so  that  other  Members  might  not  be  pre- 
cluded from  saying  a  few  worda— butto 
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urge  Members  from  the  ooimtieB  of  Scot- 
land to  accede  to  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form,  leaving  any  Amendments  which 
might  be  proposed  to  be  made  in  Com- 
mittee. He  must,  however,  recognize 
the  good  service  done  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wigtonshire  in  laying  to  improve 
the  Bill  as  origpbially  proposed,  and  to 
recognize  the  fact  of  important  Amend- 
ments having  been  adopted,  which  he 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  had  proposed. 
Still,  he  must  say  that  simple  abolition 
of  a  bad  law  was,  in  his  opinion,  the 
best  form.  Even  in  its  present  defective 
form  he  thought  the  Bill  capable  of 
benefiting  the  farmers  of  Scotland  veiy 
greatly.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
Amendments  might  be  useful  in  effecting 
one  object — that  more  capital  would  be 
introduced  into  the  cultivation  of  the  land 
than  had  hitherto  been.  He  thought 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  prevented  capital 
from  being  invested,  and  by  creating 
security  in  the  minds  of  landlords  as  to 
their  rent  of  the  land,  and  by  combining 
other  interests  in  proper  stocking  and 
better  cultivation,  they  might  expect 
new  openings  for  capital  by  persons  pos- 
sessed of  it  having  freedom  of  action  in 
consequence  of  the  abolition  of  the  Law 
of  Hypothec.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
Burghs  (Sir  George  Campbell),  he  very 
much  regretted  to  find  one  who  repre- 
sented an  urban  constituency  criticize 
the  agricultural  measure  in  the  way  he 
had  done,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  act  upon  the  statements  he  had  made. 
On  the  grounds  stated  he  should  support 
the  measure,  and  ask  the  House  to  ac- 
cord it  a  second  reading. 

Lord  ELCHO  observed  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  was  himself  inclined  to  legislate 
on  the  subject  last  year,  or  the  year  be- 
fore, and  Drought  in  a  Bill  which  did 
not  deal  with  agricultural  hypothec  only, 
but  with  urban  hypothec  also. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
The  noble  Lord  is  mistaken.  Mj  Bill, 
as  brought  before  the  House,  was 
simply  with  regard  to  agricultural 
hypothec.  It  was  originally  intended 
to  apply  to  urban  hypothec;  but  that 
was  taken  out. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  Exactly  so ;  the  first 
Bill  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
brought  in  was,  as  he  (Lord  Elcho)  had 
stated,  intended  to  deal  with  both  sub- 
jects, agricultural  and  urban ;  but  after 
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a  time  the  bon.  and  gallant   General 
withdrew  the  Bill,  and  substituted  an- 
other Bill  dealing  only  with  agricultural 
sabjects.     It  would,  ho  supposed,  be  a 
Breach  of  Privilege  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  what  pressure   had 
been  brought  to  bear  upon  him  in  order 
to  induce  him  to  g^ve  up  the  broad  prin- 
ciple which  he  had  first  adopted.     That, 
howevery  struck  him  as  an  apposite  ques- 
tion to  put  to    his    hon.   and   gallant 
Friend.     He  had  no  wish  to  take   up 
the  general  question,  for  it  had   boon 
his  lot  to  speak  more  than  once  upon 
the  subject,  and  last  year  ho  had  un- 
bnrdened  his  soul  fully.     Certainly,  he 
had  no  wish  to  talk  the  subject  out — 
tax  from  it — and  he  had  not  risen  for 
that  purpose.     Last  year  he  had  moved 
an  Amendment;  but  that  Amondment 
was  not  directed  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  but  simply  against  the  way 
in  which  the  question  was  dealt  with, 
and    affirming    certain    truisms   which 
never  had  been   controverted.      Those 
truisms  were  as  follows: — 1st,  That  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  was  the  equivalent  of 
the  English  and  Irish  Law  of  Distress  ; 
2nd,  that  the  principle  of   proforcncc 
given  by  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  whether 
it  be  to  the  owner  of  houses  or  land, 
was  a  principle  that  pervaded  the  Coni- 
marcial  as  well  as  the  Laud   Law  of 
this    country ;    3rd,    that    the   Law   of 
Hypothec  for  the  rent  ac(?ruing  or  tlio 
rent  accrued  was  the  law  of  every  civilized 
country  in  Europe,  as  well  as  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  also  of  America, 
Wurtemburg   being  the   only  civilized 
country  in  which  the  law  did  not  ap- 
ply ;  4th,  that  under  tliis  law,  as  stated 
by  the  hon.    Member    for    Kirkcaldy 
Burghs    (Sir    Gt'orge    Campboll)    and 
others,  small  farmers    had  risen  to  bo 
large    tenants,    and    that    liad   proved 
beneficial  to  the   agriculture  of    Scot- 
land ;  and,   lastly,  that  the  subjoot,   if 
dealt  with  at  all,  should  bo  dealt  with 
as  a  whole,  the  urban  hypothec  being 
treated  as  well  as  agricultural,  and  the 
Law  of  Distress  in  England  and  Ireland, 
as  well  as  the  Law  of  Hypothec  in  Soot- 
land.     Such  was  the   substance  of  his 
Besolution.  What  happened  ?  lie  failed 
to  carry  it.     For  the  farst  time,  a  (^nsor- 
Tative  Ch)vemment  had  dealt  with  this 
question  in  the  way  which  they  had  done. 
The  Lord  Advocate,  if  he  might  use  the 
cspression^  went  the  whole  hog.     The 
Lotd  Advocate,  however,  although  he 


converted  himsolf,  failed  to  carry  along 
with  him  the  majority  of  his  Govern- 
ment, for  on  that  occasion  four  !^[embera 
of  the  Govornraont  voted  with  him  and 
nine  against  the  Resolution.  He  ven- 
tured think  that  this  question  should 
bo  dealt  with  in  a  statesmanlike,  and 
not  in  a  perfunctory,  manner.  The  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time.  No  doubt  the 
Homo  Secretary  voted  with  him ;  but  he 
was  very  much  inclined  to  beliovo  that 
the  Home  Secretary  at  the  time  did  not 
know  what  the  Law  of  Hypothec  was. 
Ho  perhaps  considered  it  a  barbarous 
law  as  compared  with  the  Law  of  Dis- 
tress ;  but,  be  that  as  it  might,  the  con- 
version of  the  Lord  Advocate  and  the 
Government  led  to  a  successful  division, 
and  the  Bill  was  carried  in  its  second 
reading.  But  there  was  very  soon  a 
Nemesis  awaiting  upon  tho  Lord  Advo- 
cate and  the  Govomment.  Within  a 
few  weeks  afterwards  a  Gentleman  who 
represented  an  Irish  constituency  moved 
a  Kesolution  against  the  Law  of  Dis- 
tress, proposing  that  that  law  should  be 
abolished.  Now,  the  Mover  had  re- 
ferred naturally  to  what  had  taken 
place  in  regard  to  tho  Law  of  Hypo- 
thec ;  and  how  did  ho  strengthen  his 
position  as  to  tho  removal  of  the  Law 
of  Distress  ?  By  proving  that  tho  Law 
of  Hypothec,  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  by  its  vote  abolished — that 
was  to  say,  on  the  representation  of  tho 
Ijord  Advocate — was  a  miMer  law  and 
nir)ro  limited  in  its  operation  than  the 
Law  of  Distress.  Tho  I^Iover  pointed 
out,  in  favourable  contrast  to  the  Law  of 
Distress,  that  tho  Law  of  Hypothec  was 
limited  to  the  year's  crop  untl  rent.  So 
much  for  tho  Clover.  What  course  did 
tho  Government  take  ?  Their  Law  Offi- 
cer said  that  it  was  a  ]>old  proposal — a 
strong  proposition — to  abolish  this  law 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  It  was,  ho 
said,  one  of  tho  oldest  laws,  a  law  which 
worked  in  many  ways  in  tho  interest  of 
tho  tenant,  and  to  abolish  it  would  bo 
injurious  to  the  tenant.  In  short,  eject- 
ment would  be  necessary  as  an  expe- 
dient if  it  wore  abolishetl,  and  tho  result 
of  its  abolition  would  be  tho  payment 
of  rout  in  advance.  In  fact,  no  easn 
had  been  made  out  for  abolition.  That 
was  the  result  of  tho  disc'ussion  on  the 
Law  of  Distress,  which  tho  Mover  of 
the  Besolution,  who  wished  to  abolish 
it,  said  was  a  much  harsher  law  than 
tho  Law  of  Hypothec.    His  hon.  Friend 
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behind  him  (Mr.  Clare  Bead),  who  voted 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Hypo- 
thec, had   said  that  he  supported  the 
Law  of  Distress  because  it  was  so  inter- 
woven with  our  agricultural  system  that 
its  repeal  would  be  detrimental  both  to 
landlords  and  tenants.     He  would  ask 
his  hon.  Friend — whom  they  were  glad 
to  see  returned    in    safety  across  the 
Atlantic — whether  the  Law  of  Hypothec 
was  not  also  interwoven  with  our  agri- 
cultural svstem  ?    What  had  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  on  the  Law 
of  Distress  ?    Speaking  for  the  Govern- 
ment, he  said  that  the  question  was  one 
on  which,  at  the  first  blush,  they  could 
not  seem  to  legislate,  because  it  touched 
BO  many  interests  that  it  would  require 
very  great  deliberation.     There  was  no 
necessity,  in  his  mind,  for  abolishing  the 
law,  because,  he  said,  there  were  points 
in  the  Law  of  Distress  which  demanded 
consideration.      A  division   took  place, 
and  with  what  result?    That  all  the 
Members  of  the  Government,  those  who 
had  voted  with  him  (Lord  Elcho),  and 
those  who  voted  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  alike,  and  26  Conser- 
vative Members  who  had  voted  for  the 
repeal  of  hypothec,  all  voted  for  the  main- 
tenance of  distress — that  was  to  say,  of  a 
more  partial  and  limited  law.  Now,  what 
was  the  reason  of  this  ?   The  reason  was 
given  by  the  Lord  Advocate  and  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Vans  Agnew).  Simply  politi- 
cal expediency.   The  Lord  Advocate  had 
given  them  his  reason  for  the  action  of 
the  Government — that  not  only  were  the 
people  of  Scotland  almost  unanimous — 
both  tenants  and  landlords — ^in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  hypothec,  but  that  the 
Bepresentatives  of   the  people  in  that 
House  were  practically  unanimous  on 
the  point.     He   (Lord  Elcho)   thought 
they  mistook  the  feeling  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  on  the  point.     He  did  not 
think  those  statements  represented  the 
real  feeling  of  the  masses  of  the  people 
of  Scotland.    Now,  his  hon.  Friend  had 
Baid  that  when  the  tenants  of  England 
demanded  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of 
Distress,  as  the  people  of  Scotland  had 
demanded  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of 
Hypothec,  he  would  be  willing  to  vote 
for  it.     The  argument,  then,  was  this — 
that  in  the  United  Kingdom  there  were 
two  distinct  laws — one  for  one  part  of 
the  country,  and   another  for  another 

Sart.     They  were  identical,   with  this 
ifforence — that  the  one  they  desired  to 

Lord  Elcho 


abolish  was  less  harsh  than  the  other. 
The  results  were  the  same  throoghoat 
the  United  Eangdom,  except  in  Ireland, 
where  the  tenure  of  land  was  different. 
Therefore,  in  a  country  like  the  United 
Kingdom,  where,  for  reasons  best  known 
to  themselves,  llie  majority  of  the  Be- 
presentatives  of  one  of  the  Kingdoms 
held  that  this  law  ought  to  be  aboHshed, 
it  must  then  bu  abolished,  not  in  one 
part  but  another.     Where  would  such 
doctrines  lead  them  to?     How   about 
Ireland  ?    How  as  to  the  Irish  demands 
for  fixity  of  tenure,  redaced  rent,  and 
the  like?    How  as  to  no  rent  in  Ire- 
land, which  was  the  last  phase  of  the 
Irish  Land  Question?    How  as  to  the 
Home  Eule  ?   If  they  legislated  simply, 
not  on  the  merits  or  demerits  of  a  ques- 
tion, but  on   its  applicability  or  non- 
applicability  to  a  particular  part  of  the 
country,  how  could  they  meet  the  de- 
mands of  the  Irish  Members  with  such 
an  argument  in    their  mouths,    doing 
away  with  the  Law  of  Hypothec  and 
maintaining  the  Law  of  Distress  ?     He 
maintained  that  it  was  not  statesman- 
like.    He  had  stopped  the  progress  of 
this  Bill   last   year,  and    he  was  not 
ashamed  of  having  done  so.   He  did  so, 
because  he  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
Conservative  Government  shoald  ha^e 
time  to  consider  before  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament  how  they  were  to  deal 
with  this  question,  and  whether  they 
were  to   deal  with  this  question,  and 
whether    they  would   deal  with   it  in 
a  statesmanlike  way.    If  the  law  was 
wrong    in     Scotland    it    was    equally 
wrong  in  England  and  Ireland  ;   and 
if   it  were  wrong  in  reg^ard  to    land 
here  it  was  equally  wrong  throaghout 
the  civilized  world.     If  it  were  wrong 
with  regard  to  private  and  publio  in- 
terests, let  them  repeal  it  throoghoat 
the  Three  Kingdoms.    If   it  were  in 
principle  sound,  and  the  law  required  a 
few  amendments,  then    he  would   say 
amend  it,  and  get  rid  of  this  term  which 
had  g^ven  a  bad  pre-eminence  to  the 
Scottish  law.   But,  as  a  Member  of  that 
House,  he  entered  his  protest  against 
legislating  on  a  question  of  that  kind^- 
which  they  were  told,  on  the  best  autho- 
rity, was  interwoven  with  their  whole 
system  of  land  tenure  in  England,  Ire- 
land, and  Scotland — in  the  wav  in  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  dealt 
with  it.    Now,  it  was  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  what  course  they  would 
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take ;  and  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that,  Boeing  the  condition  of  the  ques- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  that  the  question 
would  be  brought  before  the  Boyal 
Commiflsion,  that  it  would  be  a  much 
wiser,  a  more  natural,  and  a  more 
statesmanlike  way  of  dealing  with  the 
sabject  not  to  pass  the  Bill  this  year,  but 
to  wait  till  they  got  the  Keport  of  the 
Commission,  and  then  consider,  with 
that  Beport  in  view,  whether  they  would 
repeal  this  law,  or  modify  it  and  make 
it  equal  for  the  Three  Kingdoms.  He 
did  not  speak  of  the  landlords'  interest 
in  this  question — if  the  sun  would  only 
thine  they  could  take  care  of  themselves. 
He  did  not  think  they  would  suffer.  He 
thought  it  more  likely  that  the  tenants 
would  suffer.  This  was  a  matter  of 
business.  It  was  all  very  well  to  read 
of  new  leases  given  by  men  who  had 
come  recently  to  their  property  nomi- 
nally doing  away  with  hypothec  ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  found  that  those 
leases    contained    other    clauses  which 

Ewe,  perhaps,  better  security  to  the  land- 
rd  than  the  Law  of  Hypothec  as  it 
stood.     At  any  rate,  by  fore-renting,  by 
quarterly  payments,  by  caution,  and  by 
other  means  and  expedients,  a  landlord 
could    protect    himself,    if    ho    chose. 
["  Hear,  hear!  "]     Hon.  Members  who 
cheered   ought   to   abolish    distress    in 
England  as  well  as  in  Scotland.     All  lie 
asked  was  that  they  should  deal  with 
this    law   in   a   statesmanlike   manner, 
applicable  to  tho  whole  Kingdom.     In 
any  case,  he  did  not  expect  that  those 
who  agitated  tbis  question  would  derive 
from  it  tho  benefits  they  expected,  for  if 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  were  abolift>licd 
the  landlord  would  only  make  up  for  liis 
want  of  security  by  increasiug  the  rate. 
Lord  COLIN  CAMriiELL  said,  he 
would  detain  the  House   only  a  very 
short  time.     He  quite  ap*eed  that  the 
subject  had  been  thrashed  out,  and  the 
arguments  worn  threadbare;  but  he  was, 
on  that  account,  all  the  more  a^>toiiished 
to  hear  the  objection,  with  regard   to 
■mall  farmers,  urged  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy.     That  was  an  argu- 
ment, he  believed,  which  was  Ifrought 
forward  on  a  previous  occasion  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire (Lord  Elcho) ;  but  as  he  repre- 
sented a  constituency  noted  for  the  pro- 
digious size  of  the  farms,  it  had  appeared 
to  him  the  noble  liord  reflected  the  opi- 
aiona  of  himself  and  not  of  that  con- 


stituoncv.     The  noble  Lord  came  down 
to    the    House,    and    said    that    there 
were  certain  truisms  which  ho  ventured 
to  lay  before  the  lloueo  last  year,  and 
not  one  of  which  was  repudiated.     He 
must  say  ho   was   astonished  that   the 
noble  Lord  should  make  such  a  state- 
ment when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no  sooner 
had  ho  sat  down,  than  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  got 
up  and  repudiated  every  single  one  of  the 
propositions  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
laid  before  the  House.     He  would,  how- 
ever, venture  to  affirm  one  truism  which 
might  commend  itself  to  the  attention  of 
tho  noble  Lord,  and  that  was  that  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  might  be  rigidly  de- 
fined.    It  was  a  law  which  offered  to 
the  landlord  a  premium  for  choosing  the 
highest  bidders  and  tho  worst  farmers 
that  the  whole  community  could  furnish. 
Ho  know  that  the  subject  had  been  con- 
fused by  false  analogies.     The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate himself  had  exposed  some  of  these. 
The  law  had  been  compared  to  the  lien  of 
a  shipowner  on  the  cargo.     But  that  was 
a  totally  distinct  case,  for  there  they  had 
the  property  not  passing  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  shipowner ;   whereas,  in  the  case 
of  hj'pothec,  before  the  sequestration  the 
crops  never  came  into  the  hands  of  tho 
landlord.     As  to  tho  argument  of  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Camnbell),  with  re- 
gard to  small  farms,  he  believed  it  had 
been  refuted  over  and  over  again,  and 
the  refutation  was  to  be  found  in  tho 
most  ample  form  in  the  evidence  given 
before   the   various   Committees   which 
had  inquired  into  the  question.     It  was 
not  the  small  farmers  who  required  tho 
protection  of  the  law,  but  the  landlords 
who  encouraged  not  the  small  farmers, 
but  that  much  larger  class  of  men  who 
were  more  distinguished  by  their  love 
of  speculation  than  by  their  knowledge 
of  agriculture.     It  was  not  tho  men  who 
had  risen  from  the  position    of  plough- 
nu*n  or  agricultural    labourers  who  re- 
quired the  protection  of  this  law.     They 
were   generally   men   who,  by   energy, 
foresight,  thrift,  and  care  had  been  en- 
abled  to  obtain   possesHion  of  a  farm, 
and  who  had  strictly  calculated  tho  means 
by  which  they  could  work  it  with  protit  to 
themselves  and  to  thecommunitvat  large. 
The  LGKI)  ADVOCATK  ;Mr.  Wat- 
sox) :  Sir,  1  have  no  inttfnti<»nto  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  for  any  consider- 
able period  in  asking  them  to  road  the 
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Bill  a  second  timoi    and  I  Bhonld  not 
have  had  anything  to  say  but  for  the 
observations  which  have  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  below  the  Gangway  (Lord 
Elcho).     The  noble  Lord  has  kindly  re- 
ferred to  me  as  a   "  convert ; "   but  I 
should  like  to  be  informed  to  what  I  am 
a  convert,  and  when  I  was  converted.    I 
stated  to  the  House  last  year  that  I  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  it  had  all  aloDg 
been  my  opinion  that  no  case  had  been 
made  out  for  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  and 
no  good  argument  adduced  for  its  main- 
tenance.    I  have  heard  a  good  deal  upon 
the  subject,  and  have  the  greatest  pos- 
sible satisfaction  in  informing  the  noble 
Lord  that  though  listening  attentively 
and  carefully,  and  with  the  full  consi- 
deration which  is  due  to  arguments  from 
the  noble  Lord,  I  have  never  felt  in  the 
slightest  terror  of  conversion.  The  noble 
Lord  has  also  referred  to  a  statement  of 
mine  in  regard  to  rack  rents  in  Scot- 
land.    I  wish  he  had  either  remained 
long  enough  in  the  House  to  hear  what 
I  had  to  say  on  the  subject,  or  had  pe- 
rused my  former  speech  m  the  report  of 
Mansard,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
Banffshire  fMr.  R.  W.  Duff)  gave  me 
an  opportunity  to  explain  that  statement. 
What  I  said  was,  that  I  did  not  mean 
that  the  land  was  rented  at  an  extor- 
tionate rate,  but  that  it  was  generally 
rented  at  its  full  market  value.     To  that 
opinion  I  still  adhere,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  in  this  matter  the  agricul- 
turists of  Scotland  stand  in  the  same 
Position  as  their  brethren  in  England, 
quite  admit  that  the  questions  of  dis- 
tress and  hypothec  are  intimately  bound 
up  with  the  Land  Laws  of  the  country, 
and  I  also  believe  that  you  should  not 
touch  any  portion  of  those  Land  Laws 
without  full  and  due  consideration ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  dispute  the  propo- 
sition that,  so  far  as  Scotland  is  con- 
cerned,   the   question  of  hjrpothec  has 
not  undergone  full  consideration.     That 
is  not  so,  however,   with  the  Law   of 
Distress,  and  I  did  not  understand  that 
many  of  those  who  voted  in  the  majority 
on  the  last  occasion  did  so  on  the  ground 
that  the  Law  of  Distress  ought  to  be 
maintained,  but  that  inouiry  should  be 
made  in  the  matter ;  ana  that  I  under- 
stood to  be  the  meaning  of  the  words 
cited  by  the  noble  Lord.     I  farther  say 
confidently  that  this  question  has  been 
finally    considered    by    landlords    and 
tenants  in  relation  to  the  Land  Laws  of 

The  Lord  Advocate 


Scotland,  and  that  the  conclusion  they 
have  come  to  is,  I  will  not  say  abso- 
lutely,  but    practically,    a    unanimous 
conclusion —<  namely,  that  the  Law  of 
Hypothec    may    be    safely    eliminated 
from  our  system.     That  conclusion  hav- 
ing been  arrived  at,  I  do  not  think  this 
House  should  interpose  between  a  wish 
for  legislation  in  this  direction,  because 
it  is  right  and  proper  for  other  countries 
to  overhaul  their  systems  of  Land  Laws 
and  make  up  their  minds  on  the  subject 
before  we  obtain  any  alterations.     I  will 
not  follow  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  addressed  to  hon.  Members  below 
the  opposite  Gangway;  but  with  regard 
to  the  old  objection  that  urban  hypothec 
is  not  also  dealt  with  in  this  Bill,  the  law 
in  that  case  differs  in  most  vital  respects 
from  the  Law  of  Agricultural  Hypothec. 
It  is  not  considered  an  expedient  or  a  ne- 
cessary condition  of  things  in  erery  coun- 
try that  everybody  should  have  a  farm  ; 
but  it  is  a  necessary  condition  of  things 
in  Scotland,  owing  to  our  law  ag^nst 
vagrancy.      It  is  necessary  that  every 
person  shall  have  a  house  over  his  head 
who  does  npt  mean  to  be  either  in  the  work- 
house or  the  police  station.  Accordingly, 
I  believe  there  are  a  large  number  of 
people  who  are  able  to  secure  by  means 
of  the  Law  of  Hypothec  that  they  may 
become  lessees  of  a  house,  who,  but  for 
that  law,  would  be  driven  to  a  very  dis- 
agreeable alternative ;  but  to  speak  of 
the  two  things  as  depending  on  the  same 
principle  is  altogether  a  mistake.     I  say 
nothing  of  that  particular  law.     It  may 
demand  investigation ;  but  it  differs  in 
principle  from  the  Law  of  Ag^cultural 
Hjrpothec. 

Mb.  R.  W.  duff  said,  he  would 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  appealed  to  the  Lord  Advocate  to 
give  his  particular  attention,  before  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  to  the  2nd  clause.  With  the  ex- 
ception, perhaps,  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell),  he  be- 
lieved that  there  existed  on  the  part  of 
Scotch  Members  a  general  wish  to  abo- 
lish the  Law  of  Hypothec  in  Scotland ; 
but  in  doing  that  ne  understood  the 
position  of  the  landlords  to  be  exactly 
the  same  as  that  of  seed  merchants, 
manure  merchants,  blacksmiths,  or 
tradesmen.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
did  not  want  to  put  the  landlord  in  any 
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other  position.  That,  he  understood, 
was  the  general  desire.  But  he  would 
like  the  Lord  Advocate  to  toll  him  this 
— ^if  a  man  entered  into  an  agreomont 
with  a  tenant,  and  made  it  part  of  the 
bargain  that  the  tenant  should  forfeit 
his  right  if  he  got  into  arrears  for  1 2 
months,  he  had  no  means  of  carrying 
oat  that  agreement — he  meant  no  sum- 
mary means.  He  wanted  the  loarnod 
Lord  to  give  his  attention  to  that  par- 
ticular point,  as  it  was  a  matter  which 
must  be  dealt  with  by  some  Scotch  law. 
He  simply  wished  to  see  the  landlord 
put  in  his  proper  position  in  the  matter, 
and,  as  he  understood  the  2nd  clause 
of  the  Bill,  it  would  not  do  so.  He  ac- 
cordingly appealed  to  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate to  put  the  law  in  such  a  state 
that  if  two  parties  entered  into  an 
equitable  agreement  they  might  be  able 
to  carry  it  out,  so  that  when  a  tenant 
got  into  arrears  a  landlord  should  have 
a  summary  means  of  getting  rid  of  him 
aooordixig  to  his  agreement. 

Mr.  J:  W.  BAECLAY  thought  the 
law  was  sufficiently  explicit  on  the  point 
xeferred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  Ho 
thought  the  Bill  was  considerably  im- 
proved since  it  was  presented  last  Ses- 
sion. There  was  only  one  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  refer,  and  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Lord  Advocate.  Ho 
thought  it  was  quite  clear — and  if  it 
was  so  the  Bill  would  have  his  best 
support — that  when  a  landlord  ejected 
a  tenant  he  would  be  bound  to  pay  him 
Ibr  the  crops  which  were  on  tho  ground. 
He  understood  that  that  was  the  object 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qontlo- 
man ;  ana  he  believed  that  if  that  was 
provided  the  Bill  would  be  very  much  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  tho  poopio 
of  Scotland. 

Sir  GBAHAM  MONTGOMERY 
thought  the  present  was  the  best  Bill 
on  Hypothec  which  he  had  scon.  It  had 
been  very  much  improved  since  it  had 
eome  before  the  House  on  a  previous 
occasion.  He  had  never  been  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec 
himself ;  and  he  only  wished  to  say  that 
he  Tory  much  feared  that  if  the  Bill 
became  law  the  tenants  in  Scotland 
would  not  derive  that  benefit  from  it 
fhey  expected. 

Motion  0fr«ii  to. 


Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Ikmi^ff  next. 


BLIND  AND  DEAF  MUTE  CHILDREN 

BILL— [Bill  41.] 

(Mr.    lFhcelhou9€y  Jlr.  Jfontayne  Scott,  Mr. 

Btnjamin   Williams.) 

SECOND     READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  road. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' — {Mr.  JFJieel house.) 

AIr.  monk  said,  the  Amendments 
made  in  the  Bill  of  last  year  were  not 
embodied  in  the  Bill  now  submitted.  If 
they  were  to  be  re-introduced  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Bill. 

Major  NOLAN  had  no  objection  to 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  but  must  oppose  it 
if  the  Amendments  wore  to  be  inserted . 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE    (DISTRICT 

courts)  BlUi. 

On  ^Motion  of  Mr.  Joseph  Cowex,  Bill  to 
amend  and  extend  tho  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature Acts  1873  and  1875,  and  to  make  pro\'i- 
sions  for  tho  better  Local  Administnition  of 
Justice  in  Enp^land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Ripley,  Mr.  Rowley 
Hill,  and  Mr.  Kustace  Smith. 

l^iVLprescnted,  and  read  tho  first  time.  [Bill  87.] 

CRUELTY   TO   ANIMALS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  ^Ir.  Holt,  Bill  to  amend  tho 
I-.aw  relating  to  Crurlty  to  Animals,  ordered  to 
1)0  bruuj^ht  in  by  Mr.  Holt,  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr. 
HAiin(A>Ti.r,  Sir  Eaui>ley  Wilmot,  and  Mr. 
Chaki.es  Wilson. 

WiWprenenttd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 

MIDDLESEX    LAND   REGISTRY   BILL. 

On  ^lotion  <»f  ^Ir.  Oshorne  Moikjan,  Bill  to 
iini>ruve  the  ronHtitutioii  and  extend  tho  district 
of  the  Middlesex  ]j.'in<l  Re^istn',  and  to  amend 
the  I^iw  n-latinj^  t«>  the  n-^istration  and  transfer 
of  laud  in  Midtlh'tkx  and  the  Mi'troiMjlis,  on/tf/rei 
to  be  brouj^ht  in  by  Mr.  Osmokne  Mohuan,  Mr. 
(iiii:(ioKY,  and  Sir  Sydney  Watehlow. 

Bill  pren  ntedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  89.] 


SOUTH    WESTERN     (oF     LONDON)     DISTRICT 
roST   OFFICE   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henhy  Selwin-Ihhetmox, 
Bill  to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral to  t'nlar^e  and  acquire  a  site  for  tho  South 
Western  (of  Ijondon)  District  I'oat  Offioc,  or- 
dered to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Heney  Selwin- 
IiiiiEThON  and  Lord  John  Mannbkh. 

}M\\preitent€dj  and  read  tho  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 
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DRAINAGE    AND    IMPROVEMENT    OF    LANDS 
(IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL  ORDER   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  under  "  The 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 
Act,  1863,"  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson  and  Mr.  James  Lowther. 

BUXpresentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  '[Bill  91.] 

PATENTS   FOR   INVENTIONS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  of  Patents  for  Inventions,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Mun- 
della,  Mr.  Dalrymple,  and  Mr.  Alexander 
Brown. 

BUlpreseutedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  92.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  2Uh  February,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bilw— First  Reading— 
Ancient  Monuments  •  (20) ;  Artizans  Dwell- 
ings Act  (1868)  Amendment  Act  (1879) 
Amendment*  (21). 

Second  Beading— Loc&L  Courts  of  Bankruptcy 
(Ireland)  •  (11). 

Select  Committee. —  Employers  Liability*  (4), 
notninated. 

Third  Beading — Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwell- 
ings Improvement  (Scotland)  Act  (1875) 
Amendment*  (8) ;  Seeds  (Ireland)  (18),  and 
passed. 

SEEDS  (IRELAND)  BILL— (Nos.  10, 18.) 
(The  Lord  President.) 

THIED     BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Eead- 
ing,  read. 

Movedy  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*." 
^ — {The  Lord  President.) 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  wished  to  make 
a  few  remarks  upon  this  measure,  which 
was  one  of  very  g^eat  importance  to  his 
country.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was,  as 
the  House  was  aware,  to  enable  the  Gk)- 
yemment  to  lend  money  to  Boards  of 
Oaardians,  who,  in  turn,  were  to  make 
advances  for  the  purchase  of  seed 
potatoes  and  other  seeds  to  the  small 
farmers  who  could  not  afford  to  buy  the 
seed  for  themselves.  There  oould  be  no 
doubt  as  to  the  advisability,  owing  to  the 


great  scarcity  of  seed  in  the  country,  of 
advancing  seed  to  the  tenant  occupiers 
who  required  it ;  but  the  difficulty  which 
arose  was,  whether  the  advance  should 
be  made  in  money  or  in  seed  ?    If  there 
was  money,  seed  would,  undoubtedly, 
ccme   into  the  country;   but  then  the 
question  which  had  to  be  considered  was, 
whether  there  was  such  a  great  want  of 
money  amongst  the  tenant  occupiers  as 
to  justify  the  Government  making  an 
especial  arrangement  of   this   nature? 
There  could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that 
amongst  the    small    farmers    in  many 
parts  of  Ireland  there  was  a  great  want 
of  money,  and  that  many  farmers  could 
not  buy  seed  and  pay  for  it  in  ready  cash ; 
and  he  was  of  opinion  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  deserved  the  thanks 
of  everyone  connected  with  Ireland  for 
adopting    the    Bill    which    hcul    been 
brought  in  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia* 
ment  with  the  object  of  meeting  the 
want.    But  when  he  came  to  consider 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  he  oould  not 
but  fear  there  was  a  certain  amount  of 
danger  in  carrying  them  out,  and  he 
could  not  help  asking  the  GK)vemment 
if   they  could  not  in  any  way  g^ard 
against  the  danger?    Under  the  Bill 
loans  were  to  be  advanced  to  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  of  electoral  divisions,  and 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  would  make 
advances  to  the    small    farmers.      He 
wished  to  know  if  the  Government  had 
pointed  out  the  condition  under  which 
the  money  would  be  advanced  by  the 
Boards    of    Guardians     to    the    small 
farmers?      He  had  talked    to  several 
persons  in  Ireland  on  the  subject,  and 
from  what  he  had  been  inf ormea  was  in- 
clined  to  think  there  was   a   general 
idea  that  the  price  of  seed  might  not  be 
recovered  at  all  by  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians from  the  small  farmers.    There 
were,  undoubtedly,  under  the  Bill  powers 
for  the  recovery  of  the  seed  rate  from 
the  ordinary  poor's  rate ;  but  he  feared 
that  unless  some  notice  was  taken  of  the 
conditions  under  which  the  loan   was 
obtained  the   rate    would   not    be    re- 
covered at  all  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
ordinary  poor's  rate,  and  that  the  people 
might  expect,  and  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians might  expect  also,  that  as  to  any- 
thing that  mignt  be  advanced  by  the 
Government  they  would  not  oare  much 
as  to  its  ever  being  repaid.    He  very 
much  doubted  whether  that  was  the  view 
which  was  entertained  by  Her  Mqesty's 
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OoTemment ;  and,  therefore,  he  bej^ged 
to  ask  the  noble  Duke  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  whether  the  danger 
which  he  feared  was  a  real  one  ? 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  axd 
GORDON  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  him  no  Notice  of  the  Question,  and 
if  the  noble  Lord  had  done  so  ho  should 
have  been  better  able  to  have  given  him 
a  satisfactory  answer  upon  the  subject  to 
which  he  had  called  attention.  As  he 
understood,  the  noble  Lord  wished  to 
know  whether  the  provisions  contained 
in  the  Bill  would  be  brought  distinctly 
under  the  notice  of  Boards  of  Guardians? 
AU  he  could  say  was  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  have  full  notice  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
would  be  set  before  them.  The  Bill 
enabled  Boards  of  Guardians  to  advance 
seed  to  persons  who  applied,  and  were 
entitled  to  apply,  for  it,  and  the  loans 
were  not  intended  as  a  gift,  but  would 
have  to  be  repaid  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  the  noble 
Duke  had  not  quite  understood  him,  and 
ho  wished  to  explain  the  point  he  had 
referred  to.  One  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  provided  that  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians might  apply  for  loans  to  purchase 
seed  subject  to  certain  conditions,  and 
one  of  the  conditions  was  the  limitation 
which  was  put  upon  the  valuation  of  the 
oocnpiers  who  got  the  loans.  Tho  re- 
payment of  the  loans  was  to  be  made  by 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  two  equal 
instalments,  and  the  specified  time  for 
the  payment  of  the  first  instalment  was 
1881,  the  second  to  be  paid  at  a  later 
date.  But  there  was  no  time  specified 
tor  the  re-paymcnt  of  the  loans  ad- 
vanced to  the  occupiers  by  tho  Boards  of 
Guardians.  He,  therefore,  feared  that 
the  occupiers  might  think  that  as  tho 
loans  were  not  to  be  repaid  to  tho  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  any  specified  time  they 
were  not  called  upon  to  repay  them;  and  ho 
thought  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  called 
to  the  notice  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
who  should  not  grant  loans  without  caro- 
fnllj  considering  whether  they  would  bo 
able  to  recover  the  money  from  tho 
occupiers. 

The  Duke  op  RICIIMOND  and 
GORDON  said,  the  point  to  which  tho 
noble  Lord  referred  did  not  come  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  but  was  a  matter 
tat  the  consideration  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  themselves. 


Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  his  point 
was  to  ask  the  Irish  Government,  when 
issuing  instructions  to  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, to  call  their  attention  to  the  lia- 
bility thoy  incurred  ;  because,  otherwise, 
tlioy  might  or  might  not  realize  the  full 
extent  of  their  liabilities. 

^lotion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly, with  the  Amendments,  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  tho  Commons. 


AHMV  —  THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES  — 
THE  EASTER  MONDAY  VOLUNTEER 
REVIEW. 

ADDRESS   FOR   A   PAPER. 

Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  moving  for  the 
despatch  of  Sir  Hope  Grant  on  Easter 
Monday  Volunteer  Reviews,  said,  he  did 
not  at  all  wish  to  urge  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  re-consider  any  step  they 
might  have  now  resolved  upon.  If  they 
had  formed  a  compact  with  the  Brighton 
Corporation  to  hold  a  field  day  at  the 
town  the  Corporation  represented  upon 
Easter  Monday,  there  would  be  but  one 
wish  among  the  friends  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces — namely,  to  secure  the  best  re- 
sults, and,  as  far  as  possible,  avert  the 
inconveniences  by  which  such  occasions 
had  been  formerly  attended.  With  a 
view  to  so  desirable  an  object,  tho  letter  of 
Sir  Hope  Grant  ought  now  to  be  exhibited. 
It  was  certain  to  suggest  lessons,  which 
everyone  who  had  in  his  charge  a  bri- 
gade, a  regiment,  or  even  a  company, 
ought  to  keep  before  him.  The  noble 
Viscount  the  Under  Secretary,  with 
singular  inaccuracy,  had  recently  ad- 
verted to  it  as  being  12  years  old.  It 
])olonged  to  the  year  1871.  It  was, 
thoroforo,  baaed  upon  the  military  les- 
sons which  tho  great  campaigns  of  1870 
had  afforded.  Nothing  had  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  Volunteer  Force,  or 
Brighton,  or  tho  Easter  Holidays,  to 
make  it  less  applicable  now  than  at  the 
time  when  it  was  issued.  He  could  not 
but  take  the  present  opportunity  of 
touching  on  an  erroneous  view  which 
seemed  to  linger  at  the  War  Office,  and 
which,  the  otlier  day,  the  Forms  of  the 
1  louse  prevented  him  from  controverting. 
It  was  assumed  by  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Under  Secretary  thnt  the  Metropoli- 
tan commanders  of  tho  Volunteer  Force 
ought  to  dictate  the  time  and  place  of 
annual  field  days,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  function  except  to  act  on 
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their  conclusions.  No  doubt,  tliat  was 
the  tendency  of  Governments ;  but,  for 
the  clearest  reasons,  it  ought  not  to  be 
so.  In  the  first  place,  the  Metropolitan 
commanders  had  no  authority  to  repre- 
sent battalions  in  the  country.  Besides 
that,  the  Force  was  not  gratuitous ;  the 
public  spent  £500,000  on  it  annu- 
ally, which  gave  an  obvious  right  to  the 
Executive  to  regulate  its  movements. 
If,  however,  the  House  more  specially 
considered  the  larger  field  days,  the 
grounds  of  interference  were  much 
stronger.  They  could  not  exist  without 
co-operation  from  the  Government.  The 
divisional  commanders,  many  briga- 
diers, and  all  the  brigade-majors  were 
furnished  by  the  State;  and  thus  the 
State  had  nothing  but  its  own  judgment 
to  defer  to,  as  to  the  conditions  it  im- 
posed, when  these  advantages  were 
f ranted.  Whatever  time  or  place  it 
isapproved  it  could  immediately  pro- 
hibit. With  these  remarks,  he  would 
move  for  the  despatch  of  Sir  Hope 
Grant,  as  he  was  quite  unable  to  antici- 
pate objections  to  producing  it. 

Moved,  That  an  humblo  Address  bo  presented 
to  Iler  Majesty  for  Copy  of  the  Despatch  of 
General  Sir  Hope  Grant  on  the  character  of 
Volunteer  Easter  Monday  field  days. — {The 
Lord  Campbell.) 

Viscount  BUEY  reminded  the  noble 
Lord  that,  as  to  the  initiation  of  these 
reviews,  from  the  earliest  days  of  the 
Volunteer  movement  the  Government 
had  allowed  the  initiative  as  to  the  place 
of  meeting  and  the  character  of  the  re- 
views to  rest  with  the  Volunteers  them- 
selves. The  Regulations  on  this  subject 
provided  that  if  any  force  exceeding  in 
the  aggregate  2,000  men  wished  to  as- 
semble for  exercise,  application  as  to 
these  should  be  made  through  the  Lords 
Lieutenant,  the  nature  of  the  intended 
reviews  to  be  stated  at  the  same  time. 
The  Government  had  no  option  but  to 
carry  out  the  Regulations,  leaving  the 
initiation  and  the  questions  as  to  the 
place  of  meeting  and  the  nature  of  the 
manoeuvres  to  the  Volunteers  them- 
selves. What  the  War  Office  had  to  do 
in  the  matter  was  perfectly  plain.  They 
had  first  to  satisfy  themselves  that  the 
illustrious  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Army 
entertained  no  insuperable  objections 
firom  a  military  point  of  view  to  the  pro- 
posed field  day ;  also  to  ascertain  that 
be  oould,  consistently  with  the  other 
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military  requirements,  detail  a  compe- 
tent officer  to  conduct  the  manoeuvres, 
and  that  he  had  at  his  disposal  a  staff 
of  competent  military  officers  to  carry 
out  the  commanding  officer's  orders. 
There  the  responsibility  of  the  War 
Office  in  the  matter  ceased.  He  must 
express  his  surprise  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  have  moved  for  one  despatch 
only,  and  not  for  the  entire  series  of 
despatches  written  by  the  gallant  offi- 
cers who  had  commanded  at  other  re- 
views since  the  inaug^ation  of  the 
Volunteer  Force.  The  omission  was 
the  more  remarkable,  as  the  despatch  in 
question  was  the  only  one  of  an  aspect 
unfavourable  to  the  Volunteers,  whereas 
the  others  all  spoke  in  high  terms  of 
their  efficiency.  Among  others  who  had 
so  reported  6f  the  Force  were  Sir  James 
Scarlett,  Lord  William  Faulet,  Sir 
Robert  Walpole,  Sir  Robert  Garrett, 
General  McCleverty,  Sir  George  Buller, 
Sir  George  Ellis,  Frince  inward  of 
Saxe- Weimar,  and  others.  Indeed,  Sir 
Hope  Grant  himself  had  spoken  in  1869 
of  the  excellent  discipline  of  the  Force 
on  occasion  of  the  field  day  at  Dover. 
He  now  wished  to  say  a  word  aa  a  Me- 
tropolitan commanding  officer  of  soxjie 
20  years'  standing.  The  noble  Lord 
who  had  moved  for  Sir  Hope  Grant's 
despatch  had  suddenly  assumed  the  atti- 
tude of  a  severe  critic  of  the  Volunteer 
movement,  and  the  other  day  had  spoken 
of  certain  fiascoes  which  he  declared  had 
occurred  on  former  Easter  Monday  field 
days,  as  if  anticipating  some  such  result 
on  Easter  Monday  next,  and  he  referred 
in  particular  to  the  meeting  of  1869  at 
Dover,  and  that  of  1871  at  Brighton. 
Now,  as  to  the  field  day  at  Dover,  the 
day  turned  out  so  exceeaingly  wet  that 
the  review  was  postponed  and  the  men 
dismissed.  Now,  what  was  likely  to  be 
the  result  of  setting  from  20,000  to 
25,000  Volunteers  loose  in  a  garrison 
town  with  nothing  to  do  and  nowhere 
to  go  to  for  shelter  but  to  the  public- 
houses?  The  alacrity  and  discipline, 
however,  which  the  men  showed  in 
getting  under  arms  aeain  for  the  reriew 
when,  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge  having  arrived,  the  bugle 
was  sounded,  were  in  themselves  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  the  criticismi  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  and  Sir  Hope  Grant  him- 
self complimented  them  on  their  con- 
duct. The  noble  Lord  had  moved  for 
Sir  Hope  Grant's  despatch  of  1871 ;  but 
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wliT  more  for  that  anfayourable  despatcli 
and  saj  nothing  about  the  favourable 
one  from  the  same  authority ,  or  the 
many  favourable  reports  of  other  com- 
manding officers  at  Easter  Monday  re- 
viewB  held  both  previously  and  subse- 
quently? To  grant  what  the  noble 
Lord  ausked  for — a  single  despatch  which 
was  unfavourable  out  of  a  bundle  of 
deepatchee  which  were  favourable — nine 
years  after  the  decision  of  Sir  Hope 
Grant  had  been  reversed  by  the  concur- 
rent testimony  of  many  other  officers, 
would  be  to  cast  what  would  certainly 
be  taken  as  a  slur,  and  a  very  undeserved 
alar,  on  a  body  which  since  the  time  re- 
ferred to  had  increased  very  much  in 
munbers,  and  still  more  in  efficiency,  and 
which  at  the  present  moment  added  to 
the  defensive  force  of  the  country 
197,400  efficient  men.  The  despatch 
which  the  noble  Lord  asked  for  had, 
like  others,  been  published  in  extenso  in 
Ths  Volunteer  Service  Gazette,  and,  in- 
deed, in  nearly  all  the  newspapers  of 
the  day,  bo  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
hardly  require  it  for  his  own  informa- 
tion, and  the  only  purpose  it  could  serve 
seemed  to  be  to  cast  a  slur  upon  the 
Volunteer  Force.  In  these  circum- 
•tanoes,  the  House  would  support  the 
Government  in  declining  to  produce  the 
despatch.     fThe  noble  Viscount  subse- 

Suently  read  the  titles  of  the  several 
espatches  as  they  appeared  in  The  Volun- 
Umr  Service  Ganette  of  February  3,  1872.] 
LoBD  CAMPBELL  said,  that  if  no 
other  noble  Lord  was  going  to  address 
the  House,  since  he  had  made  a  Motion 
which  the  Government  resisted,  he  was 
bound  to  offer  a  few  words  in  answer  to 
them.  The  noble  Viscount  had  ex- 
patiated widely  upon  topics  which  did 
not  bear  upon  the  question  of  producing 
thedespatcn.  He  had  referred  to  acertaiu 
Begolation  of  the  Volunteer  force,  No. 
99,  to  show  that  the  parades  in  question 
could  only  be  initiated  by  the  Volunteers 
themselves.  He  TLord  Camj)bell)  had 
not  attempted  to  dispute  it.  The  State, 
he  well  knew,  had  no  power,  by  a  decree 
of  any  kind,  in  time  of  peace,  to  muster 
their  battalions.  But,  almost  at  the 
same  moment,  the  noble  Viscount  had 
explained  that  no  parade  on  a  large 
scale  could  happen  without  the  previous 
sanction  of  the  illustrious  Dukt*  wlio 
had  the  chief  command  over  the  Anuy. 
It  was  the  exact  concession  which  lu* 
(Lofd  CampbeU)  wanted.    The  veto  of 


the  State  was,  therefore,  incontestable, 
while  the  proposal  to  assemble  came 
from  the  Force  itself.  So  far,  there  was 
no  diflforence  between  the  noble  Viscount 
and  himself.  That  portion  of  his  speech 
might  have  been  omitted  altogether. 
When,  however,  the  noble  Viscount 
came  to  the  real  question,  he  had  no 
argument  of  any  kind  against  producing 
the  despatch,  except  that  it  was  more 
censorious  than  several  despatches  which 
in  other  years  the  same  occasions  had 
elicited.  In  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Viscount,  an  armed  Force  ought  not  to 
be  informed  of  ita  deficiencies,  but  only 
be  allowed  to  contemplate  a  picture  of 
its  merits.  "We  cannot,"  he  insisted, 
**  produce  the  letter  of  Sir  Hope  Grant, 
imless  others  much  more  full  of  eulogy 
are  given."  It  was  a  good  principle — 
whether  or  not  one  was  convinced — to 
humour  men  in  trifles.  The  despatch  in 
question  would  not  lose  its  value  from 
any  number  which  accompanied  it.  He 
should  act  as  the  noble  Viscount  wished, 
by  withdrawing  the  Motion,  and  in  a  few 
days  renew  it,  with  the  addition  he  re- 
ferred to.  But  ho  could  not  sit  down 
without  noticing  his  charge,  that  the 
Motion  had  no  object  but  to  ''  cast  a 
slur  "  on  that  branch  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces  with  which  he  (Lord  Campbell) 
was  connected,  when  it  was  directly  cal- 
culated to  improve  and  to  assist  it.  To 
ascribe  such  a  motive  was  against  the 
Order  of  the  House,  even  if  the  imputa- 
tion were  not,  as  it  was,  an  entirely  un- 
founded one. 

Viscount  BUEY  :  I  did  not  suggest 
to  the  noble  Lord  to  move  for  anything ; 
I  merely  said  he  should  move  for  all  or 
none. 

Loud  CAMPBELL  replied,  that  he 
would  witlidraw  his  Motion  upon  the 
uuderstaiuliiig  that  ho  would  move  for 
the  despatches  on  another  occasion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
dratcn. 

House  ncljoiimcd  nt  Six  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Klovcn  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Tliunday,  26M  f\hruary,  1880. 


MIXrXKS.]  —  PiBT.ir  WuA.—  Commit ftf—Re^ 
/K^W— Indian  t:>alaricB  and  AIlowancOA*  [72]. 


Pott  Offlw 
QUESTIONS. 


[OOMHONS) 


MEDICAL  STAFF  (INDIA). 

Mb.  LTON  PLATPAIR  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true,  aa  atated  in  Indian 
papers,  that  the  GoremmeDt  of  India 
contemplates  reducing  the  present  fixed 
number  of  the  higher  gradee  (Deputy 
Surgeon  General)  of  the  Indian  Medical 
Serrice,  and  of  reserving  the  higher 
grade  (Surgeon  General)  in  each  Freei- 
dency  for  members  of  the  British  Medical 
Service  only ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is 
the  intentioB  to  offer  increased  pensions 
to  the  senior  officers  as  a  compensation 
for  the  seriouechange  which  would  thus 
be  made  in  their  prospects  7 

Me.  E.  stanhope  :  It  has  been  de- 
cided to  abolish  the  double  medical  ad- 
ministrative ataS  hitherto  maintained  in 
India,  and  irom  March  31,  1660,  the 
British  Army  Medical  Department  and 
the  India  Medical  Department  will  form 
one  Department  for  the  medical  adminis- 
tration of  the  Army  in  the  three  Pre- 
sidencies, the  surgeon -general  at  head- 
quarters in  each  Presidency  being  an 
officer  of  the  British  Army  Medical  De- 
partment. By  this  change  six  deputy 
surgeon B-general  of  the  Indian  Service 
will  be  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of 
the  new  Service,  and  the  Government  of 
India  have  offered  to  the  surgeons- 
general  and  the  deputy  aurgeona-general 
of  the  three  Armies  their  retirement  on 
the  extra  peusion  of  their  grade,  with 
an  honorary  stop  of  rank,  notwithstand- 
ing that  they  may  not  have  completed 
the  qualifying  service  for  these  pensions. 
The  number  of  retirements  ia  each  Army 
is  restricted  to  two. 

LIGUTHOUSES.    IRELAND    (\\'EST 
COAbT). 

Ms.  LEA  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  If  during  the  last  five 
years  plans  have  been  presented  for  the 
creelion  of  a  new  Lighthouse  at  Fanad 
Point,  and  also  at  other  jjlaces  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Ireland  ;  if  money  to  the 
amount  of  about  £45,000  has  accumu- 
lated towards  theso  works ;  and,  if  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  urge  upon  the  Com- 
missioners of  Irish  Lights  the  necessity 
of  proceeding  with  the  work  at  once? 

TiscousT  SANDON:  I  have  placed 
myself  in  communication  with  the  Com- 
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misatonera  of  Irioh  Lights  on  the  subject 
of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member.  In 
1875,  plans  were  submitted  by  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  sabstitution  of  gss 
lighthouses  for  the  existing  oil  light- 
houses at  Panad  Point ;  but  the  subject 
was  afterwards  postponed  by  the  Com- 
missioners, pending  the  further  develop- 
ment of  the  electric  light.  No  plans  for 
other  places  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ire- 
land have  been  presented.  Neithflr  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  nor  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  aware  of  an  aocumu- 
lation  of  £45,000,  or  of  any  other  sum, 
towards  the  works  in  qaestion.  The 
hon.  Member  will  aee  that,  having  re- 
gard to  the  circnnutances  under  which 
the  Oommissionere  have  suspended  their 
action,  it  would  be  for  them,  whenever 
they  think  fit,  rather  than  for  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  urge  the  matter ;  particu- 
larly as  the  case  is  not  one  of  no  light, 
but  only  of  the  substitution  of  one  mode 
of  illumination  for  another. 

AFOHAKISTAN— THE  WAH— OKNEKAL 
HOBEBTS'a  REPOBT. 

BiR  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
in  reference  to  a  statement  made  by  the 
"Times"  correspondent  to  hare  berai 
made  by  the  Indian  Government  that 
onlyeighty-seven  Afghans  had  been  exe- 
cuted by  the  Military  CommisaionB  at 
Cabul,  Whether  the  tabular  statement 
on  its  way  home  includes  the  execntions 
in  December  and  January,  or  ends  with 
those  of  November  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  So  fkr  as  we 
know,  the  tabular  statement  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  certainly  does  in- 
clude the  executions  in  December  and 
January. 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGBAMS-DISCLO. 
SUllE  OF  PRIVATE  TELEQBAMS. 
LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHUHCHILL 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
ho  is  aware  that  the  purport  and  sub- 
stance of  the  contents  of  certain  privats 
telegrams,  handed  in  at  the  Dublm  head 
office,  appeared  in  two  cases  shortly  aft^, 
and  in  one  immediately  after,  the  day  of 
despatch,  in  the  London  correeponilence 
of  the  "  Freeman's  Journal,"  purporting 
to  come  by  Freeman  private  wire  :  No. 
1.  A  message  from  the  Secretarieaof  the 
Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Ite]ief  Fund 
to  the  Editors  of  the  "  Times"  and  other 
London  journals,    sent   on   the    34th 
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Jannaiy.  No.  2.  A  message  from  Lord 
B.  Churchill  to  Leonard  Jerome,  esquire, 
New  York,  sent  on  the  6th  Febrirary. 
No.  3.  A  message  from  Secretaries  of 
Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Irish  Eelief 
Fund  to  the  Mayors  of  Adelaide  and 
other  large  towns  in  Australia,  sent  on 
the  9th  February ;  whether  the  Post 
Office  authorities  propose  to  make  in- 
quiry as  to  how  tne  contents  of  those 
telegrams  were  procured  by,  and  per- 
mitted to  appear  in,  that  newspaper ; 
and,  whether  any  measures  will  be 
adopted  to  secure  in  the  future  that  pri- 
Ta{e  telegrams  shall  not  be  disclosed  in 
the  interests  of  any  journal  ? 

Major  NOLAN  :  I  also  beg  to  put  a 
Question  on  the  same  subject  on  behalf 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  Gray).  I  beg  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock, 
If  he  would  quote  in  full  the  precise  pas- 
sages from  the  London  correspondence 
of  the  "  Freeman's  Journal "  to  which 
he  refers  in  the  Question  to  the  Post- 
master General  ? 

LoED  EANDOLPn  CHUECHILL : 
I  shall  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
by  reading  long  extracts  from  news- 
papers. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man will  find  the  first  in  the  impression 
of  the  24th  of  January,  on  the  5tli  page, 
7th  column,  and  1st  paragraph;  the 
second  in  the  impression  of  7th  of  Feb- 
ruary, at  the  5th  X)age,  8th  coluuiu,  and 
29t]i  line,  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph ; 
and  the  third  in  the  impression  of  the 
10th  of  February,  at  tlie  6th  page,  -Ith 
column,  and  6th  paragraph. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  :  In  answer 
to  my  noble  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that 
I  am  aware  that  the  purport  and  sub- 
stance of  certain  telegrams  handled  in  at 
the  Dublin  head  office  appeared  in  the 
**  London  Correspondence  "  of  The  Free- 
«i«fi'«  Journal,  purporting  to  como  to 
Dublin  by  The  Freeman^s  special  wiro. 
Strict  inquiry  has  been  made  ;  but  there 
is  no  proof  of  any  wilful  broach  of  con- 
fidence on  the  part  of  any  of  the  Post 
Office  clerks.  Every  effort  is  made,  and 
will  continue  to  be  made,  to  prevent  tlio 
disclosure  of  the  contents  of  telegrams. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— TlIK  ZULU  WAU- 
GENERAL  CUEALOCKS  liKPOUT, 

Bib  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  the 
Secretaxyof  State  for  the  Colonios,  Wlio- 
thar  tha  Beport  of  General   Croalock 


upon  the  operations  of  the  First  Division 
in  the  Zulu  War  was  not  forwarded 
home  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  last  sum- 
mer ;  whether  such  Report  was  not 
printed,  with  maps  attached,  last  autumn ; 
and,  if  so,  why  the  Ileport  and  maps 
were  excluded  from  recent  Papers,  and, 
in  fact,  suppressed,  until  a  Question  was 
asked  in  the  House;  and,  whether  he 
can  p^ve  a  date  before  which  the  Report 
and  maps  will  be  issued  to  Members,  in 
pursuance  of  the  promise  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
General  Crealock's  Eeport  was  duly  for- 
warded home  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley, 
and  was  received  in  this  country  last 
autumn.  Being  vory  voluminous,  it  was 
printed  at  the  time  for  the  use  of  the 
War  Office,  and,  being  so  printed,  was 
marked  **  Confidential."  A  copy  was 
forwarded  to  the  Colonial  Office,  from 
which,  by  mistake,  the  word  '*  Confi- 
dential "  had  not  been  erased.  I  had 
arranged  last  spring  with  my  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Stanley), 
that  if  among  the  Papers  forwarded  by 
him  to  the  Colonial  OlQ&ce  there  wore 
any  which,  in  his  opinion,  should  not  be 
published,  they  should  be  marked  '*  Con- 
fidential ; "  because,  being  the  channel 
through  which  despatches  to  the  War 
Office  were  presented  to  Parliament,  I 
had  often  felt  a  difficulty  in  deciding 
whether  Papers  of  a  professional  or 
technical  character  were  fit  for  publica- 
tion or  not.  Therefore,  as  this  Keport 
was  so  marked,  of  courstj  I  did  not  pub- 
lish it.  I  trust  the  hon.  Member  will 
ft;el,  after  this  explanation,  that  his  use 
of  the  word  **  suppression  "  has  not  been 
justified.  The  printers  inform  me  that 
the  Report  will  be  published  in  a  week. 

FUAUDS  IJY  FIDUCrAKY  ACiKNTS— 
LE(iISLATlUN. 

Mk.  BURT  askcnl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Homo  Di'partmcnt,  If  it  is 
thu  intention  of  the  Govemnient  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  this  Session  to  <h*al  with 
frauds  by  fiduciary  ojj^(.*nts,  such  a  mea- 
sure having  been  promised  as  far  ]>ack 
as  Marcli  IhTHy 

TiiK  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  H(»lkkk),  in  reply,  said,  that  if  a 
Bill  dealing  witli  the  subject  referred  to 
by  the  hou.  Gentleman  were  introduced 
this  Session  there  would  be  little  likeli- 
hood of  its  passing  into  law,  so  many  Bills 
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having  already  been  brouglit  forward.  In 
these  circumstances,  it  would  be  better 
for  the  Government  to  postpone  intro- 
ducing a  measure  of  the  character  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Member  until  the 
next  Parliament. 

EGYPTIAN  AFFAIRS. 

Mr.  W.  CAETWEIGHT  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  K  there  is 
any  foundation  for  the  report  that  Sir 
Rivers  Wilson  is  likely  to  return  to 
Egypt  with  the  view  of  assuming  offi- 
cial duties  in  that  country ;  if  this  be 
the  case,  then  whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  nature  of  the  duties  Sir 
Kivers  Wilson  is  to  assume;  whether 
the  appointment  in  contemplation  is  to 
be  of  new  creation  in  addition  to  the 
appointments  instituted  last  year  for  in- 
suring the  Anglo-French  control  then 
established;  and,  whether,  on  accept- 
ance of  this  post,  Sir  Bivers  Wilson  is 
to  sever  all  connection  with  the  British 
Civil  Service,  or  whether  an  arrange- 
ment is  under  consideration  whereby 
while  acting  officially  in  Egypt  he  wiU 
be  permitted  to  retain  a  right  to  rank  as 
a  member  of  the  British  (Svil  Service  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Negotiations  are  in  progress 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  Commis- 
sion of  Liquidation  ;  but  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion on  the  subject. 

THE  CHARITY  COMMISSION— SITTINGS 
OF  THE  BOARD. 

Mb.  PEMBERTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
What  are  the  dates  and  duration  of  the 
vacations  observed  at  the  office  of  the 
Charity  Commission ;  and,  whether  such 
vacations  are  regulated  by  any  and  what 
Act  of  Parliament,  or,  if  not  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  then  by  what  other 
authority  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
sittings  of  the  Board  are  suspended 
during  a  recess  commencing  about 
August  20,  and  lasting  until  an  early 
day  in  October.  The  Office  is  open  and 
ordinary  business  is  transacted  on  every 
day  in  the  year,  except  Sundays,  Good 
Friday,  the  Monday  and  Tuesday  in 
Easter  week  and  Whit  week,  Christmas 
Day,  and  the  two  working  days  next 
following.      This   arrangement   is    not 

1^0  Attorney  General 


by  statute,  but  is  made  by  the  Commis- 
sioners themselTeSy  and  isi  I  believe,  in 
accordance  with  the  usages  of  oUier 
Offices  of  a  similar  character. 


PARLIAMENTARY  AND  MUNICIPAL 
REGISTRATION  ACT,  1878  (41  ft  42 
Vict.  c.  26,  b.  6). 

Me.  chamberlain  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  has  addressed  a  Oir- 
oular  to  the  Vestry  Olerks  of  the  Metro- 
polis with  reference  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  41  and  42  Vic.  o.  26,  s.  5,  en- 
franchising separate  occupiers  of  parts 
of  houses  ;  ana,  if  so,  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  laying  this  Oircular, 
and  the  replies  of  the  Yestir  Glerks 
thereto,  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GBOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  in  oonsequenoe  of  a  Ques- 
tion from  the  hon.  Gentleman  last  Ses- 
sion that  he  had  issued  a  Oiroular.  The 
Circular  did  not  express,  nor  was  it  in- 
tended to  express,  any  opinion  as  to 
what  the  state  of  the  law  was.  Many 
replies  had  been  reoeived.  Thej  were 
very  voluminous ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wished  to  see  them  he  should  be 
happy  to  show  them  to  him. 


SELECT  COMMirTEE  ON  WINE 
DUTIES— THE  REPORT. 

Mb.  0.  M.  PALMER  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  referenoe 
to  the  Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
last  year  on  Wine  Duties,  Whether  he 
is  prepared  to  accept,  in  a  greater  or 
lesser  degree,  the  recommendation  of 
that  Beport,  provided  wine-growing 
countries  are  disposed  to  look  to  modi- 
fications of  their  tariflEs on Britishgoods? 

The  OHANCELLOB  of  ths  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  To  a  Question  of  this  sort  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  it  ia  obvious 
that  I  can  give  no  further  answer  than 
that  the  matter  is  at  present  under  con* 
sideration. 


CO^IPANIES  ACT,  1879— JOINT    STOCK 

BANKS. 

Mr.  HEYQATE  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  state  to  the 
House  what  number  of  Joint  Stock 
Banks  have  announced  their  intention 
of  registering  under  the  Act  of  lait  Ses- 
sion;   and,    whether    Her     M^jeslj'a 
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Ooremment  contemplate  any  further 
legislation  with  reference  to  the  liability 
of  Joint  Stock  Banks. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  not  in  possession  offici- 
ally  of  any  information  as  to  the  number 
of  Joint  Stock  Banks  that  have  an- 
nonnced  their  intention  of  adopting  the 
Act.  But  I  have  received  an  intimation 
upon  which,  I  believe,  I  can  rely,  and 
from  which  I  learn  that  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  22  English  unlimited 
liability  banks  have  decided  to  register 
under  the  Act.  The  paid-up  capital  of 
these  banks  amounts  to  £11,000,000, 
and  the  total  paid-up  capital  in  English 
unlimited  liability  oanks  amounts  to 
£20,800,000  ;  so  more  than  half  of  these 
banks  have  decided  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  Act  of  last  Session.  It  is  not  at 
present  in  the  contemplation  of  the  Go- 
Temment  to  propose  any  fresh  legisla- 
tion with  reference  to  the  liability  of 
Joint  Stock  Banks  ? 

SOUTH   AFBICA— THE   ZULU  WAR— 
THE  FIELD  OF  ISANDHLWANA. 

Mb.  a.  M'ARTHUR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
published  in  the  "  Natal  Witness ''  of 
January  4th,  in  which  the  writer,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Bale,  states  that  on  recently 
visiting  the  battle  field  of  Isandhlwana 
he  was  horrified  to  find,  for  two  miles, 
the  dead  bodies  of  numbers  of  the 
English  force  either  lying  unburied,  or 
10  imperfectly  buried  that  their  remains 
were  exposed  to  view  ;  whether  his  at- 
tention has  also  boon  called  to  another 
letter  from  the  same  writer,  published 
in  the  "Natal  Colonist''  of  January 
10th,  in  which  he  states  that  the  Chief 
Hlnbi  men  have  found  at  a  kraal  near 
Isandhlwana  the  remains  of  a  number 
of  atddiers  of  the  24th  regiment ;  and, 
if  these  reports  should  od  inquiry  prove 
to  be  correct,  whether  he  will  take  iui- 
nediate  steps  to  secure  for  the  unbuiiod 
deed,  wherever  they  may  be  found,  do- 
cent  interment  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BR\Cn : 
I  have  not  seen  the  reports  which  the 
hoo.  Member  has  quoted;  but  I  have 
written  by  to-day's  mail  to  Natal  to  make 
iaqniry  on  the  subject.  If  they  are 
eoneet,  I  do  not  doubt  that  steps  have 
■Iroedj  been  taken  for  the  decent  inter- 
of  ABj  bodies  left  unburied.   But  I 
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cannot  think  that  they  are  correct ;  for  in 
a  despatch  received  early  last  July,  and 
published  at  that  time,  the  hon.  Member 
will  find  an  account  of  the  steps  that 
had  been  taken  for  the  interment  of  those 
who  fell  at  Isandhlwana.  The  bodies 
of  the  soldiers  of  the  24th  Regiment 
were  left,  at  the  request,  I  think,  of  the 
Colonel  of  the  regiment,  to  be  buried  by 
their  comrades,  a  party  of  whom  were, 
I  believe,  subsequently  engaged  for  a 
fortnight  in  this  work.  I  have  heard 
from  a  gentleman  connected  with  the 
War  Oflfice,  who  went  out  to  Natal  last 
^summer  on  an  official  mission,  that  he 
visited  Isandhlwana  about  the  end  of  Oc- 
tober, and  rode  all  over  the  field  of 
battle  with  the  express  object  of  seeing 
whether  the  dead  were  properly  buried, 
as  General  Clifford  had  asked  him  to  do 
so.  He  saw  no  unburied  bodies.  As  the 
grass  was  then  short,  he  must  have  seen 
them  if  there  were  any;  and,  in  his 
opinion,  the  interment  had  been  pro- 
perly carried  out. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES— THE 
DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be  the  fact 
that  the  Committee  on  the  Corps  of 
Royal  Marines  contains,  besides  the  two 
members  of  the  Marine  Office  acknow- 
ledged by  him,  an  officer  formerly  in  the 
Marine  Office,  also  an  officer  who  was 
twice  promoted  out  of  his  turn,  also  an 
officer  to  act  as  secretary  who  is  or  was 
employed  on  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral's 
work  for  the  Marine  Office,  while  the 
two  other  Marine  officers  are  only  of  the 
rank  of  captain  ;  if  he  had  that  informa- 
tion before  him  when  he  stated  that 
Marine  Office  views  are  represented  on 
the  Committee  by  only  two  out  of  eight ; 
and,  if  ho  will  inform  the  House  what 
subjects  have  been  submitted  to  that 
Coinmitteo,  or,  at  least,  whether  officers' 
grievances  form  one  of  these  subjects  ? 

Mk.  W.  II.  SMITH:  The  Depart- 
mental  Committee  on  the  corns  of  Royal 
Marines  consists  of  officers  wnose  names 
I  will  read  to  the  House.  The  officers 
forming  the  Committee  are  Sir  Astley 
Cooper  Key,  the  First  Naval  Lord ; 
Major  General  Adair,  D.A.G. ;  Major 
General  Williams,  who  from  1867  to 
1872  held  the  office  of  Assistant  Adju« 
taut  General,  and  has  since  been  Colonel 
Commandant,  R.M.A. ;  Major  General 
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Pym,  who  by  different  Boards  of  Admi- 
ralty waspromoted  for  good  service ; 
Captain   Hopfeina,   E.N. ;    Colonel    Sir 

F.  Worgan  Festing,  the  present  Assistant 
Adjutant  General;  and  Captains  "Way, 
E.M.L.l,,  andPoore,  RM.A. ;  who  were 
designated  by  the  Commandants  of  their 
respective  Divisions.  Major  Blake,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Committee,  has  been 
employed  on  Judge  Advocate  General's 
work  for  some  years.  These  facts  are 
qiaite  consistent  with  my  answer  to  th(> 
hon.  Member's  former  Question.  The 
hon.  Member  asked  me  if  the  Committee^ 
conaists  almost  esclueively  of  pereone 
connected  with  the  Marine  Office  ?  Two 
members  only  are  at  present  connected 
with  that  Offiue,  and  a  third  was  con- 
nected with  it  eight  years  ago.  I  do  not 
think  it  right  at  present  to  state  what 
questions  have  been  referred  to  the 
Committee. 

ARMT— VOLUNTAHr  EETIEEMENT  OF 
OFFICERS. 

ViscouKT  LEWISHAM  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
anything,  and  if  so  what,  has  been  de- 
cided with  reference  to  the  voluntary  re- 
tirement of  Officers  in  respect  to  the 
reckoning  of  time  of  service  before  the 
age  of  twenty  and  when  on  half-pay 
service? 

Colonel  STANLEY  :  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  upon  the 
service  of  young  officers  have  been  em- 
bodied in  a  Warrant  which  has  been 
already  approved  and  acted  on,  and  will 
be  published  in  the  Army  Circulars  of 
March.  The  Warrant  bears  date  the 
5th  of  February. 

INDIA  OFFICE— SHIPPISQ  CONTEACTS. 
Mr.  PTJLESTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  can  produce  copies  of  all  contracts 
entered  into  by  the  India  Office  for  the 
carriage  of  Bailway  materials  to  India 
in  shipments  of  over  one  thousand  tons 
since  the  10th  March  last,  with  particu- 
lars or  copies  of  any  advertisements  in- 
viting tenders  for  the  carriage  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  Eailway  materials ; 
and,  when  the  Beport  with  reference  to 
the  carriage  of  Eailway  materials  to 
India,  a  copy  of  which  was  promised  on 
the  10th  March  last  to  be  fiimished  to 
the  House  by  him,  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  P  ^ 

Mr.  JF.  S.  Smith 
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Mb.  E.  STANHOFE  :  We  have  no 
desire  to  withhold  any  information  which 
can  projperly  be  given ;  but  to  produce 
copies  of  our  oontracta  for  freight  Toold 
be  injurious  to  the  public  interest,  and 
possibly  also  to  some  of  the  contracting 
shippers.  No  private  firm  would  dis- 
close its  contracts  under  similar  drctun- 
stances  ;  and  I  beUeve  that  no  Gorem- 
ment  Department  publishes  the  details 
of  its  contracts.  As  regards  Qie  De- 
partmental Beport  on  freight  to  India, 
it  is  quite  true  that  in  promising  an  in- 
quiry last  year  I  did  say  that  the  Beport 
would  be  laid  upon  the  Table ;  tint 
when  the  inquiry  was  made  it  waa  found 
that  part,  at  least,  of  the  evidence  could 
only  be  obtained  under  a  promise  of 
aecrecy,  and  it  would  be,  therefore,  im> 
possible  to  produce  it, 

Mr.  £.  JESKINa  wished  to  know 
if  the  Beport  in  question  implicated  any 
official  at  the  India  Office,  or  otherwise, 
and  if  that  was  the  reason  why  it  was 
held  back  ? 

Mn.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  think  it  wiU 
be  obvious  to  the  House  that  if  I  am 
unable  to  produce  the  document,  it  is 
not  likely  I  can  give  the  Hooae  the  con- 
tents of  it.       

Ma.  E.  JENXIN8  said,  that  as  the 
Beport  had  not  been  presented,  he  would 
call  attention  to  the  djBoueaion  whidt  had 
taken  place  last  year,  and  more  for  the 
Papers. 


Mn.  FITLESTDN  asked  the  Undn 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afliiin, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  iofoima- 
tion  as  to  the  annexation  of  Medina  to 
Liberia ;  and,  if  it  be  a  iaot,  whether  he 
can  give  the  House  the  terms  of  such 
acquisition,  and  how  far  it  may  affect 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  Siena  Leone 
and  the  Sherbro? 

Me.  BOUBKE  :  No,  Sir.  The  intel- 
ligence as  to  the  annexation  of  Medina 
by  Liberia  has  not  reached  the  FonJaii 
Office. 


INDIA— INDIGO  CULTIVATtON  Df 
BEHAB. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
following  passage  in  a  late  Bqport  or 
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ution  of  Sir  Ashley  Eden,  the 
Bnant  Oovemor  of  Bengal : — 

le  attention  of  GoTomment  was  especially 
dnrinff  the  year  to  the  abuses  which  had 
lUowea  to  grow  up  in  connection  with 
(mltiration  in  B^iar.    A  Heport  sub- 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Patna  conclu- 
■howed  that  the  system,  as  it  existed,  in- 
■n  ftmoont  of  lawlessness  and  oppression, 
Mdly  in  the  shape  of  extorted  agreements 
iTftte  and  of  seizure  of  ploughs  and  cattle, 
could  not  be  tolerated  ;** 

irhether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
Report  of  the  CommiBsioner  of  the 
i  district  referred  to,  and  the  Be- 
ef his  subordinate  magistrate  col- 
s  of  Mozaffarpur,  Durbhaca,  Sarun, 
Inunparan,  on  which  the  Beport  of 
ommissioner  of  the  Patna  division 
«sed? 

^  E.  STANHOPE :  Although  we 
oearched  for  it,  we  have  not  been 
to  find  the  passage  referred  to  by 
on.  Member.  Perhaps  he  will  be 
enough  to  send  me  a  reference 


AFGHAOTSTAN. 

i  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
/hanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
now  that  the  Belief  of  Distress 
md)  Bill  has  passed,  he  will  give  a 
yr  the  discussion  of  the  Affairs  of 
miitan  which  was  postponed  at  his 
«t? 

B  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
B :  I  am  sorry  that  it  is  quite  out 
f  power  to  make  any  promise  at 
ot  of  a  day  for  any  subject  of  this 
cter.  We  have  a  great  deal  of 
lets  that  must  necessarily  bo  got 
gh  within  a  limited  time.  There 
le  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  and 
amber  of  men  that  must  bo  voted 
»  foundation  for  the  continuance  of 
Hutiny  Bill.  We  have  financial 
axes  that  are  pressing  in  point  of 
and  there  is  other  Business  before 
loose  which  renders  it  imx>ossiblo 
ne    to    promise    any    day    before 

IT. 

WAY  SERVANTS— COMPENSATION 
FOR  INJURY. 

t.  MTTNDELLA  asked  the  Chair- 
of  Ways  and  Means,  Wliether, 
iew  of  the  fact  that  the  Govem- 
has  introduced  a  Bill  in  the 
*  Honse  of  Parliament  dealing 
tte  whcde  question  of  the  liability 
Dfloyen  to  their  servants  in  cases 


of  injury  resulting  from  negligence,  he 
proposes  to  proceed  with  his  Motion  on 
Friday  with  reference  to  railway  em- 
ployes only  ? 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  intended  to 
proceed  with  his  Motion,  if  he  could. 
The  Motion  dealt  with  a  subject  which 
could  be  conveniently  separated  from  the 
general  question  of  the  liability  of  em- 
ployers. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Speaker 
whether  it  would  be  in  Order  to  discuss 
a  Motion  on  a  subject  in  connection  with 
which  there  was  a  Bill  before  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  could  not 
give  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  a 
definite  answer  to  his  Question  until  he 
had  examined  the  Motion  and  the  Bill 
to  which  it  related. 

MERCHANT   SHIPPING— GRAIN 
CARGOES.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  PLIMSOLL  rose  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  a  course  which, 
he  said,  he  would  not  have  taken  if  the 
Question  he  had  handed  in  on  the  pre- 
vious night  had  found  its  way  into  the 
Order  Paper.  He  had,  however,  been 
told  that  it  was  informal,  and  he,  con- 
sequently, had  no  resource  but  to  appeal 
to  tho  House.  On  Tuesday  evening  last 
the  noble  Lord  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  dealing  with  some 
16  ships  which  he  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  had 
spoken  of  as  having  been  grain-laden 
and  subsequently  lost,  very  summarily 
disposed  of  tho  first  four  named  by 
obsorvinff  that  two  of  them  were  not 
grain-laden  but  had  mixed  cargoes,  and 
that  the  two  others  had  general  cargoes. 
That  statement  of  tho  noble  Lord  had 
astonished  him,  as  he  had  taken  pains 
to  procure  accurate  information  on  the 
subiect.  But,  after  what  fell  from  the 
noble  Lord,  ho  had  made  further  in- 
quiries, and  he  had  obtained  copious 
extracts  from  the  manifests  of  the  ships 
lodged  at  the  ports  of  shipping.  He 
found  that  in  the  case  of  the  Surhiton 
there  were  295  tierces  of  canned  goods, 
and  22  tons  of  bacon ;  but  there  were 
also  50,000  bushels  of  wheat,  equal  to 
1,250  tons.  On  board  the  Zantihar  there 
were  2,793  barrels  and  6,753  sacks  of 
flour,  as  well  as  1,260  bags  of  oatmeal, 
making  in  all  1,093  tons,  while  there 
were  47,000  bushels  of  wheat,  weighing 
1,175  tons.  The  Hovmt  carried  1,609 
barrels  of  apples,  35,990  lb.  of  baoon, 
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5,000  lb.  of  butter,  1,288  lb.  of  oheeae, 
and  286,500  lb.  of  lard,  making  in  all 
299  tons ;  while  she  had  on  board  43,642 
bushels  of  wheat,  weighing  1,091  tons. 
The  Bernina  carried  stearine,  bacon, 
cheese,  hams,  lard,  cottonseed-cake, 
barrel  flour,  flour  in  sacks,  pork,  and 
canned  goods  to  the  amount  of  342  tons; 
but  she  had  on  board  4,000  bushels  of 
Indian  corn  and  62,650  bushels  of  wheat, 
making  1,666  tons.  That  being  so,  he 
would  ask  the  House  whether  he  was 
not  justified  in  speaking  of  those  ships 
as  corn-laden  vessels,  and  what  it 
thought  of  the  candour  of  the  reply 
which  had  been  put  into  the  mouth  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
which  he  objected  to  these  vessels  as 
having  been  improperly  described  ?  He 
wanted  to  take  that  opportunity  to  state 
that  in  1875,  1876,  and  previously,  the 
officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  sup- 

Slied  information  through  the  Presi- 
ents  which  was  totally  inaccurate. 
[*' Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
now  referring  to  a  discussion  which  took 
place  the  other  evening  on  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon),  and  to  a  Bill  which 
the  hon.  Member  introduced  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  Session.  The  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware  that  to  refer  to 
debates  that  have  taken  place  during 
the  current  Session  is  irregular.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  is  now  taking  is  quite  irregular, 
and  is  not  covered  by  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mr.  PLIMSOLL  :  I  at  once  defer  to 
your  decision,  Sir. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  I  wish 
to  ask  a  Question  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  the  Member  for  West- 
minster, of  which  I  have  not  eiven  him 
private  Notice,  but  which  is  of  a  nature 
than  can  be  answered  without.  I  ob- 
serve in  this  morning's  papers  a  para- 
graph authorized  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  (Mr.  PlimsoU),  in  which  he 
says  he  has  good  ground  for  believing 
that  the  blocking  Notice  to  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  (Grain  Cargoes)  Bill, 
about  which  there  has  been  so  much 
discussion,  was  put  upon  the  Paper 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Westminster  and 
file  hon.  Member  for  Guildford.  I  think 
it  is  only  right  I  should  ask  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Westminater 

Mr.  PUmBoll 


whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  that 
belief  ? 

Sib  OHABLES  BUSSELL  :  I  have 
in  my  pocket  a  letter  on  the  subject 
which  I  intended  to  send  to  7!l#  TVmm  ; 
but  as  a  Question  has  been  put  to  me 
with  respect  to  it,  I  beg  to  say  that 
there  is  no  foundation  whatsoever  for 
the  statement  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
refers. 


PARLIAMENT— ORDER— VISCOUNT 
CA8TLEREAGH. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  :  I  wish  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Oounty  Down  (Yiscount  Castlereaffh),  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  iHotice, 
and,  as  I  may  have  a  few  words  to  say  in 
explanation  of  that  Question,  I  intend  to 
conclude  with  a  Motion.  It  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  a  few 
days  ago  the  noble  Lord  made  a  personal 
explanation  from  his  place  in  this  House. 
The  explanation  was  delivered  in  an 
audible  tone,  and  I  believe  was  fully 
heard  by  all  the  Members  in  the  House. 
Immediately  the  noble  Lord  sat  down, 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  the 
Badnor  Burghs  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  got  up  and  made  an  explanation 
in  which— -[**  Order,  order!"]— 

Mb.  SPEA  KEB  ;  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  appears  to  me  to  be  taking 
precisely  the  same  course  as  that  whicn 
was  taken  a  short  time  ago  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll),  and 
from  which  that  hon.  Member,  on  my 
calling  attention  to  its  irregularity,  de- 
sisted. The  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  as 
I  understand  him,  proposes  to  refer  to 
what  took  place  in  this  House  in  debate 
during  the  current  Session  of  Parliament. 
That  proceeding  is  irregular.     He  also 

S reposes  to  BjSk  the  noble  Lord  the 
[ember  for  Oounty  Down  QuestionB  not 
referring  to  any  Bill  or  Motion  before 
the  House,  That  also  is  irregular. 
These  irregularities  are  not  covered  by 
a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  BIGGAB:  Just  to  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir.  My  Question  is  not  upon 
what  the  noble  Lord  said  in  debate,  out 
what  he  is  reported  in  The  Timet  news- 
paper to  have  said.    What  I  wish  to 

point  out  to  Mr.  Speaker  is [*'  Order, 

order !  'n" 

Mb.  gpEAXEB :  The  hon.  Mcnibar 
has  stated  distinctly  that  he  is  gomg  to 
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ask  certain  Qaestions  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  County  Down.  Those 
Questions,  having  no  refer enoe  to  any  Bill 
or  Motion  before  the  House,  cannot, 
under  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House, 
be  put. 

Mr.  CALLAN:  As  one  interested, 
and  who  took  an  active  part  in  the 
oonnty  of  Down  election,  I  do  hope  and 
trast  that  the  House  will  accord  its  in- 
dulgence to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cay  an 
— £*•  No,  no !  "] — because  the  matter  in- 
Tolves  the  honour— [**  Oh,  oh !  "] 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  CaTan,  or  any  other  hon.  Member, 
desires  to  bring  before  the  House  the 
conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  County  Down,  he  should  do  it  by  a 
Motion.  It  cannot  be  permitted  that  the 
proceedings  of  this  House  should  be 
interrupted  by  Questions  of  this  irre- 
gular character. 

Mb.  BIQGAR  :  WeU,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
giro  Notice  that  on  going  into  Committee 
of  8upply  I  will,  on  the  first  opportunity, 
call  attention  to  this  matter,  and  ask  the 
BoUe  Lord  a  Question. 

MOTIONS. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER moved— 

"  That  tho  Orders  of  tho  Day  be  postponed 
atil  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  relating  t^i  tho 
Biuuiets  of  the  House  (Order  in  Debate)/* 

Ma.  SHAW  asked  the  Chauccllor  of 
the  Exchequer  what  course  he  intended 
to  pursue  with  regard  to  his  Resolution? 
He  hoped  the  debate  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion ought  terminate  that  night ;  and  in 
that  ease,  he  wished  to  know  whether  tlie 
Beeolution  would  then  be  considered  in 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  so 
that  the  Amendments  which  were  on  the 
Fkper,  manj  of  which  were  Amendmonts 
of  words,  could  bo  considered?  This 
eonrae  would  save  considerable  time,  and 
enable  the  (jk>yommeut  to  give  explana- 
tiooa  on  points  not  possible  to  be  dis- 
auMd  in  the  House.  He  was  sure  tlie 
Motion  would  be  put  in  such  a  form  as 
would  enable  the  Amendments  to  be 
mored* 

Tbm  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  aaid,  he  apprehended  that  the 
Beeolution  would  be  moved  in  the  Whole 
Home.    He  did  not  see  how  they  could 


be  conyenienily  moved  in  Committee. 
Of  course,  it  was  open  to  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  move  any  Amendment  he 
might  please,  and  he  supposed  that 
Amendments  would  be  moved  at  various 
stages,  one  after  the  other,  in  the  regular 
manner. 

Mr.  SHAW  asked  whether,  after  a 
decision  was  come  to  on  the  Main 
Question,  it  would  be  competent  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  presume  it  will  be 
the  wish  of  the  House  that  the  Amend- 
ments should  be  taken  in  succession  in 
the  order  in  which  they  stand  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  May  I  ask  if  the 
Question  is  put  on  the  first  Amend- 
ment, ''That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
and  decided  in  the  negative,  will  not 
that  preclude  any  subsequent  Amend- 
ments ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  I  wish  to 
state  I  shall  not  put  the  Question  in  that 
form.  If  it  were  so  put,  any  subsequent 
Amendment  would,  of  course,  be  ex- 
cluded. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Orderedy  That  the  Orderfl  of  tho  Day  be  jMst- 
poncd  until  after  the  Notice  of  ^lotion  relating 
to  the  Biutiness  of  tho  House  (Order  in  Debate). 
— (J/r.  ChanctUor  of  tho  Exchequer.) 

PA  RTJ AM  ENT  — BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOl\SE  (ORDER  IN  DEBATE.) 

RESOLUTIONS. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER rose  to  move  the  following  Re- 
solutions : — 

**  (1.)  That,  whenever  any  Member  nhall  have 
been  named  by  the  »Spfaker,  or  by  llie  Chair- 
man of  u  Committee  of  thu  whole  House,  uh 
disn^^rdiug  tlio  authority  of  the  Chair,  or 
abusinff  the  Rulert  of  the  llouso  by  iHr»iHtentIy 
and  wilfully  obstructing;  tho  buHinfMd  of  the 
House,  or  otherwisi',  then,  if  tho  offence  has 
been  conmiitted  in  tho  Houho,  tlio  S|)eakcr  tdiuU 
forthwith  put  tho  question,  on  a  Motion  bein^ 
made,  no  amendment,  adjoui-nmeut,  or  debate 
bein^  alloweil,  *Thut  tiuch  Member  Ik)  hua- 
ponde4l  from  thn  service  of  the  Houso  during  tho 
remainder  of  that  day's  sitting  ;*  and,  if  the 
otl'encL'  lias  been  committed  in  a  Ctinuuittco  of 
the  wholo  H<»use,  the  Chairman  shall,  (m  a 
Motion  being  madt>,  put  the  Kimo  (piestion  in  a 
similar  way,  and  if  tho  Motion  is  carrii*d  shall 
forthwith  suspend  tho  proceedings  of  tho  Com- 
mittoo   and    report    tho   circumstunco    to  the 
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House;  and  the  Speaker  shall  thereupon  put 
the  same  question,  without  amendment,  adjourn- 
ment, or  debate,  as  if  the  offence  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  House  itself.  If  any  Member  be 
suspended  three  times  in  one  Session,  under  this 
Order,  his  suspension  on  the  third  occasion  shall 
continue  for  one  week,  and  until  a  Motion  has 
been  made,  upon  which  it  shall  be  decided,  at 
one  sitting,  by  the  House,  whether  the  suspen- 
sion shall  then  cease,  or  for  what  longer  period 
it  shall  continue ;  and,  on  the  occasion  of  such 
Motion,  the  Member  may,  if  he  desires  it,  be 
heard  in  his  place.  f2.)  That  this  be  a  Standing* 
Order  of  the  House.'* 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said:  In 
moving  the  Kesolutions  which  I  have 
placed  on  the  Paper,  it  will  be  my  object 
to  detain  the  House  for  as  short  a  period 
as  I  can.  I  will  also  endeavour,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  avoid  anything  of  an  irri- 
tating or  contentious  character.  I  ap- 
prehend it  will  be  generally  admitted 
that  no  Assembly  in  the  world  can  con- 
duct its  business  unless  it  has  Kules  for 
the  conduct  of  business  and  observes 
those  Bules ;  and  the  larger  the  Assem- 
bly, the  more  miscellaneous  the  character 
of  the  views  of  those  who  compose  it, 
and  the  greater  and  the  more  various 
the  amount  of  the  business  it  has  to 
transact,  the  more  important  is  it  that  it 
should  have,  and  observe,  a  fixed  set  of 
Bules  for  its  proceedings.  Now  Bules, 
of  course,  imply  some  restriction  on  the 
liberty  of  those  who  take  part  in  debate. 
But  I  venture  to  saj  that  there  is  no 
Assembly  in  the  world  which,  in  pro- 
portion to  its  size  and  the  multiplicity 
and  importance  of  the  subjects  with 
which  it  has  to  deal,  has  so  few  restric- 
tions placed  upon  the  freedom  of  discus- 
sion as  this  House  of  Commons.  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  by  attempting  to 
enlarge  on  the  magnitude  of  the  task 
which  it  has  to  discharge.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that  it  has,  in  the  first 
place,  the  important  duty  of  voting  the 
Supplies  and  criticizing  the  Estimates 
which  are  presented  by  the  Government. 
We  know  also  that  it  has,  in  addition,  a 
large  amount  of  legislation,  both  public 
and  private,  to  conduct.  It  is  also  one 
of  the  greatest  duties  and  privileges  of 
this  House  to  discuss  everything  that 
comes  under  the  description  of  a  griev- 
ance ;  and  under  this  description  we  now 
find  that  almost  every  matter  that  inter- 
ests the  people  of  this  country,  or  any 
section  of  them,  may  be,  and  usually  is, 
brought  forward.  Moreover,  the  House 
of  Commons  holds  the  proud  position  in 
the  eyes  of  the  world  of  taking  the  lead 


The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


in  the  discussion  of  questionB  affecting 
matters  far  beyond  tne  limits  even  of 
the  British  Empire.     Considering,  then, 
the  importance  of  this  work,  and  how  very 
keen  are  the  interests  which   different 
Members  take  in  different  portions  of  the 
business,  and  remembering  how  neces- 
sarily limited  our  time  for  discussion  is, 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  that  we  could 
do  anything  like  justice  to  ourselves  or 
to  the  task  imposed  upon  us  unless  we 
observe,  both  in  their  spirit  and  in  their 
letter,  those  Bules  laid  down  for  our 
guidance.    Now,  I  would  point  out  that 
this  House  has  peculiar  modes  of  work- 
ing, and  is  jealous,  and  justly  jealous, 
to  a  great  aegree  for  the  maintenance 
of  its  accustomed  procedure.     It  is  the 
habit  of  this  House  to  act,  as  much  as 
possible,  as  a  whole.   There  is  a  jealousy 
on  the  part  of  the  House— and,  I  think, 
a  very  reasonable  and  laudable  jealousy 
— of  allowing  the  functions  which   it 
should  itself  discharge,  as  a  whole,  to 
be  handed  over  to  Select  Committees  of 
its  own  body,  or  any  authority  external 
to  itself.    We  do,  indeed,  appoint  Select 
Committees  to  inquire    into  numerous 
questions;  but  these  Committees  have 
no  authority  of  their  own.     They  simply 
collect  information  and  make  representa- 
tions, which  have  afterwards  to  be  con- 
sidered and  revised,  and  which  are  very 
freely    dealt  with  by  the    House  as  a 
whole.     There  are  some  few  portions  of 
our  duties  which  we  are  prepared  to  as- 
sign to  the  action   of  portions  of  our 
House.      There    are  certain  questions 
which  are  referred,  especially  in  matters 
of  private  legislation,  to  Committees  up- 
stairs, whose  decision  and  conclusions 
we  usually  agree  to  accept.     There  are 
other  matters — as,  for  instance,  the  ex- 
amination of  the  publio  accounts — ^which 
we  refer  to  Standing  Committees.     And 
so  with  regard  to  Petitions  and  other 
matters,  we  do  refer  some  portions  of  our 
Business  to  small  bodies  of  our  own  Mem- 
bers ;  but,   on  the  whole,  we  desire  to 
transact  the  larger  part  of  our  own  Busi- 
ness by  the  action  of  the  House  itself. 
Well,  as  we  do  not  recognize  the  func- 
tions of  any  authorities  external  to  this 
House,  so  even  in  the  House  itself  we 
have  peculiar  relations  with  him  who  is 
called  upon  to  preside  over  our  debates, 
and  to  keep  oraer  in  our  proceedings. 
It  is  most  important  that  we  should  bear 
in  mind  what  is  the  true  relation  of  the 
House  to  the  distinguished  person  who 
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oocapies  our  Chair.  The  Speaker,  as  you, 
Sir,  have  yourself  reminded  us,  and  as 
your  Predecessors  on  various  previous  oc- 
cacdons  have  done,  is  not  the  master,  but 
the  servant  of  the  House.  The  Speaker 
acts  as  the  interpreter,  not  as  the  law- 
maker, but  as  the  interpreter  of  the 
Bales  regulating  the  Business  of  the 
House.  As  such  he  is  authorized  to  ex- 
pound the  Bules  and  the  Orders  which 
the  House  has  agreed  to.  Now,  it  would 
be  altogether  a  departure  from  our  prin- 
ciples if  we  were  to  erect  the  Speaker 
into  an  authority  who  had  any  authority 
separate  and  external  to  the  House. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  is  essential  to  the 
proper  conduct  of  the  Business  of  this 
House  that  we  should  recognize  and  re- 
spect the  position  of  the  Speaker ;  that 
we  should  bear  in  mind  the  very  great 
difficulties  and  responsibilities  of  his 
high  office ;  and  that  we  should  be  de- 
termined loyally  to  support  him,  not 
only  in  word,  but  in  deed  and  in  truth. 
Unless  we  are  prepared  to  give  that 
loyal  support  to  the  Speaker,  I  see 
no  possibility  of  the  proper  con- 
duct of  the  Business  of  this  House.  I 
might  refer — but  I  really  think  it  is 
quite  unnecessary  for  mo  to  do  so — to 
tae  great  increase  which   has   of   late 

Siars  taken  place  in  the  Business  of  this 
ouse.  On  this  subject  some  curious 
statistics  were  quoted  some  years  ago 
by  a  noble  Lord  who  is  now  no  longer  a 
Member  of  this  House,  but  who  has 
Bone  to  "  another  place."  I  am  re- 
ferring, of  course,  to  an  interesting 
speech  which  Lord  Sudoley  made  when 
he  was  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 
which  showed  the  increaHing  numbers  of 
those  who  take  part  in  our  debates.  Al- 
though the  g^eat  competition  among 
bon.  Members  to  obtain  a  hearing,  and 
to  bring  forward  Business  in  which  they 
are  specially  interested,  must  necessarily 
increase  our  embarrassments  in  getting 
through  the  mass  of  work  which  we 
have  to  discharge,  still  I  am  quite  sure 
that  eYery  Member  of  this  Huuso  will 
only  rejoice  that  more  and  more  of  its 
llembers  should  tako  a  real  interest  in 
its  Business,  provided  that  in  so  doing 
they  exercise  that  regard  for  the  pro- 
gress of  Business  generally,  and  that 
uiej  also  exercise  that  amount  of  respect 
for  the  feelings  of  others,  and  that 
amount  of  forbearance  which,  in  an 
Assembly  holding  the  high  character 
that  the  House  of  Commons  has  always 


held,  we  have  every  right  to  expect 
from  all  its  Members.  In  addition  to 
the  amount  of  Business  which  has  grown 
upon  us,  we  have  to  notice  also  that 
there  have  been  of  late  some  Bules  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  sparing 
hon.  Members  from  too  great  sacrifices 
in  point  of  the  time  they  have  to  spend 
in  the  House.  Bules  have  been  intro- 
duced which  are  meant  to  prevent  the 
overstraining  of  our  physical  powers, 
and  there  are  other  Bules  to  insure,  as 
far  as  we  can  do  it,  something  like  cer- 
tainty as  to  the  time  at  which  Business 
is  to  be  brought  before  us.  We  find, 
when  these  Bules  are  introduced,  that 
there  are  difficulties  which  arise  from 
the  Bules  themselves.  The  Bule,  for 
instance,  which  says  that  no  new  Busi- 
ness which  is  opposed  shall  be  taken 
after  half-past  12  o'clock  at  night  is  a 
Bule  which,  as  hon.  Members  are  aware, 
introduces  a  good  deal  of  difUculty  and 
embarrassment  in  the  conduct  of  Busi- 
ness. What,  then,  is  the  position  in 
which  we  stand,  and  what  are  the  dan- 
gers against  which  we  have  to  guard  ? 
The  great  danger  we  have  to  guard 
against  is  this — that  the  House  may 
find  itself  blocked  in  the  course  of  its 
proceedings,  and  may  find  itself  unable 
to  carry  through  in  a  satisfactory  and 
creditable  manner  the  lousiness  which 
falls  upon  it.  If  it  should  once  become 
imminent,  and  appear  to  the  country 
that  this  House  has  become  incapable 
of  transacting  the  Business  which  it  is 
called  upon  to  discharge,  the  conse- 
quences would  be  of  the  most  serious 
character.  If  the  House  of  Commons 
once  loses  character — if  it  once  loses 
caste — I  need  not  ask  you  what  must 
necessarily  be  the  effect  on  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  countr}'.  I  need  not  ask 
you  to  consider  what  amount  of  irregu- 
lar action  outside  this  House  would 
take  place  if  it  were  found  that  the 
House  was  incapable  of  doing  the  na- 
tion's work.  I  need  not  point  out  to 
you  that  even  with  regard  to  the  func- 
tion which  the  House  exercises,  or 
ought  to  exercise,  in  the  general  control 
of  the  policy  and  the  Business  of  the 
country,  its  hands  would  bu  weakened, 
and  more  and  more  unfitted  to  exercise 
any  control  which  would  be  of  any 
value.  Moreover,  if  the  House  acquired 
the  character  of  being  incapable  of  the 
conduct  of  Business,  and  if  it  were  un- 
derstood that  time  was  deliberately  and 
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•*»'.(./*.)(.  «f,'I  '-.hi'.  V,  \'*:\,  KTt  it*  ry>r« 
In  Oil  ii(fiK^.i'<n  KtA  v,iiii']tiiMrjt  of  the 
ffWiiiUi,  tliat  ii  w/ul'I  K<i/»)MfulIy  witli- 
Hbtfi'l  niutiy  Mi'irii  HMSiiItii  it  a  rii'ire  I 
vi'il'irii  iJiarfitKr  ntjll  tlian  th'M')  whi'.-h 
it  ltn<  Ijif]  t'f  •ifi's'/iiiitor.  J)ut  of  all  the 
fMtiw  wliicli  c'lul'l  nwiiit  nur;)!  an  Aw^m- 
\l^y  UN  iliin,  tint  wnntt  wiuM  bo  t/i  k'^^' 
tliinllr  Kiitk  itil'i  iHiritiimpt;  and  of  all 
iliiiillia  )i.V  wliicli  it  iKiiilrl  iUi>,  tlio  wcimt 
wiiiiM  li'i  iliiiL  "f  <ljiii|i;  ItiHtiinHii  it  oamo 
III  III)  >liiM|>inii>l  liy  tliii  |i<M>iilii  of  thin 
iMiKUtry,  Niiw,  Hir,  wliiit  tini  thi»  rome- 
tlloa  (•»■  till!  nvilit  whiiili  umtiiiilitoilty  to 
wiihii  o^hMit  MiiiNt,  mill  whii-ti  thruutou  to 

liiMMi I'lrii  niiriiiuN.      Wn  cauiiut  liolp 

mmkIiih  lliiil  for  llio  liiitt  tUn<w  or  four 
V«nia  llixio  Imih  Ii»»u  n  ^rowiiiK  diBpo- 
Mlll.xi  ill  tliiB  n»iini>  (•>  wnxlK  timo,  nud 
I,.  .i1.Hti'ii.<l  Ito'.iiiKM.  I  .1,1  iinl.  wUli  to 
)ti>  liitii  iunttii|-i>  wliirU  un>  fumiliar  to 
ntxitoiiK  will'  liiiN  Hill  tlmHitfli  tlin  lout 
(..«  ><.«MOH.  1  do  not  wi^li  to  rou*.. 
idd  >'.>iiii\<M>iiiii<Hi  l>m  1  n)t)xvalio  tlti< 
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"JLn  "^T  3.;  i(>i  tL.  e- Terrain  for  a  mo- 
=.^T   lii:   re— «T.      There   sra    other 
:L.>i«.    ->;  oy^t^.  which  may  be  sug- 
y-f»i  f>r  •i:=iiiL-hiag  the  work  whidi 
iallf  0=1  t:^«  Ho-^^e  as  a  whole.     One  has 
!>**-  :iie  ap[»:iitineDt  of  Grand   Com- 
3il::«<».  and  the  reference  of  Btuineu 
which  is  now  done  in  the  whole  House 
Vj  Comminees  of  a  very  large  and  pecu- 
liar character.     Another  systam  which 
has  found  faronr,  and  which,  I  believe, 
admit)  of  oonaiderable  develapment,  is 
aa  exteasion  of  the  system  knowa  as 
that  of  Provisional  Orders,  by  which  a 
good  deal  of  Business  is  usefully  trans- 
acted outside  the  House,  and  arrange- 
ments are  made  and  embodied  in  Prori- 
sional  Orders  which  are  afterwards  sub- 
mitted  to  the  consideratioa  and  sanc- 
tion of  the  whole  House.     These  are 
matters    which  deserve    ooDsideration ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  coarse 
of  time  they  will    be   carefully    exa- 
mined and  considered.     Bnt  I   do  not 
think  that  is  the  direction  in  which  we 
shall  do  best  at  the  present  time  to  look 
tor  our  remedy.     If  the  evils  I  have  ad- 
vt'rti'd   to   are  not  in  some  way  dealt 
wi;h  and  checked,  ve  shell  find  that 
any    diminution  of  tbe  extent  of  our 
work  will  be  altogether  illusory  and  will 
Itvtd  to  disappointment.    Then,  there  is 
anoihor  class  of  remedies  suggested.    It 
i»   said  that  we  ought  to  change  the 
l\-.i'.<«.   It  »  said  that  the  Bules,  thongh 
'.hey  lanr  have  been  adequate  in  times 
]vt»T.  Art>  Sl-i  longer  adequate;  and  that 
«i^  .'^vurhi  to  KVTiicl.  in  Tarions  ways, 
iV.i-  frM^diini  y<{  debate  and  the  rights  of 
t:-.-.;-.-:um^     S.->w.  Ur.  Speaker,   I    do 
r.:-:   k:ii.'w  whai  •.''then  may  think;  but, 
:.-.t  t:.t  i-*^  pan,  I  say  it  would  be  a 
:„i.-ni  c<f  :^e  ieepesa  pain  to  nw  to 
i-ifciv  ;.  lakf  pui  is  aay  rsstnrtios,  and 
:!h'  .v;r:ik:i.>I  f^Mud'deddedly  tefiue 
■.    T*"i,i  ^wr:  '.T.  aiT  ssaeMasair  restrie- 
'.u.  i.-CiT-TM i7t<«a.iKofdebaUaBdtht 
-^:  ■»."..  r:..n.iri;as«^  IkaowTwywellthi* 
.1    -i.-..x<..<  aL.  V  tLu  inwdam.  aad  that 
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bj  oynios  and  hostile  oritios,  may  be  re- 
garded as  a  waste  of  time.  I  do  not, 
nowever,  regard  such  strugfj^les,  if  thoy 
are  fairly  and  honestly  conducted,  as  a 
waste  of  time.  I  believe  one  great 
merit  of  the  conduct  of  Business  in  this 
•ountry  is  in  our  opposition  to  moasuros 
80  long  as  they  are  still  merely  submitted 
for  consideration,  followed  by  our  acqui- 
eicence  in  them  when  they  have  become 
the  law  of  the  land ;  and  that  this  happy 
feature  in  the  legislation  of  this  coun- 
try 18  due  to  the  great  freedom  given  to 
those  who  wish  to  discuss  such  mea- 
sures when  brought  forward.  I  believe 
it  would  be  a  great  misfortune,  in  the 
end,  if  we  were  in  any  way  unnecos- 
sarily  to  restrict  freedom  of  debate  or  the 
rights  of  minorities.  I  do  not  know 
that  we  have  arrived  at  a  perfect  sot  of 
Bules  yet;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
there  are  matters  upon  which  we  may 
have  new  Eules,  and  we  may  from  time  to 
time  propose  new  Kules,  and  discuss  and 
oonsider  them.  But  if  we  tliink  that  by 
such  Bules  we  are  to  prevent  Obstruc- 
tion altogether,  I  am  quite  certain  that 
we  are  reckoning  in  the  dark.  There 
is  only  one  alteration  of  our  Kules 
which  would  be  of  a  character  that 
really  could  prevent  Obstruction,  and 
that  is  one  for  which  wo  have  no  Eng- 
lish name,  but  which  is  known  to  us  all 
under  the  name  of  the  cldture.  If  we 
were  certain  that  Business  could  bo  got 
through  in  a  certain  time,  wo  know  that 
itwomd  be  possible  to  make  aEuletothat 
effect.  But  that  is  a  method  on  which 
I  venture  to  think  that  this  House  will 
pause  very  long  before  they  adopt  it. 
it  is  wholly  at  variance  with  tlie  tradi- 
tions of  the  British  House  of  Commons. 
Well,  there  is  one  thing  more  wo  have 
to  oonsider,  and  that  is  this — suppose 
that,  instead  of  diminishing  the  extent 
of  our  work,  and  instead  of  attempting 
to  change  our  Kules  with  a  view  to  pre- 
vent Obstruction,  we  were  to  make  one 
honest  effort  to  see  whether  wo  cannot 

Kt  through  the  work  which  we  have 
fore  us  according  to  the  Kules  whicli 
we  have  to  work  by — that  we  will  stead- 
fastly and  sternly  maintain  order,  and 
inust  upon  the  observance  of  tlioi^e 
Bules,  both  in  their  letter  and  in  their 
Bpirit.  There  can  bo  no  other  way — I 
know  of  no  other  way  —  than  that  of 
supporting  and  strengthening  the  hands 
of  our  Speaker  and  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.    WeU,  Sir,  the  Kosolution 


which  I  have  the  honour  to  propose  is  a 
Kesolution  which  is  intended  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees.  I  desire  the 
House  to  bear  in  mind  that  we  must  not 
bring  the  Chair  into  a  false  position ; 
that  we  must  not  throw  upon  Mr.  Speaker 
duties  which  ho  ought  not  to  be  called 
upon  to  discharge  ;  that  we  must  not  try 
to  escape  from  duties  which  lie  upon  the 
House  itself.  Now,  we  have  witnessed 
not  unfrequently,  and  especially  of  late 
years,  that  when  any  Member  is  strain- 
ing the  Kules  of  the  House,  is  running 
up  to  the  extreme  limit  of  the  Kules,  or 
even  going  beyond  the  limit,  he  is  liable 
to  be  called  to  Order,  and  he  is  called  to 
Order.  Mr.  Speaker  informs  him  that 
he  is  transgressing  the  Kules  of  the 
House;  and  in  former  times  I  think 
that  it  was  the  general  practice  that  any 
Member  to  whom  such  intimation  was 
given  took  tho  reproof  which  was  con- 
tained in  those  warnings,  and  abstained 
from  proceeding  in  a  course  which  he 
was  told  by  the  highest  authority  was 
one  which  would  lead  him  beyond  pro- 
per bounds.  But  we  have,  Sir,  occa- 
sionally been  obliged  to  witness  a  very 
different  and  humiliating  spectacle.  We 
have  seen  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
instead  of  being  cheerfully  accepted, 
accepted,  indeed,  for  a  moment  in  words, 
but  immediately  set  aside  by  some  slight 
alteration  of  phraseology,  by  some  me- 
thod which  occurs  to  a  Member  who  does 
not  desire,  honestly  and  faithfully,  to 
submit  himself  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair;  and  tho  position  in  which  you. 
Sir,  and  in  which  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  has  not  unfrequently  been 
pbieed,  has  been  a  position  which  must 
have  caused  the  greatest  pain  and  the 
greatest  sorrow  to  those  who  have  seen 
what  has  been  taking  place.  AVe  re- 
spect and  entirely  appreciate  tho  firm- 
ness and  impartiality  with  which  you 
and  tho  Chairman  of  Committees  have 
always  applied  the  Kules  and  Orders  of 
the  House.  But  wo  have  felt  that,  when 
your  simple  word  was  not  held  to  be 
builicient  law,  a  dilliculty  arose  as  to 
what  could  be  done  in  order  to  enforce 
it.  Now,  tho  olgect  which  I  have  in 
bringing  forward  the  Kesolution  to-night, 
is  to  place  our  proceedings  on  such  a  foot- 
ing that  your  decision  shall  at  once  ob- 
tain respect,  and  that  respect  shall  be 
given  to  it  by  action  on  the  part  of  the 
IIouso  itsell'.    Tho  proposal  which  I  have 
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to  make  is  that  whenever  any  Member — 
I  will  not  read  the  whole  of  the  Eesolu- 
tion,  because  part  of  it  applies  to  pro- 
ceedings in  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House — shall  have  been  named  by  the 
Speaker  as  abusing  the  Rules  of  the 
House  by  persistently  and  wilfully  ob- 
structing the  Business  of  the  House  or 
otherwise,  the  Speaker  shall  forthwith 
put  the  Question,  on  a  Motion  being 
made,  no  Amendment,  adjournment,  or 
debate  being  aUowed— 

"  That  such  Member  be  suspended  from  the 
service  of  the  House  during  the  remainder  of 
that  day's  sitting." 

I  have  observed,  from  what  I  have  heard 
from  some  Members,  and  from  Amend- 
ments which  have  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  others,  that  there  is  some  mis- 
understanding even  now  as  to  the  course 
that  is  to  be  taken  if  this  Eesolution 
should  be  passed.  The  occasion  is  to 
arise  when  any  Member  shall  have  been 
named  by  Mr.  Speaker  as  disregarding 
his  authority — that  is  to  say,  the  initia- 
tive, in  a  cei*tain  sense,  is  the  initiative 
of  Mr.  Speaker.  We  know  perfectly 
well  that  Mr.  Speaker  does  interfere, 
from  time  to  time,  by  calling  a  Member 
to  Order.  It  does  not  follow  that  there 
is  no  initiative  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
because  it  is  the  constant  habit  of  Mem- 
bers to  get  up  and  appeal  to  Mr.  Speaker 
whether  a  Member  is  or  is  not  in  Order. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth (Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd),  for  in- 
stance, has  fi^ven  Notice  that  he  will 
g repose  an  Amendment  by  which  any 
[ember  may  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Chair  to  misconduct  on  the  part  of  a 
Member ;  but  he  is  only  describing  that 
which,  under  this  Resolution,  would  be 
equally  in  the  power  of  any  Member  to 
do  when  proceedings  were  going  on 
which  he  thought  were  disorderly — 
namely,  to  rise  and  appeal  to  Mr.  Speaker. 
But  I  would  observe  this  as  a  distinction 
— that,  according  to  the  form  which  I  pro- 
pose, Mr.  Speaker  has  the  power  to  bring 
a  Member  to  Order  by  a  clear  warning, 
and  to  express  to  him  his  opinion  upon 
the  subject  before  he  proceeds  to  the 
strong  measure  of  '  naming  him,  and 
thereby  allowing  the  Motion  to  be  put 
for  his  suspension ;  whereas,  under  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth, there  would  be  power  in  a  Mem- 
ber at  any  moment  to  make  that  Mo- 
tion, and  he  would  only  be  prevented 
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from  doing  that  by  Mr.  Speaker 
stating  that  the  interraption  was  fri- 
volous, and  refusing  to  put  the  Mo- 
tion. Now,  I  think  if  a  Motion  is 
made,  and  Mr.  Speaker  is  to  exercise 
his  judgment  whether  it  ought  or  ought 
not  to  be  put,  that  would  place  Mr. 
Speaker  in  a  position  of  great  embarrass- 
ment, in  which  we  ought  not  to  put  him. 
On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Speaker  has  the 
absolute  power  of  naming  a  Member — 
a  power  which  it  is  well  known  he  has 
had  occasion  to  exercise — a  power  which 
has  been  so  great,  that  the  mere  naming 
of  a  Member  has  been  sufficient  to  bring 
him  to  an  acknowledgment  of  his  error 
and  to  induce  him  to  submit  himself  to 
the  House.  When  we  consider  that  this 
is  a  power  which  Mr.  Speaker  always 
had,  and  that  we  propose  only  to  take 
further  steps  as  it  has  failed  to  produce 
this  efiPect,  1  think  we  are  proceeding  en- 
tirely within  the  lines  of  the  constitution 
of  the  House.  Well,  that  beinff  so,  Mr. 
Speaker  having  named  an  hon.  Member, 
it  becomes  the  duty  of  some  Member  in 
the  House  to  move  that  the  Member  so 
named  be  suspended  from  the  service  of 
the  House  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Sitting ;  and  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  will  put  that  Motion  without 
Amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate. 
It  is  obvious  that  if  Amendment,  ad- 
journment, or  debate  were  allowed,  it 
would  be  but  the  beginning  of  a  wrangle; 
and,  considering  that  the  stronff  step  of 
naming  aMember  would  not  be  taken  until 
he  had  had  every  opportunity  of  putting 
himself  right,  I  apprehend  that  no  in- 
justice would  be  done.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  proposes  another  thing 
which  I  do  not  ag^e  with.  He  says 
that  when  this  Motion  is  made  it  shall 
not  be  carried  except  by  a  majority  of 
two-thirds.  I  think  that  is  a  very  awk- 
ward Eule  to  lay  down.  It  would  be  an 
entirely  new  practice  in  this  House.  We 
know  of  no  such  thing  in  this  House  as 
majorities  of  two- thirds.  I  should  be 
exceeding  sorry  to  see  the  introduction 
of  such  a  principle  as  that  in  our  pro- 
ceedings, of  which  we  at  present  Know 
nothing.  Well,  I  will  not  further  dis- 
cuss these  distinctions ;  but  I  will  pro- 
ceed to  explain  that  when  a  Motion  shall 
have  been  so  made  and  carried,  the  Mem- 
ber will  be  suspended  from  the  service  of 
the  House  during  the  remainder  of  that 
day's  Sitting.  The  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Bandwioh  (Mr. 
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KnatohbuU-Hug^ssen)  objects  to  sus- 
pension  from  the  service  of  the  House ; 
ne  prefers  that  the  Member  should  be 
put  to  silence.  I  would  only  observe 
that  in  1878  a  Select  Committee,  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Member,  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  of  this  question.  Their  Eosolu- 
tion  was  carried  by  a  single  vote ;  but 
still  it  was  carried,  and  the  Eesolution  of 
that  Committee  forms  the  basis  of  the 
Besolution  which  I  now  propose  to  the 
House.  Then,  that  having  been  done, 
the  Member  will  be  suspended  from  the 
aervice  of  the  House — tnat  is,  not  merely 
put  to  silence,  but  prevented  from  voting 
as  well  as  speaking  during  that  day's 
Sitting.  If  he  offends  a  second  time  the 
same  thing  will  take  place;  but  if  he 
offends  a  third  time  his  suspension  will 
be  for  one  week  in  any  circumstances  ; 
his  suspension  may  continue  further  if 
the  House  should  so  decide.  The  Mem- 
ber having  been  suspended  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House,  it  will  bo  for  the 
House,  on  a  subsequent  occasion,  to 
determine  for  what  length  of  time  that 
suspension  shall  continue.  It  will  bo 
observed  that  in  proposing  this  course 
of  proceeding  we  have  endeavoured  to 
retain,  as  far  as  possible,  two  safeguards 
for  the  freedom  of  debate — in  the  first 
place,  by  getting  the  judgment  of  those 
actually  present  as  to  the  nature  and  ex- 
tent of  the  obstruction  offered  to  the 
Business  of  the  House  ;  and,  in  the 
leoond  place,  by  deferring  the  visitation 
of  any  g^ave  punishment  upon  an  offend- 
ing Member  until  the  question  can  be 
considered  in  a  full  House  after  duo 
Notice.  In  attempting  to  deal  with  the 
subject  of  Obstruction  we  lie  bctwoon 
two  groat  difficulties.  If  we  do  not  pro- 
ceed at  the  moment,  it  may  be  difficult  to 
determine  afterwards  in  what  manner 
we  can  bring  the  conduct  of  a  Member 
before  the  House ;  bceauso  the  House 
would  not  be  seized  of  the  point  in  dis- 
pute, and  could  not  take  cognizaneo  of 
what  had  occurred  on  the  previ(»iis 
Sitting,  the  words  he  used  not  havin<j: 
been  taken  down,  and  the  proceedings 
not  being  made  manifest  to  tlio  House 
in  any  way.  In  order,  therefore,  to 
avoid  any  difference  of  opinion  arisiii^r 
on  the  point,  it  is  important  that  the 
House  should  proceed  to  immediate 
judgment,  as  it  were,  on  the  spot,  in  the 
preeence  of  those  who  had  witnessed  the 
oommiBsion  of  the  offence  and  wore  ac- 


quainted with  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances. But,  on  the  other  hand,  to 
allow  a  small  and  thin  House,  which 
might  probably  be  all  that  witnessed  the 
actual  Obstruction,  to  put  a  serious 
punishment  on  one  of  its  Members 
would  be  a  serious  matter,  and  ought  not 
to  bo  done  without  great  consideration. 
A  debate  on  the  subject  might  lead  to  a 
great  deal  of  heat ;  and  it  would  be 
rathor  a  strong  course  to  adopt  to  give 
the  majority  in  a  House,  consisting  of  a 
fifth,  or  a  sixth,  or,  perhaps,  of  a  tenth 
of  its  full  complement  of  Members,  the 
power  of  suspending  a  Member  from  his 
service  for  a  considerable  length  of  time. 
Were  we  to  confer  such  a  power  upon  the 
majority  in  a  thin  House,  we  should 
place  ourselves  in  a  false  position  both  as 
regards  justice  to  our  Members  and  the 
constitution  of  the  Empire.  Therefore, 
I  think  we  should  be  acting  wisely  in 
leaving  it  to  what  has  been  happily 
termed  the  instinct  of  the  House  to 
determine  at  the  moment  whether  a 
Member  has  been  guilty  of  Obstruction, 
leaving  it  to  a  subsequent  occasion  for 
the  House  to  decide,  in  a  deliberate  and 
judicial  spirit,  upon  the  punishment  that 
should  be  inflicted  upon  him.  I  am 
anxious  that  the  House  should  arrive  at 
a  determination  with  regard  to  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  hope 
that  no  determination  with  respect  to  it 
will  be  arrived  at  without  the  most 
careful  deliberation.  I  will  not  say 
anything  at  the  present  moment  in 
support  of  tlie  proposition  that  the 
terms  of  the  first  Resoluticm  should  be 
incorporated  in  the  Standing  Orders  of 
the  House  furtlier  than  this — that  I  ear- 
nestly press  upon  the  House  the  consi- 
deration that  Obstruction  is  an  evil 
which  has  grown  up  in  a  large  measure 
during  the  life  of  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  this  House  has  had  the 
opportunity — the  melancholy  opportu- 
nity— of  witnessing  its  growth  and  its 
threatening  character;  and  therefore  it 
would  be  a  sad  record  for  us  if  wo  were 
to  allow  this  Parliament  to  come  to  an 
end  witliout  taking  oifectual  steps  to 
guard  ap:ainst  tlu»  future  growth  of  this 
evil.  "NVe  are  now,  happily,  in  a  suffi- 
ciently calm  condition  to  enable  us  to 
deal  with  this  subject  deliberately. 
There  has  been  no  exciting  agitation 
with  regard  to  it  of  late,  and  we  are 
able  to  look  upon  it  in  a  judicial  and 


1463        ParliametU-^JBusiness        {COMMONS} 


ofih$Houi$. 


1464 


temperate  spirit.  This,  therefore,  is  the 
very  time  in  which  we  may  conveniently 
consider  the  question  and  attempt  to 
provide  an  efficient  antidote  for  the  evil, 
and  so  leave  as  a  legacy  to  the  Parlia- 
ment which  may  succeed  us  not  only  the 
evil  but  its  remedy.  Although  it  may 
be  said  that  the  records  of  this  Parlia- 
ment may  be  very  unsatisfactory  as  re- 
gards the  progress  of  Business,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  we  take  such  steps  as  will 
put  an  end  to  Obstruction,  we  shall  de- 
serve the  good  opinion  of  the  country  if 
we  succeed  in  erecting  a  barrier  against 
the  further  progress  of  an  evil  which 
threatens  the  very  existence  of  the  House 
as  a  deliberative  Assembly.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
the  Besolution  which  he  had  placed 
upon  the  Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  whenovor  any  Member  shall  have  been 
named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  disregarding 
the  authority  of  the  Chair,  or  abusing  the  Rules 
of  the  House  by  persistently  and  wilfully  ob- 
structing the  business  of  the  House,  or  other- 
wise, then,  if  the  offence  has  been  committed  in 
the  House,  the  Speaker  shall  forthwith  put  the 
question,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  no  amend- 
ment, adjournment,  or  debate  being  allowed, 
'That  such  Member  be  suspended  from  the 
service  of  the  House  during  the  remainder  of 
that  day's  sitting  ;*  and,  if  the  offence  has  been 
committed  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
the  Chairman  shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made, 
put  the  same  question  in  a  similar  way,  and  if 
the  Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwith  suspend 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and  report  the 
circumstance  to  the  House ;  and  the  Speaker 
shall  thereupon  put  the  same  question,  without 
amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  as  if  the 
offence  had  been  committed  in  the  House  itself. 
If  anv  Member  be  suspended  three  times  in  one 
Session,  under  this  Order,  his  suspension  on  the 
third  occasion  shall  continue  for  one  week,  and 
until  a  Motion  has  been  made,  upon  which  it 
shall  be  decided,  at  one  sitting,  by  the  House, 
whether  the  suspension  shall  then  cease,  or  for 
what  longer  period  it  shall  continue ;  and,  on 
the  occasion  of  such  Motion,  the  Member  may, 
if  he  desires  it,  be  heard  in  his  place.** — {Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqtier.) 

Thb  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  there  is  much  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  in  which  I  shall  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  follow  him.  The  conclud- 
ing portion  of  his  observations  was 
chiefly  devoted  to  an  examination  of  some 
of  the  details  of  his  proposal,  and  to  cri- 
ticizing the  various  Amendments  relat- 
ing to  it,  of  which  Notice  has  been  given. 
I  uiink  that  it  will  be  desirable  that  we 

Th0  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


should,  in  the  first  place,  oonfine  our- 
selves to  endeavouring  to  come  to  some 
general  understanding  as  to  the  possi- 
bility of  adopting  some  proposal  that 
will  be  effectual  in  dealing  with  the  evil 
sought  to  be  put  an  end  to,  leaving  the 
consideration  of  the  details  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposals,  and  of  the  Amend- 
ments proposed  in  reference  to  them, 
until  they  more  properly  come  before 
us.  Lookinff  at  the  first  portion  of  the 
Besolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  is  almost  unnecessary  for  me  to  say 
that  I  entirely  agree  that  nothing  can 
be  more  important,  or  more  worthy  of 
consideration,  than  the  maintenance  of 
that  character  as  a  deliberative  and  legis- 
lative Assembly  which  this  House  has 
always  preserved.  There  cannot  be  for 
a  moment  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  national  nature  of  the  misfortune 
which  would  result  were  the  character 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  lowered 
in  the  eyes  of  the  nation.  The  only 
question  as  to  which  there  may  be  some 
difference  of  opinion  in  certain  quarters 
of  the  House  will  be  as  to  whether  any- 
thing which  has  taken  place  during  the 
existence  of  the  present  Parliament  has 
tended  to  lower  its  character ;  and,  if 
so,  to  what  proceedings  the  deterioration 
has  been  owing,  and  what  is  the  nature 
of  the  remedy  which  can  be  best  applied 
to  meet  the  circumstances  of  the  case  ? 
I  desire  to  take  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  indicating  the  course  which  it  is  my 
intention — and,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to 
judge,  it  is  the  intention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  sit  near  me — to  take  in  re- 
ference to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  intend — and  I  think  they 
intend — to  give  a  general  support  to  the 
Eesolution  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  give  a  most  cordial  support 
to  what  I  tlunk  is  the  principle  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
take  that  principle  to  be  this — that  in 
his  opinion,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  it  is  necessary  to  streng^en 
and  to  make  more  available  the  powers 
which  the  House  undoubtedly  possesses 
of  enforcing  order,  and  of  controlling 
the  conduct  of  its  Members  in  the  course 
of  the  transaction  of  its  own  Business. 
That  I  take  to  be  the  principle  embodied 
in  the  Government  Eesolution,  and  to 
that  principle  J  give  my  most  cordial 
support.  How  far  I  am  able  to  support 
the  details  of  the  Besolution  I  shall  en- 
deavour, in  as  few  words  a«  posaible,  to 
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make  dear  to  the  Honse.  In  taking  the 
conne  I  have  indicated,  I  should  almost 
feel  myself  justified  in  throwing  the 
whole  responsibility  of  dealing  with  the 
matter  upon  the  Government.  It  is  the 
Goremment  who  are  charged  with  guid- 
ing the  course  of  Business,  and  of  direct- 
ing and  controlling  it  in  the  House.  It 
IB  the  Gbvemment  who  are  principally 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  that  JBusi- 
ness ;  and  I  need  not  say  that  any  pro- 
posal of  this  kind  which  Hor  Majesty's 
Ministers,  on  their  responsibility,  think 
it  necessary  to  make  ought  to  be  received 
by  the  whole  House,  and  especially  by 
the  Opposition,  with  the  greatest  de- 
ference and  attention.  When  the  Go- 
vernment state  that,  in  their  opinion, 
some  of  the  Hules  and  practices  of  this 
House  have  been  proved  to  be  inade- 
quate, and  that  greater  power  must  be 
intrusted  to  the  House  itself  or  to  its 
highest  authority,  the  House  would  bo 
almost  justified  in  accepting  that  decla- 
ration as  conclusive,  and  in  throwing  the 
whole  responsibility  of  dealing  with  the 
question  upon  the  Government.  I  do 
not  wish— -1  do  not  think  it  would  be 
feir^— to  throw  upon  the  Government  the 
whole  of  that  responsibility ;  and  I  am 

grepared  to  admit  that,  from  what  I 
ave  seen  of  the  conduct  and  progress 
of  Business  in  this  House  during  the 
past  few  years,  I  have  arrived  at  sub- 
stantially the  same  conclusion  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  :  and  I  am 
of  opinion  that,  whether  the  proposal 
now  made  does,  or  does  not,  embody 
the  right  principle  to  be  adopted  in  alter- 
ing the  Kiiles  of  the  House,  it  is  neces- 
sary that  either  in  the  House  itself,  or  in 
its  highest  authority,  Mr.  Hpeaker,  should 
be  placed  some  greater  power  than  al- 
ready exists  for  regulating  and  control- 
ling the  conduct  of  Members  whom  the 
House  has  been  unable,  hitherto,  ade- 
quately to  control.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  course  which  the  Government 
has  now  taken  is  the  right  course.  They 
have  come  forward  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibility and  have  made  proposals 
by  which,  I  infer,  they  mean  to  stand. 
I  acknowledge  it  was  with  some  sur- 
prise I  was  given  to  understand  a 
lew  days  ago  that,  instead  of  takin^^ 
this  course.  Her  Majesty's  (ioveni- 
nent  intended  to  give  a  general  sup- 
port to  a  Motion  of  which  Notice  had 
Deen  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  WarwiokBhire  (Mr.  Newdcgate). 


I  was  astonished  to  learn  that  there  was 
a  probability,  or  even  a  possibility,  of 
this  being  the  course  of  the  Government ; 
because  i  thought  it  showed  an  inade- 
quate opinion,  in  the  minds  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  of  the  gravity  and  im- 
portance of  the  circumstances  with  which 
the  House  was  to  be  asked  to  deal.  As 
to  the  proposals  which  have  now  been 
submitted,  I  must  submit,  while  sup- 
porting them  generally,  that,  in  my  opi- 
nion, tlioy  are  open  to  very  considerable 
objection — and  it  would  not  have  been 
possible  to  frame  any  proposals  of  the 
kind  which  should  not  be  open  to  some 
objection — and  that  some  of  the  objec- 
tions to  which  they  are  open  might  have 
been  avoided.  I  shall  endeavour,  in  a 
spirit  both  friendly  and 'fair,  to  point 
out  those  objections,  and  to  suggest  how 
they  might  have  been  avoided  and  may 
be  amended.  The  suggestions  and  cri- 
ticisms which  I  shall  offer  will  be  offered 
for  the  benefit  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  House,  and  will  not  be 
proposed  by  me  as  alternative  Motions. 
If  they  do  not  commend  themselves  to 
the  approval  of  the  Government  or  of 
the  majority  of  the  House,  I  can  only 
say  that  I  will  do  my  best  to  support  the 
Kesolutions  as  they  have  been  put  upon 
the  Paper,  and  will  assist  them  in  any 
way  that  may  be  in  my  power  to  try  tho 
experiment — for  it  must,  after  all,  be 
somewhat  in  tho  nature  of  an  experi- 
ment— which  they  are  inviting  the 
House  to  make.  Sir,  there  is  another 
remark  which  I  here  wish  to  make.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  course  which  the 
Govenmient  have  taken  in  this  case  has 
been,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  novel  one. 
It  has,  as  far  I  am  aware,  been  usual  in 
(juesticms  affecting  the  procedure  or  dis- 
cipline of  the  House,  or  tho  privileges 
and  conduct  of  its  Members,  for  tho  Go- 
vernment not  to  act,  as  in  other  matters, 
entirely  upon  their  own  responsibility, 
but  to.  take  into  their  counsels  tlie  chief 
ollirera  of  the  House,  and  also,  gene- 
rally, the  Ijoaders  of  the  opposite  Party. 
Lot  the  House  understand,  however, 
that  I  am  not  makinj^  the?  slightest  com- 
plaint of  the  departure  of  tho  Govern- 
ment on  the  present  occasion  from  what 
I  believe  to  have  been  the  ordinary  rule 
and  practice.  I  do  not  know  what  has 
induced  the  Govenmient  to  take  tho 
course  to  which  1  am  referring;  but  I 
wish  to  say  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  had  any  reason  to  suppose 
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that  he  would  receive  less  assistance  and 
support  from  the  Opposition  in  relation 
to  a  question  of  this  kind  than  former 
Leaders  of  the  House  have  received  from 
former  Oppositions,  I  most  deeply  regret 
that  anything  should  have  occurred  to 
give  rise  to  such  a  supposition.  I  most 
emphatically  protest  that  if  such  a  sup- 
position exists  in  the  minds  of  Members 
of  the  Government  it  is  only  a  supposi- 
tion ;  and  I  must  entirely  repudiate  the 
idea  that  anything  we  have  done  could 
legitimately  have  given  rise  to  such  a 
supposition.  We  on  this  side  of  the 
House  and  on  this  Bench  have,  from  the 
very  commencement  of  the  proceedings 
which  have  rendered  these  proposals  ne- 
cessary, continually  urged  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  measures  for  supporting 
the  dignity  of  the  House,  and  preserving 
its  efficiency  as  a  deliberative  and  legis- 
lative Assembly.  In  my  opinion,  the 
Liberal  Party  are,  if  possible,  more  in- 
terested than  any  others  in  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  legislative  efficiency  of  Par- 
liament. We  are  the  Party  which  is 
more  deeply  impressed  than  any  other 
with  the  importance  of,  from  time  to 
time,  undertaking  very  large  and  im- 
portant legislative  measures;  it  is  we 
who,  more  frequently  than  the  other 
side,  think  it  necessary  to  bring  forward 
very  considerable  and  wide  legislative 
changes ;  and,  surely,  it  would  be  a 
most  suicidal  policy  for  such  a  Party  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  those  who  are  op- 
posed to  all  legislation  the  weapons 
which  would  enable  them  to  reduce  the 
legislative  power  of  the  House.  As  I 
have  said,  I  do  not  complain  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  on  this  occa- 
sion ;  on  the  contrary,  I  am  of  opinion, 
personally,  that  the  course  which  has 
been  taken  is  one  with  which  there  is 
every  occasion  for  us  to  be  satisfied,  be- 
cause, in  the  first  place,  it  enables  ust— 
and,  indeed,  it  makes  it  our  duty — to  cri- 
ticize freely  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment; and,  in  the  second,  it  will  relieve  us 
from  the  great  responsibility  of  failure, 
if,  unfortunately,  the  proposals  should 
fail;  while,  if  our  suggestions  are  not 
accepted,  and  the  results  prove  inade- 
quate, we  shall  have  no  responsibility 
on  that  ground  either.  Sir,  in  consider- 
ing these  Kesolutions,  the  House  should 
bear  in  mind  the  nature  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  past  years  which  have  rendered 
them  necessary.  There  is  no  necessity 
to  impute  motives  to  any  Members  of 
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the  House.  There  is  no  necessity  to 
look  for  any  ulterior  object  in  the  pro- 
ceedings which  have  been  complained  of ; 
but  I  regret,  on  the  g^unds  set  forth  in 
my  last  sentence,  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  not  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  lay  before  the  House,  in  a  manner 
more  detailed  than  that  which  he  has 
adopted,  some  account  of  the  nature  of 
the  proceedings  of  which  complaint  is 
made — [**No,no!"] — and  against  the  re- 
currence of  which  these  proposals  are 
directed.  I  observe  that  my  observation 
has  called  forth  some  expressions  of  dis- 
sent from  the  opposite  side ;  and  I  will, 
therefore,  point  out  with  what  object 
and  in  what  spirit  the  observation  was 
made.  We  have  a  general  idea  of  the 
kind  and  nature  of  the  interruption  to 
which  the  proceedings  of  the  House  have 
been  subjected ;  but  there  does  not  exist 
in  detail  an  authoritative  account  of  the 
nature  of  such  proceedings;  and  how- 
ever impressed  we  may  be  in  regard  to 
them — however  perfectly  acquainted  we 
may  be  with  their  character — ^it  is  im- 
possible that  \\lq  public  out-of-doors  can 
have  an  equal  acquaintance,  and  it  is 
also  impossible  that  the  future  Houses 
of  Parliament  should  have  the  same 
general  idea  of  their  nature.  Therefore, 
it  would  have  been  desirable  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  laid 
before  us  some  plain  statement  of  the 
proceedings  which  have  rendered  the 
Hesolutions  of  the  Government  neces- 
sary. But  I  suppose  it  may  be  said,  in 
a  general  sense,  that  what  is  complained 
of  is,  that  frequently  during  the  last 
three  or  four  Sessions,  both  in  matters 
of  legislation  and  in  the  consideration 
of  the  Estimates,  there  have  been  undue 
delay  and  imdue  discussion,  and  that 
the  Business  of  the  House  has  been 
further  impeded  by  there  being  fre- 
quently raised  unnecessary  subjects  of 
discussion,  by  which  the  time  of  the 
House  has  been  still  further  wasted. 
This,  in  general  terms,  is  what  is  under- 
stood by  Obstruction,  and  in  reference 
to  it  the  House  should  remember  the 
steps  which  have  been  already  taken  in 
order  to  deal  with  it.  In  iJie  Session  of 
1877 — the  first  in  which  this  became  a 
general  subject  of  remark — the  House, 
on  the  Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  passed  the  following  Beso- 
lution : — 

'*  That  when  a  Member,  after  being  dedand 
out  of  Order,  shall  he  pronounoea   by  Mr. 
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Speaker  or  br  the  Chairman  of  Comxnitteefl,  as 
Xd»  caae  maj  he,  to  he  disregarding  the  authority 
of  Che  Chair,  the  dohate  anall  be  at  once  sus- 

Smded ;  and  on  a  Motion  being  made  in  the 
onae  that  the  Member  be  not  heard  during 
the  remainder  of  the  debate  or  the  sitting  of  the 
Committee,  such  Motion,  after  the  jSIcmber  com- 

Slained  of  has  been  heard  in  explanation,  shall 
s  pat  without  further  debate/' 

That  Besolution,  I  believe,  was  only  put 
in  force  on  one  occasion,  and  the  victioi 
was  the  late  Mr.  Whalley.  He  some- 
what inadvertently  became  a  victim ;  and 
having,  on  a  subsequent  occasion,  ex- 
plained himself  to  the  House,  the  censure 
of  the  House  was  withdrawn.  On 
another  occasion  it  was  attempted  to  put 
it  in  force  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Parnell) ;  but  in  that  case 
it  was  found  inoperative,  and  no  further 
proceedings  were  taken.  The  Besolution 
was  only  a  Sessional  Hesolution.  It 
dropped  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  and 
no  attempt  has  since  been  made  to  revive 
it.  Now,  Sir,  some  Members  of  the 
House  may  be  surprised,  perhaps,  when 
I  remind  them  that  that  was  actually  the 
only  attempt  ever  made  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  Obstruction.  In  the  next 
Session  conduct  of  the  same  character 
was  continued — at  all  events,  the  same 
complaints  were  made  as  before.  In  that 
Session  a  Committee  was  appointed  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Public  Business,  and  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

Suer  that  they  should  entirely  devote 
lemselves  to  the  subject  of  Obstruction, 
and,  in  fact,  during  the  earlier  part  of 
their  deliberation  they  never  considered 
the  subject  at  all ;  but  towards  the  cIobo 
of  their  sittings,  the  circumstances  of  tlio 
House  induced  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  propose  to  extend  the 
Inquiry,  and  the  Committee  did  take 
into  consideration  the  subject  of  Ob- 
struction, and  examined  certain  witnesses 
in  reference  to  it  and  the  undue  delay 
which  was  caused  in  their  proceedings, 
and  they  passed  a  Hesolution  and  made 
a  Beport  on  the  subject.  That  Bopr)rt 
was  laid  before  the  House  ;  but  no  action 
wss  taken  upon  it  during  that  Sossiou. 
In  the  next  Session  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  placed  upon  the  I*apor 
certain  proposals  based  upon  tlio  ro- 
oommendations  of  the  Committee,  and 
among  them  was  one  dealing  with  the 
question  of  Obstruction.  Thero  was  con- 
siderable  delay  in  the  passing  of  the  first 
Bst(dntiQii;  and  although  the  second,  and 


the  other  Hesolutions,  including  that 
which  dealt  with  Obstruction,  remained 
on  the  Paper  for  some  time  in  the  name 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it 
never  was  moved,  and  the  House  was 
not  invited  to  take  any  measure  whatever 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  Therefore,  Sir,  during  the 
Sessions  of  1877,  1878,  and  1879,  when, 
according  to  universal  agreement,  we 
have  boon  suffering  under  this  incon- 
venience, no  action  whatever  was  taken 
either  by  the  Government  or  by  any 
Member  to  invite  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  it.  I  can  well  under- 
stand that,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ijongford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  may  argue  with  con- 
siderable force  that,  after  the  House  has 
endured  so  much  and  so  long  without 
thinking  it  necessary  to  take  any  action 
in  the  matter,  it  is  somewhat  unreason- 
able that  in  the  last  Session  of  the  Par- 
liament, when  nothing  I  may  say  of 
pronounced  Obstruction  has  taken  place 
[**0h!"]  Well,  I  am  only  tak- 
ing the  statement  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  invited  us  to  consider  the 
subject  wlien  we  were  calm,  and  when 
our  attention  was  not  taken  up  by  pro- 
ceedings of  an  obstructive  character 
during  the  present  Session ;  and  there- 
fore it  may  be  argued  with  some  force, 
that  is  not  reasonable,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, in  the  last  Session  of  the 
Parliament,  to  ask  us  to  deal  with  this 
subject  when  it  was  not  brought  forward 
in  previous  Sessions,  when  the  subject 
was  more  prominent,  and  when  the 
House  sufFcred  much  more  inconvenience 
from  it,  but  when  nothing  was  done.  I 
do  not  know  what  arjj^uniont  the  hon. 
Member  may  put  forward ;  but  1  think 
ho  may  found  a  very  plausible  argument 
on  that  fact.  But,  Sir,  i  do  not  agree  with 
that  view  of  the  case ;  and  for  myself 
I  think,  if  the  House  has  any  reason  to 
complain,  it  has  reason  to  complain  that 
action  iu  the  matter  has  been  delayed 
too  long,  rathor  than  that  it  should  bo 
taken  n<>w.  For  my  part,  I  attach  tho 
greatest  importance  to  what  may  be  the 
('ifoct  upon  a  future  Parliament  of  the 
continuance  of  this  practice  of  Obstruc- 
ti(»n  if  no  stop  whatever  is  taken  by  the 
present  in  reference  to  it.  Evils  such  as 
those  which  are  now  complained  of  have, 
in  my  opinion,  a  very  strong  tendency 
to  grow  \  and  there  is  every  reason  to 
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apprehend  that  a  future  Parliament  may 
saner  the  same  or  even  aggravated 
grievances  ;  and  it  would  be  very  unfair 
if  it  could  be  pointed  out  that  this  Par- 
liament suffered  during  half  its  exist- 
ence those  grievances  and  did  not  make 
one  single  attempt  to  redress  them.  I 
have  now,  Sir,  to  examine  very  shortly 
the  Resolution  itself.  The  House  will 
observe  that  the  assumption  on  which  it 
proceeds  is  that  the  evil  that  is  com- 
plained of,  that  inconvenience  and  delay 
which  have  been  caused  by  the  action 
of  a  few  Members  of  the  House,  may 
be  cured  by  proceedings  of  a  personal 
character  directed  against  one  or  two  or, 
at  any  rate,  a  very  small  number  of 
Members — that  what  is  rongw  may  be 
cured  by  proceedings  of  a  personal 
and  partly  penal  character.  The  Heso- 
lution  deals  substantially  with  two 
questions,  and  I  must  say  I  think  it 
would  be  better  if  it  had  been  divided 
into  two  parts.  The  first  proposal  is  one 
which  provides  a  similar  proceeding  to 
that  which  was  before  adopted  to  enable 
the  House  to  relieve  itself  during  the 
progress  of  debate  from  undue  obstruc- 
tion or  delay  in  a  summary  manner. 
The  second  part  proposes  a  proceeding 
of  a  more  penal  character,  and  provides 
for  the  more  permanent  punishment  of  a 
Member  who  has  come  under  the  ope- 
ration of  the  first  part  of  the  Besolution ; 
and  I  think  that  these  proposals  could 
have  been  very  conveniently  separated, 
and  more  conveniently  considered  in  the 
shape  of  two  Resolutions.  With  respect 
to  the  principle  of  the  first  part  of  the 
Besolution,  it  has  my  most  warm  sup- 
port. It  is,  in  substance,  as  has  been 
stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, the  Resolution  which  was  agreed 
to  by  a  majority  of  the  Committee  of  1878. 
I  think  it  is  open  to  consideration 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  House, 
the  machinery  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  is  that  which  is  calculated 
to  be  most  efficient.  Any  hon.  Member 
who  has  read  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Speaker  before  the  Committee  will  have 
observed  that  the  Speaker  was  in  favour 
rather  of  placing  the  whole  initiative  in 
himself,  or  in  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means,  than  of  leaving  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  House.  But  in  the  Reso- 
lution now  before  us,  the  House  will 
observe  that  when  the  Speaker  has 
named  a  Member  the  matter  is  left  to 
be  decided  by  the  majority  of  the  House. 
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NoWy  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  ques- 
tionable whether  there  is  any  advantage 
whatever  to  be  obtained  from  the  pro- 
posed action  of  the  House  itself.  The 
Government  are  of  opinion,  contrary  to 
that  entertained  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire,  that  that  is  a 
power  too  great  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  any  one  individual,  supported  by  the 
majority  of,  perhaps,  an  excited  House ; 
but  they  have  very  properly  provided 
that  the  proceeding  shall  not  come  into 
operation  at  all  until  the  initiative  has 
been  taken  by  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  who  shall 
name  a  Member  as  guil^  of  wilful 
Obstruction.  Where,  &en,  is  the  ne- 
cessity for  bringing  in  the  action  of 
the  !6ouse  at  all  ?  When  the  Speaker 
has  named  aMember  as  g^lty  of  Obstruc- 
tion, and  the  matter  isplaced  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  it  will  not 
merely  be  the  conduct  of  the  Member 
which  will  be  brought  under  review,  but 
the  conduct  of  the  Speaker  also.  It 
would  not  be  possible  lor  the  House  to 
refuse  to  assent  to  the  Motion  without, 
in  effect,  passing  aYote  of  Censure  upon 
the  Speaker.  I  cannot  but  think  tnat 
something  of  dignity  is  taken  away  from 
the  character  of  the  proceeding  by  re- 
questing a  vote  of  the  majority  of  the 
House,  and  not  leaving  it  nominally,  as 
well  as  practically,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  himself.  I  may  be  told  that 
this  proposal  is  the  reconunendation  of 
the  Committee,  and  that  I  was  a  party 
to  it ;  but,  in  reply,  I  am  bound  to  state 
that  the  recommendation  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  is  not  precisely  that  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that  they  have  left  out  a 
very  important  part  of  that  recommen- 
dation. The  Committee  recommended 
that  before  a  vote  should  be  taken  the 
Member  whose  conduct  was  inculpated 
should  be  allowed  to  explain  for  a  period 
not  exceeding  1 0  minuteis.  Well,  I  am  not 
by  any  means  dear  that  that  is  a  very  wise 
proceeding ;  but,  at  all  events,  it  was  in- 
tended to  give  the  particular  Member  a 
locus  pocnitentia.  It  might  be,  on  the  one 
hand,  that  the  conduct  of  the  Member 
would  be  shown  to  have  been  such  as  to 
justify  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  in  having  named  him 
for  wilful  Obstruction  or  other  offence. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  explanation  of 
the  Member  might  be  in  the  nature  of 
a  submission  to  the  House.  He  might 
throw  himself  upon  the  generosity  of  the 
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Hoofle,  and  ezpreas  his  intention  no 
longer  to  offend  affainst  the  Bales  of  the 
House.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
woold  have  been  open  to  the  House, 
without  passing  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon 
the  Speaker^  to  take  the  side  of  mercy, 
and  decide  that  after  the  explanation 
tiiey  would  refrain  from  inflicting  a 
penalty.  But  in  the  case  of  a  Motion 
without  explanation  the  House  has  no 
option  but  to  express  its  opinion  upon  it, 
and  that,  too,  when  necessarily  a  large 
number  of  hon.  Members  who  were 
called  upon  to  pronounce  sentence  could 
not  be  cognizant  of  the  offence  ;  because 
flie  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  was  the  only  person  who 
could  possibly,  from  the  necessity  of  the 
caae,  be  cognizant  of  all  that  had  taken 
place ;  and  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Goyemment  to  strengthen  their  hands, 
I  think  that  it  could  be  more  effectually 
done  by  placing  the  necessary  power  in 
their  hands,  and  not  by  delegating  it  to 
the  majority  of  the  House.  Well,  Sir, 
the  second  part  of  the  Resolution  appears 
to  me  to  be  open  to  very  considerably 
greater  objection.  It  contemplates  a  pro- 
eedure  of  a  penal  character.  I  am  quite 
of  opinion  that  some  proceeding  of  that 
kind  is  necessary.  I  do  not  think  it  could 
be  tolerated  that  any  Member  or  Mem- 
bers should  from  day  to  day  render  him- 
self or  themselyes  liable  to  the  proceeding 
prorided  by  the  first  part  of  the  Kosolu- 
tion,  and  yet  continue  the  next  day  and 
the  next  to  repeat  the  offence  without 
being  in  some  way  punished.  I  think 
after  a  certain  number  of  times  it  is 
necessary  that  the  disploanure  of  the 
House  should  be  manifested  agninnt  a 
Member  in  some  permanent  manner. 
How  that  is  to  be  done  is  a  question  of 
a  Tory  difficult  character,  and  it  is  one 
which  is  not  satisfactorily  solved  by  the 
proposals  of  the  Govemmcnt.  Tlie  sug- 
gestion that  the  suspension  after  those 
offences  should  be  continued  for  one 
week  appears  to  me  a  great  deal  too 
slight.  That  a  Member,  in  spite  of 
warning — for  I  contemplato  that  this 
procedure  will  never  take  place  until 
ample  warning  is  given  by  the  Speaker 
•^snould  during  one  Session  be  guilty 
three  times  of  conduct  of  such  a  character 
that  the  Speaker  would  be  forced  to 
name  him  and  submit  his  conduct  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House — that  conduct 
of  that  kind  should  only  be  visited  by 
saspension  for  one  week  appears  to  be 

yOL.  CGL.        [tuibd  series.] 


a  penalty  much  too  slight.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  it  is  proposed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  the  penalty 
may  be  extended  after  discussion  in  the 
House,  and,  in  fact,  would  be  permanent 
unless  removed  by  a  vote  of  the  House ; 
but  what  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  in 
punishing  the  offender  the  House  is  in- 
vited to  punish  itself  much  more  severely. 
At  the  expiration  of  one  week  it  is  com- 
petent for  any  friend — any  political 
friend — of  the  suspended  Member  to 
bring  forward  his  case  before  the  House. 
It  will  be  competent  for  any  friend  to 
move  that  the  suspension  be  removed ; 
and,  as  I  understand  that  such  a  ques- 
tion would  be  a  question  of  Privilege,  it 
would  be  one  that  the  House  would  be 
boimd  at  the  expiration  of  a  week  to 
take  up  and  discuss.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposes  that  it  should  be 
discussed  in  a  single  Sitting.  Now,  that 
is  a  detail  that  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  in  discussing  at 
the  present  moment ;  but  I  wish  to  ob- 
serve that  this  is  an  innovation — an 
entire  innovation,  perfectly  unknown  to 
our  proceedings.  What  is  one  Sitting 
of  the  House  ?  It  is  not  necessarily  con- 
fined to  a  single  day.  It  is  possible  that 
this  procedure  may  be  prolonged  over 
one,  two,  or  more  days,  without  the  pos- 
sibility of  adjourning,  however  grave 
the  case  might  be.  That,  however,  is  a 
matter  of  detail,  which  I  do  not  wish  to 
discuss  now ;  but  what  I  do  wish  to  point 
out  is  that  this  procedure  provides  for 
the  time  of  the  House  being  taken  up 
and  wasted  by  the  conduct  of  a  Member, 
and  that  time  will  be  further  taken  up 
during  a  Sitting,  or  a  part  of  a  Sitting, 
at  the  expiration  of  one  week  after  the 
offence  has  been  committed.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  the  punishment  must  be 
self-acting,  and  if  self-acting  the  penal 
consequences  must  be  self-acting.  The 
punishment  must  be  more  severe  than 
proposed  ;  or  else,  if  it  is  thought  neces- 
sary that  some  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  the  circumstances  and  the  punish- 
ment made  proportionate  to  the  offence, 
then  the  House  must  obtain  some  assist- 
ance to  meet  the  case,  and  to  avoid  the 
waste  of  time  involved  in  the  discussing 
of  the  case  at  the  end  of  a  week.  A 
suggestion  was  made  some  time  ago,  be- 
fore this  subject  of  .Obstruction  came  up 
for  discussion,  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread). 
Ho  proposed  that  at  the  commencement 
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of  each  Session  a  Committee  of  Order 
should  be  appointed.  The  object  of  that 
Committee  was  not  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  Obstruction,  because,  as  I 
have  said,  Obstruction  was  not  then 
heard  of.  The  proposal  was,  as  well  as 
I  recollect,  that  this  Committee  should 
assist  the  Speaker  in  the  consideration 
of  questions  of  Order  and  Privilege. 
The  idea  has  also  been  taken  up  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  and  he  pro- 
poses that  the  conduct  of  Members  who 
have  subjected  themselves  to  warning 
from  the  Chair  should  come  under  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  of  this 
kind.  I  must  say  that  it  does  seem  to 
me  that  if  the  penalty  cannot  be  made 
self-acting  and  more  severe  it  would  be 
very  desirable  that  the  intervention  of 
some  such  body  should  be  brought  into 
play,  and  that  the  conduct  of  a  Member 
who  has  more  than  once  offended  should, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  come  under  the 
consideration  of  such  a  Committee  as 
this,  and  that  the  Committee  should 
make  a  Eeport  to  the  House  and  advise 
as  to  the  course  to  be  taken.  At  all 
events,  it  seems  to  me  we  must  hit  on 
some  plan  less  cumbrous  and  irksome  to 
the  House  itself,  less  productive  of  waste 
of  time  than  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  will  necessarily  involve 
the  loss  of  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
time  of  the  Session  on  debates  on  the 
conduct  of  Members.  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  the  details  of  the  proposals  any  fur- 
ther ;  but,  before  I  sit  down,  I  cannot 
help  expressing  a  doubt  which  I  feel  in 
my  mind  as  to  the  efficiency  of  any  pro- 
ceedings of  this  character  at  all.  I  am 
very  well  aware  of  the  prevailing  feel- 
ing of  the  House,  to  which  expression  has 
been  given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  Obstruction  is  best  dealt 
with  by  proceedings  of  a  personal  cha- 
racter of  this  nature,  and  it  is  unneces- 
sary to  consider  any  more  general 
alteration  of  our  Bules  of  debate.  But 
I  think  the  House  ought  not  to  be  too 
easily  led  away  by  any  Motion  of  this 
kind.  These  proceedings  cannot,  in  my 
opinion,  be  of  a  merely  personal  charac- 
ter. However  much  we  may  wish  to 
give  them  that  character,  they  must,  to 
a  certain  extent,  modify  the  liberty,  the 
freedom  of  action  hitherto  enjoyed  by 
minorities,  and  especially  by  very  small 
minorities ;  and,  however  much  we  may 
desire  to  avoid  it,  we  cannot  shut  our 
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eyes  to  the  fSaot  that  by  proceedings  of 
this  kind — necessary  as  I  think  they  are 
— we  shall,  to  some  deg^e,  restrict  the 
freedom  of  action  hitherto  enjoyed  by 
small  minorities  ;  and  the  effect  of  Bules 
of  this  description  will  be  greatest,  not 
on  those  who  wish  to  defy  and  delay  the 
House,  but  on  those  who  have  the 
greatest  respect  for  its  authority.  I 
think  it  is  impossible  not  to  see  that 
after  these  Bules  have  been  passed  the 
conduct  of  a  small  minority  will,  to  a 
certain  extent,  be  restricted;  and  that 
Members  who  feel  the  greatest  respect 
for  the  authority  of  the  House  will  be 
very  apt  to  be  visited  before  they  go 
near  straining  the  Forms  of  the  House 
in  what  they  consider  legitimate  oppo- 
sition to  a  measure  to  which  they 
strongly  object.  I  am  not  arguing 
against  proceedings  of  this  kind.  I  am 
pointing  out  that  no  measure  of  this 
kind  can  be  purely  personal  in  its  opera- 
tion, but  that  it  must  exercise  a  consi- 
derable effect  on  the  conduct  of  small 
minorities  in  the  House.  Well,  then, 
the  question  is,  if  it  has  become  neces- 
sary to  restrict,  to  some  extent,  the 
freedom  of  debate  and  the  liberty  of 
action  of  small  minorities,  whether  it 
may  not  be  worth  while  to  go  a  little 
further  and  do  something  which  cer- 
tainly will  be  more  effective,  and  which 
will  not  really  be  in  practice  more  op- 
pressive or  invidious  than  the  present 
proposal.  Every  other  Assembly  has 
had  to  consider  this  problem,  and  every 
other  Assembly  has  adopted  the  power, 
after  a  certain  time,  to  put  a  stop  to  de- 
bate. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
referred  to  this  question,  and  he  said  that 
the  House  would  hesitate  long  before  it 
adopted  any  such  measure.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  you  cannot  at  all  defend  the 
adoption  of  the  eldiure  in  this  House ; 
but  when  considering  this  question  the 
House  will  do  well  to  rememoer  that  this 
is  a  proceeding  to  which  in  time  you  will 
be  forced  to  come,  and  that  it  is  a  pro- 
ceeding which  would  undoubtedly  be 
efficient  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
would  be  intended.  I  think  the  con- 
sciousness that  we  have  this  power  in 
reserve  ought  to  enable  us  to  discuss  this 
question  with  much  calmness  and  consi- 
deration. If  the  majority  should  be  of 
opinion  that  the  evils  and  inconveniences 
under  which  the  House  has  suffered  for 
the  past  three  or  four  years  can  be  met 
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br  measarea  of  a  personal  and  penal 
onaraoter,  anch  as  now  proposed,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  give  to  those  propo- 
sals a  fair  trial,  and  to  assist  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gh>vemment  and  the  House  to  the- 
utmost  of  my  power  to  put  them  into  a 
practical  and  workmanlike  shape.  But 
at  the  same  time,  as  I  have  said,  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  there  is  much 
probability  that  no  measure  of  this  kind 
will  be  permanently  or  completely  suc- 
cessful. We  ought  to  bear  in  mind 
that  we  have  in  reserve  a  simpler  and 
more  effectual  means  of  proceeding.  At 
all  events,  let  us  not  adopt  any  hasty  or 
ill-conceived  measures — measures  which 
might,  if  adopted  without  sufficient  con- 
sideration, become  oppressive,  or  might 
lead  the  House  into  a  series  of  personal 
debates  and  great  waste  of  time.  I  am 
sorry  to  have  detained  the  House  so 
long ;  but  my  observations  have  not 
been  made  in  a  spirit  of  factious  oppo- 
sition, but  in  order  to  point  out  some 
objections  which  might  be  urged  against 
the  proposals  of  the  Qt)vemment,  and 
lather  to  increase  their  practical  effi- 
ciency than  to  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mb.  NEWD£GAT£  said,  that  as  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  had  made  reference  to 
the  Motion  which  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
had  placed  on  the  Paper,  it  was  due  to 
the  Mouse  that  he  should  explain  the 
reasons  for  his  having  taken  upon  him- 
self the  oAcc  of  pioneer  in  dealing  with 
this  question.  Although  the  Ilouse  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  on  the  state  of 
Public  Business  in  1878,  which  hud  re- 
eeiTed  evidence  and  reported,  tlio  Ec- 
port  scarcely  alluded  to  the  new  Parlia- 
mentary offence  **  Obstruction."  It  ap- 
peared as  though  no  one  was  prepared 
to  aubmit  a  proposal  to  the  Uouso  re- 
specting it.  He  had,  moreover,  received 
information  that,  so  far  from  the  course 
of  Obstruction  which  had  been  ailoptod 
being  abandoned,  it  was  likely  to  be  re- 
newed in  the  present  Session.  Indeed,  ho 
might  say  that  already  there  had  been 
some  indications  of  an  intention  to  renew 
that  course  of  Obstruction  ;  and  h(.'  was 
afraid  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  House  to  justify  tlie 
hope  that,  if  nothing  were  done,  Busi- 
ness would  be  more  facilitated  in  the 
present  than  in  the  past  three  Sessions. 
He  was  happy  to  believe,  however,  that 
the  House  hard  come  to  the  conclusion 
thai  some  measure  was  absolutely  neces- 


saiy.  The  question  now  before  the 
House  was,  what  measures  should  be 
adopted,  and  he  rejoiced  most  sincerely 
that  the  Leader  of  the  House  had  found 
it  to  be  consistent  vrith  his  duty  to  make 
a  proposal  to  the  House.  He  rejoiced 
still  more  at  finding  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  agreed 
with  the  Leader  of  the  House.  It  would 
be  a  total  departure  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord  from  the  traditions  of  the 
Party  of  Progress ;  it  would  be  a  total 
departure  from  the  history  of  his  own 
family ;  it  would  be  a  total  departure 
from  the  precedents  set  by  those  who 
had  preceded  him  in  the  Leadership  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  if  the  noble  Lord 
failed  to  support  the  Leader  of  the 
House  in  providing  for  the  due  despatch 
of  the  Business  of  the  House.  Having 
sat  with  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  1878,  he  had  never  for  one 
moment  suspected  the  noble  Lord  of 
failing  to  pursue  the  traditions  of  his 
house,  and  of  the  Party  which  he  led  in 
that  House.  Allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  difficulties  which  had  induced  the 
House  to  appoint  that  Committee ;  and 
he  thought  it  was  as  well  that  some 
Member  of  the  House  should,  as  shortly 
as  possible,  describe  the  nature  of  those 
difficulties.  They  were,  indeed,  pretty 
generally  known  throughout  the  coun- 
try. At  the  same  time,  that  which  was 
not  generally  known  was  that  these 
difficulties  had  been  created  during  the 
last  three  Sessions  by  a  number  of  hon. 
Members  who,  as  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  analyze  the  subject,  had  never 
exceeded  18;  he  might,  indeed,  say  that 
tlie  great  difficulties  which  had  arrested 
the  progress  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
conducting  the  legislation  which  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
government  of  Her  Majesty's  Empire 
had  really  been  created  by  a  number  of 
Members  who  did  not  exceed  10  or  11. 
Now,  those  were  facts  which  ought  to  be 
stated  in  that  House,  or  their  proceed- 
ings miglit  be  misconstrued  out-of-doors, 
lie  had  taken  the  part  of  pioneer  in  the 
matter,  and  liaving  done  so,  he  wished 
to  recall  to  the  House  the  fact  that,  being 
now  one  of  its  senior  Members,  from 
first  to  last  he  had  ever  defended  the 
rights  of  minorities.  The  rights  reserved 
to  individual  Members  of  the  House, 
and  the  rights  reserved  to  the  minorities 
of  the  House,  formed  its  proud  distinc- 
tions, and  made  the  House  of  Commons 
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superior  to  every  Legislative  Assembly 
in  the  world.  In  the  preservation  of 
the  rights  of  its  individual  Members, 
and  in  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of 
its  minorities,  was  to  be  found  the  dis- 
tinction of  the  House  of  Commons  as 
superior  in  its  deliberate  capacity  to  any 
Assembly  that  had  not  acted  upon  or 
had  departed  from  its  Bules.  Let  the 
House  remember  this — the  Legislative 
Assembly  of  France,  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  and  the 
Parliaments  of  our  Colonies  had  founded 
their  order  of  proceedings  originally  on 
the  model  of  this  House;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Legislature  of  the 
United  States  had  departed  from  that 
wholesome  form  of  procedure,  so  like- 
wise had  the  Legislative  Assembly  of 
France ;  and  if  we  might  judge  from 
what  occurred  in  their  debates — and  he 
wished  to  speak  of  those  great  Assem- 
blies respectfully — their  order  and  con- 
duct were  far  inferior  to  that  which  pre- 
vailed in  this  great  prototype  of  deli- 
berative Assemblies — the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  felt  that  it  was  a  bold 
attempt  on  the  part  of  any  private  Mem- 
ber to  take  upon  himself  the  dutv  of  a 
pioneer  in  a  matter  of  that  sort ;  but  he 
had  weighed  the  responsibility  he  had 
incurred,  and,  for  some  time,  he  had  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Leader  of  the 
House  approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
proposal  which  stood  on  the  Notice  Paper 
in  his  name.  But  although  he  was  happy 
to  find  that  the  principle  of  his  proposal 
was  to  some  extent  embodied  in  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  were 
distinct  and  grave  differences  between 
the  two  proposals.  He  was  not  in  the 
least  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  claim  his  proper  position, 
and  propose  a  Besolution  not  merely  as 
the  organ  of  the  Government,  but  in  his 
capacity  of  Leader  of  the  House,  with 
the  view  of  restoring  the  Order  which 
had  been  broken,  and  of  correcting  the 
new  abuse,  which  he  (Mr.  Newdegato) 
was  sorry  to  say  had  of  late  years  grown 
up.  With  these  few  words  of  apology 
to  the  House,  he  would  venture  to  read 
an  opinion  which,  though  it  might  not 
find  audible  utterance  in  that  House, 
was  an  opinion  upon  recent  proceedings 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  which,  coming 
as  it  did  from  the  author  of  The  Practice 
of  Parliament f  must  command,  not  only 
in  the  House,  but  out  of  it,  a  weight 
that  could  attach  to  the  opinions  of  very 
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few  Members  of  the  House.  In  his  re- 
cent edition  of  this  work,  published  at 
the  end  of  1879,  Sir  Thomas  Erskine 
May  thus  wrote— 

'*  The  Bales  of  Parliament  are  demgned  to 
afford  every  legitimate  opportmiity  of  discBs- 
fiion,  to  inBure  reaaonable  dialayB  in  the  paanng 
of  important  meafuiet,  and  to  gnard  the  riffhtt 
of  mmorities.  In  the  observance  of  these 
Rules,  both  Houses  have  displaced  a  ffenerous 
regard  for  the  liberty  of  individnal  Members 
and  of  political  Parties ;  freedom  of  debate  has 
been  respected  with  rare  patience  and  self- 
denial.  Nowhere  have  the  principleB  of  libert j 
and  toleration  been  more  conspicuously  illus- 
trated than  within  the  walls  of  Parliament.  On 
some  memorable  occasions  the  power  of  a  ma- 
jority has  been  withstood  by  a  resolute  minority 
supported  by  public  opinion.  But,  of  late,  theee 
salutary  Hules  have  been  strained  and  perverted, 
in  the  House  of  Ck>mmons^  for  purposes  of  ob- 
struction. Such  a  course,  if  pexvisted  in,  would 
frustrate  the  power  and  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  secure  the  domination  of  a  soudl 
minority,  condemned  by  the  deliberate  jud^ent 
of  the  House  and  of  the  country.  That  it  is  un- 
parliamentary and  opposed  to  the  principles  of 
orderly  government  is  manifest,  ana  on  the  26th 
day  of  July,  1877,  it  was  declared  by  the 
Speaker  that  any  Member  wilfully  and  persist- 
ently obstructing  Public  Business  without  just 
and  reasonable  cause,  is  guiltv  of  a  contempt 
of  the  House,  and  would  be  liable  to  such  punish- 
ment, whether  by  censure,  by  suspension  from 
the  service  of  the  House,  or  by  commitment, 
as  the  House  may  a^udge." 

The  occasion  was  not  light  which  elicited 
that  declaration  from  the  Chair ;  and  he 
would,  as  briefly  as  he  could,  recall  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  some  of  the 
occurrences  of  1877.  He  wished  par- 
ticularly to  call  attention  to  the  effect 
produced  upon  public  opinion  by  this 
system  of  Oostruction.  The  Timee  news- 
paper published  a  Register  of  Evente,  In 
that  Begister  the  leading  occurrences  in 
this  House  are  recorded ;  and  the  follow- 
ing events  appeared  with  reference  to 
the  Session  of  1877  : — 

"Monday,  July  2. — House  of  Commons. — 
Debate  on  Army  "Estimates.  Irish  obstruction 
by  five  members ;  seventeen  divisions.  House 
sat  till  seven  in  the  morning. 

"  Thursday,  July  6. — Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature ^Ireland)  Bill  Debates.  Scene  with  the 
Irish  Oustructionists  and  Mr.  Whalley. 

"Tuesday,  July  24.— Debate  on  the  South 
Africa  Bill.    Obstruction  by  ^fr.  PamelL 

"Wednesday,  July  25. — Committee  on  the 
South  Africa  BUI.  Scene  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. Mr.  Pamell  ordered  to  withdraw  from 
the  House. 

"  Friday,  July  27. — Resolution  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  prevent  obstmction 
adopted. 

"Monday,  July  3C. — Committee  on  South 
Africa  Bill.  Scene  with  the  Irish  Members, 
Messrs.  O'Donnell  and  Biggar. 
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'*Tae6cU7,  July  31. — Committco  on  South 
Africa  BUI.  Obstraction  by  Irish  Members. 
Bittiny  of  the  House  through  the  night. 

''Wednesday,  August  1. — South  Africa  Bill. 
Obatraction  by  the  Irish  Members.  Sitting  of 
Uie  Honae  from  four  o* clock  on  Tuesday  to  six 
o'clock  on  Wednesday  (twenty-six  hours). 

"Thursday,  August  9. — Mr.  Whalloy  sus- 
pended from  debate  by  the  new  Rule." 

That  short  abstract  showed,  he  thought, 
that  publio  opinion  had  not  been  kept 
totally  ignorant  of  the  circumstances  in 
which  the  House  had  been  placed.  In 
the  following  Session,  1878,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Publio  Business  was  ap- 
pointed ;  and  he  was  not  at  all  prepared 
to  impugn  the  statement  of  tne  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  with 
reepect  to  what  occurred  in  that  Com- 
mittee. Ho  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  been 
mainly  instrumental  in  furnishing  the 
House  with  a  list  of  the  small  minorities 
by  which  the  Business  of  the  House  had 
been  impeded.     The  Committee   were 

Ceased  to  adopt  the  calculation  which 
» had  presented,  and  ordered  them  to 
be  examined  by  the  officers  of  the 
House,  by  whom  they  wore  found  cor- 
rect; buty  strange  to  say — and  for  this 
he  could  not  account — the  Committee 
declined  to  give  the  totals  to  the  House. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  then, 
he  would  now,  for  the  first  time,  read 
these  totals,  to  illustrate  the  fact  to 
which  he  alluded.  The  following  was 
an  analysis  of  the  published  Division 
Lists  of  the  House,  in  which  the  minori- 
ties did  not  exceed  21  : — During  the 
Session  1876,  there  were  40  such  divi- 
sions. In  1877  there  were  101  such 
divisions.  In  1878,  to  April  10,  there 
were  29  such  divisions — making  a  total 
of  170  divisions,  in  the  minorities  shown 
hj  which  the  under-mentioned  Members 
took  part: — Of  170  divisions  in  which 
the  minority  was  under  21,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  in 
121  ;  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Ghlway  (Major  Nolan)  was  in  1 1 1  ;  tlie 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  in 
107 ;  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Waterford  (Major  O'Gorman)  in  7o ; 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  in  73  ;  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  in  65  ;  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  City  (Mr. 
B«  Power)  in  56.  But  the  anal}':5is  went 
further.  There  were  divisions  in  which 
the  minorities  had  not  exceeded  1 1  Mem- 
in  the  Session  1876  there  wore  20 
;  in  1877, 69 such  divisions; 


and  in  1 878,  to  April  16, 8  such  divisions. 
Of  these  97  divisions  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  was  in  80 ;  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gal  way  in  69 ;  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  in  57  ;  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  in  48  ;  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  in  48  ;  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  City  in  46  ;  the  other 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Waterford 
in  26.  He  had  produced  those  figures 
in  order  to  show  the  House  how  small 
had  been  the  band  which  had  practised 
this  form  of  Obstruction.  The  Com- 
mittee of  1878  having  been  appointed, 
there  ensued  a  change  of  tactics  on  the 
part  of  those  Members  who  were  thus 
endangering  the  privileges  of  minorities 
in  that  House  by  the  extent  to  which 
they  had  abused  these  privileges.  He 
now  came  to  anotlier  period,  when  he 
could  show  the  House  that  it  had  suf- 
fered from  the  abuse  of  the  privileges 
of  individual  Members.  The  same  hon. 
Members  to  whom  he  had  alluded 
thenceforth  adopted  another  form  of 
abuse  and  annoyance.  He  came  to  the 
period  of  what  he  would  call  the  cacoethes 
loquendi.  Taking  the  last  Session,  1879, 
he  had  ascertained  from  the  Index  to 
Hannard^s  Debates  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  addressed  the  House  500 
times ;  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway,  369  times ;  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan,  284  times ;  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  135  timos. 
It  was  highly  important  that  the  public 
and  tlie  constituencies  should  know  that, 
if  the  House  had  been  obliged  to  adopt 
penal  legislation  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
forcing respect  for  its  Foi-ms,  it  was  on 
account  of  the  persistent  misconduct 
— for  he  could  not  otherwise  describe 
it — of  a  small  knot  of  hon.  Members 
who  never  numbered  more  than  a  dozen 
and  a-half.  It  was  important  that  the 
country  should  not  misunderstand  what 
had  occurred  in  that  House.  Tliat  which 
had  occurred  during  the  last  three  Ses- 
sions was  more  discreditable  to  the  House 
than  anything  within  his  experience  of 
the  35  years  that  he  had  occupied  a  scat  in 
the  House.  As  an  old  and  attached  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  no  man  would  be  more 
ready  to  assert  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
individual  Members,  and  of  minorities  in 
the  House ;  but  he  could  not  sanction 
these  extreme  abuses  of  their  Forms  and 
Kulos.  Nuver  having  been  in  otBce 
during  his  35  years  of  service  in  tho 
House,   but  i>i'Oud   and  content  to   be 
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simply  a  private  and  independent  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  he  would  be  the  last 
to  make  its  Bules  unduly  penal,  and 
would  resist  any  attack  upon  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  individual  Members 
and  minorities.  He  had  seen,  however, 
the  very  existence  of  other  Legislative 
Assemblies  endangered  by  excess ;  and 
he  plainly  saw  that  the  excesses  prac- 
tised by  a  persistent,  though  small, 
minority  in  this  House  were  endanger- 
ing the  rights  and  privileges  of  indivi- 
dual Members  of  the  House,  and  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  minorities.  The 
d^berative  character  of  the  House  was 
in  danger  if  nothing  was  done  to  pre- 
vent these  abuses,  and  nothing  need  be 
done  that  was  inconsistent    with    the 

Principles  of   the  existing  Bules    and 
•rders  of  the  House;  but,  if  nothing 
were  done,  it  was  inevitable  that  they 
should  come   to   the    adoption  of  the 
eldturef   which,   wherever  it   had  been 
adopted,  had  failed  to  restrain  the  ex- 
cesses of  debate,  for,  in  1848,  M.  Guizot, 
in  giving  evidence  before  a  Committee 
with   reference    to  the    eldture  in  the 
French  Assembly,  said  that  it  was  in- 
effectual to  restrain  the  excesses  of  de- 
bate, and  that  debates  on  the  same  sub- 
ject had,  in  the  French  Assembly,  lasted 
for  more  than  a  fortnight.  But  that  system 
operated  to  prevent  the  almost  conversa- 
tional mode  of  procedure  by  which,  espe- 
cially in  Committees  of  the  Whole  House, 
'the  aeliberative  character  of  the  House  of 
Commons  had  been  so  vindicated  as  to 
raise  it  in  that  respect  high '  above  the 
position  occupied  by  any  other  delibe- 
rative  Assembly    in    the    world.      He 
should    not    much    longer    detain    the 
House ;   but  he  thought  it  important 
that  the  facts  to  which  he  had  alluded 
should  bo  brought  to  its  notice  ;  and  as 
they  were  about  to  return  to  their  con- 
stituents, that   they   should — that   the 
constituencies    also    should — know  the 
reason  of  their  action ;    and  that,   far 
from    intending    to    impair    or   lessen 
the  freedom  of  debate,  or  to  change  the 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons,  if 
they  were  forced  to  measures  of  this 
kind  now  before  the  House,  it  was  not 
with  a  view  to  the  supersession  of  the 
deliberative  character  of  the  House,  not 
with  a  view  to  limit  its  functions  or 
lower  its  dignity,  but  with  the  view  of 
preserving   those   great   characteristics 
which  had  raised  it  so  high  above  every 
other  representative  and  Constitutional 
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Assembly  in  existence  that  they  acted. 
Having  thus  placed  before  the  House 
the  circumstances  which  had  induced 
him  to  assume  the  office  of  pioneer  in 
the  matter,  he  wished  to  say  that,  in 
some  respects,  he  did  not  coraially  ap- 
prove of  the  Resolutions  which  had  been 
proposed  by  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
The  proud  distinction  of  the  House  had 
hitherto  been  that,  except  by  courtesy, 
the  Members  of  that  House  were  all 
equal.     Another    distinction     of    the 
House  had  hitherto  been — which  had 
operated  as  a  guarantee  for  its  being  fit 
to  occupy  the  high  position  it  had  at- 
tained in  securing  the  liberties  and  the 
social  order  of  the  great  centre  of  the 
British  Empire — was  that  the  House  of 
Commons    nad   hitherto,    by    its   own 
power,  by  the  publio  spirited  oo-opera- 
tion  of  its  Members,  secured  not  only 
the  decency,  but  the  expedition  and  the 
efficiency  of  its  own  proceedings.    It  was 
thus  that  the  House  had  become  the 
great    exemplar    of   self-government — 
of  a  self-government  so  conducted  that, 
while  it   insured  political    and    social 
order,  guarded  the  foundations  of  free- 
dom.  That  had  been  the  proud  function 
of   the  House  of   Commons;    and   he 
thought,  as  must  be  obvious  from  the 
proposal  which   he   had    ventured    to 
place  on  the  Notice  Book,  which  had 
been  remarked  upon  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  that  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Besolutions  proposed  by  the 
Government  unnecessarily  invoked  the 
authority  of  the  Speaker.     Hitherto,  he 
had  seldom  known  a  Speaker  compelled 
to  ''name"  a  Member.    The  meaning 
of   that   proceeding,  according  to    his 
(Mr.  Newdegate's)   apprehension,  was 
this — that  in  addressing  a  Member  of 
the  House,  not  as  a  Member  for  a  cer- 
tain constituency,  but  by  his  own  indi- 
vidual name,  the  Speaker  expressed  an 
opinion  that  that  Member  so  named  had, 
by  his  conduct,  forfeited  his  right  to  be 
considered  a  Member  of  the  House. 
That  was   the  inference  which,  from 
some  study  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  he  believed  to  be  the^^e  inter- 
pretation of  what  was  meant  by  the 
Speaker's   naming  a  Member;  but  he 
must  say  that,  when    the  only  conse- 
quence of  naming  a  Member  was  to  be 
suspension  from  service,  in  the  first  in- 
stance,  for  one  Sitting  of  the  House 
only — it  might  be  for  an  hour  or  leas — 
he  did  not  think  that  the  penalty  was 
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adequate  to  the  offence  of  persistent 
obatruction.  He  remembered  the  Be- 
solution  which  was  carried  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
2uer  at  the  end  of  the  Session  of  1877. 
t  was  a  very  charitable  modification  of 
the  then  existing  Rules,  and  in  the  re- 
sult it  was  found  utterly  futile  and  quite 
useless  for  the  intended  purpose.  The 
consequence  of  the  adoption  and  failure 
of  that  Besolution  was  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  of  1 878  to  seek  for,  and, 
if  possible,  to  recommend  some  more 
effectual  disciplinary  proposal ;  but  when 
the  recommendations  of  that  Commit- 
tee came  before  the  House,  they  were 
so  multifarious,  and  so  totally  defi- 
cient in  remedies  for  the  evil  of  Ob- 
struction, that  only  one  of  these  Besolu- 
tions  was  adopted  by  the  House;  the 
first,  which  gave  the  Government  the 
adrantage  of  having  Monday  for  their 
Business.  The  only  Besolution  of  the 
Committee  of  1878  which  purported  to 
deal  with  Obstruction  was  carried  by 
the  casting  vote  of  its  author — the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  as  Chairman — 
and  was  never  till  now  proposed  to  tho 
House.  It  was  not  to  the  credit  of  tlie 
House  to  adopt  measures  so  inofficient 
that  they  only  led  to  an  aggravation 
of  the  offence.  It  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  the  Besolution  of  1877 
was  adopted  on  tho  27th  of  July, 
and  that  on  tho  night  of  tho  3iBt  of 
July  and  the  morning  of  August  Ist, 
1877,  they  had  had  tho  melancholy 
spectacle  of  the  majority  of  tho  House 
trying,  during  26  consecutive  hours,  to 
wear  out  a  small  minority  by  mere  ex- 
hibition of  physical  force.  Could  any- 
thing have  been  more  miserublo  ?  On 
that  occasion,  he  bore  his  part  with  tho 
majority.  Except  for  one  hour  only  he 
was  present  during  the  entire  26  hours. 
But  when  he  afterwards  refiectcd  upon 
what  the  House  had  boon  doing  ho 
came  to  the  conclusion  that,  with  all 
their  labour,  while  they  risked  tho 
health  of  the  Speaker,  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  and  of  tho  oificors  of  the 
House,  the  course  they  had  adopted  was 
not  worthy  of  tho  House.  WIrmi  ho 
was  told  that  they  would  be  driven  to 
the  eidture,  or  something  equivalent  to 
it,  in  order  that  the  House  might  duly 
exercise  its  functions,  he  did  not  liolievo 
it.  In  a  great  emergency  ho  had  soon 
the  power  of  supending  the  Standing 
Orders  brought  into  use.     On  one  occa- 


sion he  saw  an  Attorney  General  come 
down  to  the  House  and  notice  the  pre- 
sence of  Strangers,  who  were  then 
ordered  to  withdraw.  He  had  given 
notice  of  a  Bill,  but  he  had  not  brought 
it  in.  The  Attorney  General  then  told 
the  House  that  he  had  found  a  defect  in 
the  Acts  by  which  parts  of  the  dioceses 
of  this  countiy  had  been  re-distributed, 
and  that  that  defect  would  invalidate  the 
title  to  a  vast  amount  of  property,  since 
testamentary  jurisdiction  was  then  vested 
in  the  Diocesan  Courts,  and  that  unless 
the  House  passed  an  Act  in  a  single  day 
thousands  of  innocent  persons  might  be 
beggared,  and  the  greatest  confusion 
prevail  throughout  the  country.  That 
Attorney  General  was  Sir  John,  after- 
wards Chief  Justice,  Jervis ;  he  added 
that  tho  House  of  Lords  were  sitting 
ready  to  take  up  the  Bill.  In  two  hours 
and  three-quarters  after  the  suspension 
of  the  Standing  Orders,  an  Act  was 
thus  passed  through  both  Houses,  and 
became  law  by  the  Boyal  Assent  being 
given  to  it  the  same  evening.  He 
trusted,  then,  that  should  such  abuses 
as  those  of  the  31st  of  July  and  tho  1st 
of  August,  1877,  bo  again  attempted, 
that  hon.  Members  would  nover  again 
be  dragged  through  such  a  scene  as 
occurred  in  1877,  but  that,  should  tho 
occasion  require  it,  tho  Loader  of  tho 
House  would  move  tho  adjournment  of 
tlio  debate,  and  give  Notice  that  on  tiie 
next  day  ho  would  call  up(m  the  House 
to  suspend  the  Standing  Orders.  "With 
that  suspension,  every  restraint  upon 
tho  power  of  tlio  majority  would  vanish. 
Tlius,  thoy  had  all  tho  power  of  the 
cloture  at  their  command,  and  more  than 
that  of  tho  cidture,  to  renieily  any  abuse 
or  meet  any  emergency.  And  as  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders  miist 
be  a  totally  exceptional  proceoding, 
for  the  adoption  of  which  the  House 
must  bo  conscious  of  tlie  absolute  neces- 
sity— tlius,  in  the  case  of  Obstruction, 
such  exceptional  necessity  must  be 
proved  before  there  could  be  any  inter- 
ference with  the  riglits  and  privileges 
of  individual  Members,  or  of  minorities, 
or  anything  done  which  would  be  in- 
jurious to  tho  deliberative  chai*acter  of 
the  House.  In  conclusion,  he  felt 
that,  having  acted  as  pioneer  on  this 
subject,  and  so  incurred  a  great  re- 
sponsibility, he  was  under  an  obliga- 
tion, as  an  individual  Member  of  tliu 
House,   to   state  the   facts   which   had 
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induced  liim  to  undertake  that  respon- 
sibility.   

Mb.     DILLWYN,    who    had    given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment,  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  address  the  House  early  in 
the  debate,  because  he  was  misunder- 
stood and  misrepresented  in  the  Press 
with  regard  to  the  course  which  he  in- 
tended to  take.     He  objected  to  the 
second    Kesolution ;    but  never    for    a 
moment  did  he  intend  to   oppose  the 
Besolution     before     the     House.      He 
thought  it  better,  however,  not  to  con- 
vert any  Kesolution  on  this  subject  into 
a  Standing  Order;   and  he   hoped  he 
should  be  able  to  offer  reasons  for  that 
opinion  which  might  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Government  and  the   House.     He 
desired,  like  the  noble  Lord  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  to  act  in  a  friendly, 
not  a  hostile,  spirit  to  the  Kesolution 
they  were  then  discussing.     He  agreed 
with  a  great  deal  of  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  Kadnor  Boroughs. 
He  concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  Eadnor  Boroughs  in 
thinking  it  inexpedient  that  the  whole 
House  should  determine  in  each  case 
what  constituted  a  Breach  of  Order.  Such 
questions  were,  in  his  (Mr.  Dillwyn's) 
opinion,  too  delicate  to  be  dealt  with  in 
that  manner,  and  wore  always  matters 
of  extreme  difficulty.     In   all  the  in- 
stances  of   Obstruction — and   the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)had  rather  confused  Obstruc- 
tion with  Breach  of  Order — the  issue  had 
been  between  the  majority  and  the  mino- 
rity; and,  therefore,  in  every  case  re- 
ferred to  the  decision  of  the  whole  House, 
the  majority  had  to  decide  in  its  own 
favour.     As  the  noble  Lord  had  said,  if 
such  cases  were  submitted  to  the   de- 
cision of  the  whole  House,  the  ^eater 
part  of  the  House  would  be  called  in, 
and  would  not  be  cognizant  of  what  had 
taken  place.  This  consideration  made  him 
in  favour  of  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard   (Mr.  Courtney), 
according  to  which  a  Committee  of  Order 
would  be  appointed  at  the  beginning  of 
each  Session.     That  course,  he  thought, 
would  be  by  far  the  most  satisfactory 
that  could  be  adopted.     It  had  so  hap- 
pened that  of  late  years  obstruction  had 
always  come  from  his  own  side  of  the 
House,  because  they  had  been    in   a 
minority ;  but  his  (Mr.  Dillwyn's)  early 
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lessons  in  obstraction  had  been  received 
from  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
Benches.  He  was  not  an  adept  in  the 
art ;  but  what  instmotion  he  had  had 
was  given  by  hon.  Members  now  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire's  retrospect  ought 
to  have  gone  further  back,  and  should 
have  traced  the  orig^  of  Obstruction. 
He  TMr.  Dillwyn)  would  mention  the 
details  of  one  case.  On  June  17,  1870, 
a  Clerical  Disabilities  Bill  was  before 
the  House.  The  first  division  that  was 
taken  showed  99  for  the  Bill  and  47 
against  it,  several  Members  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  voting  in  the  minority. 
A  contest  then  ensued  on  Motions  for 
adjournment,  during  which  10  divisions 
were  taken,  till  the  small,  or  rather  the 
large,  hours  of  the  morning.  In  the 
first  eight  divisions  the  numbers  ranged 
from  66  to  74  against  24  to  30,  and  in 
that  small  minority  he  found  the  names 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Cross),  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther),  who  was  always 
an  able  Obstructionist,  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Winn),  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (Mr.  Baikes).  In  the  ninth 
division  the  numbers  were  66  to  21,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
abandoned  the  contest.  The  tenth  and 
last  division  showed  the  same  figures; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  by  that  time 
become  very  much  dissatisfied  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  obstruction  had 
been  conducted,  and,  therefore,  left  his 
Friends,  to  vote  with  the  majority.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Oom- 
mitttees,  however,  to  the  last,  voted  with 
the  minority.  He  merely  cited  this  case 
in  justice  to  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  and  to  show  that  they  had 
not  been  the  authors  or  the  first  prac- 
tisers  of  Obstruction.  With  regard  to 
the  cldtur0f  he  trusted  that  there  was  no 
sort  of  possibility  of  its  being  adopted, 
and  that  any  such  proposal  would  meet 
with  the  most  determined  opposition. 
The  propositions  of  the  Government 
were,  on  the  whole,  not  very  objection- 
able, and  might  be  amended.  Me  be- 
lieved he  could  say,  on  behalf  of  many 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  had  never  been  c^ty  of  wilfbl  and 
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peniatent  obstxnotiony  that  their  disin- 
dinatioii  to  accept  interference  with  the 
procedure  of  the  House  led  them  to  view 
with  reg^t  the  necessity  of  some  such 
Beaolutions  as  those  now  proposed.  They 
had  feared  that  the  privileges  of  private 
Members  and  the  rights  of  minorities 
might  be  impaired;  out  now  that  the 
authorities  of  the  House  had  taken  up 
the  question  they  would  give  them  all 
the  assistance  in  their  power.  They 
were  always  anxious  to  repress  any 
Breach  of  Order;  and  although  it  was 
true  that  sometimes  they  supported  seve- 
ral of  their  Irish  Friends  below  the 
Oangway  when,  perhaps,  their  proceed- 
ings were  not  very  orderly,  yet  that  was, 
if  he  might  say  so  without  offence,  when 
they  considered  those  Friends  were  un- 
duly attacked  and  unduly  bullied  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  that  as  one  of 
the  hon.  Members  who  had  several 
Amendments  upon  the  Paper  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  some  of  the  amenities 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  House  was  governed  by  a  fixed  set 
of  Rules,  and  yet,  in  the  same  breath, 
had  proposed  to  alter  them  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  Party  with  which  he  (Mr. 
Finig^n)  had  the  honour  to  bo  connected. 
However,  though  that  was  the  object  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  cordially 
supported  the  principles  enunciated  by 
him ;  but  he  must  say  for  himself  and 
them  that  they  had  never  been  guilty 
of  wilful  Obstruction.  The  Party  to 
which  he  belonged  had  a  very  great 
duty  to  perform — namely,  to  remedy  the 
mode  in  which  Irish  legislation  was  con- 
ducted. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Finigan)  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  the  Resolution  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Speaker)  might,  therefore,  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  if  he  spoke 
at  that  time  he  would  bo  precluded  by 
the  Rules  of  the  House  from  moving 
hia  Amendment  at  a  later  period  of  tho 
debate.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  desired 
to  speak  now,  the  House  was  willing  to 
hear  him ;  but  if  he  did  so,  he  would, 
as  he  (Mr.  Speaker)  had  said,  lose  his 
right  to  speak  later  on. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  his  correction,  and  said 
thaty  in  that  case,  ho  should  prefer  to 


address  the  House  in  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Mil.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
effect — 

"  That  it  would  bo  inexpedient  to  attempt  to 
introduce  now  llules  for  tho  conduct  of  fiu;)ino8d 
at  a  tiuio  so  near  to  tho  end  of  tho  present  Par- 
liament," 

said,    that    he  had  taken   that    course 
entirely    on    his     own     responsibility, 
and  not   as  a  Member   of  any  Party. 
At  the  request  of  many  Members  of  his 
own  Party,  he  had  forborne  from  press- 
ing the  Amendment,  it  being  their  opi- 
nion that  there  ought  not  to  be  any  op- 
position to  the  Kesolutions  which  might 
seem  to  have  the  effect  of  delaying  their 
passage,  and  having  heard  the  reasons 
of  the  Government  for  proposing  them 
ho  had  yielded  to  the  opinion   of  the 
Members  of   his  Party  and  had  with- 
drawn his  Amendment.     Still,  he  must 
say  that,  if  he  represented  not  an  Irish 
but  an  English  constituency,  he  should 
feel  bound  to  oppose  these  Resolutions 
at  such  a  time  in  the  life  of  the  Parlia- 
ment as  the  present.     He  saw,  however, 
no  reason  why  their  adoption  should  be 
made  the  subject  of  a  struggle  for  life 
or  death.     He  confessed  that  there  was 
about  them  one  satisfactory  condition — 
they  did  not  strike  at  the  privileges  of  a 
minority.     Had  they  done  so,  he  should 
certainly    have     felt     bound     to    offer 
thcHi  tlie  strongest  and  most  persistent 
()p])r)sition.     There  was  that  to  be  said 
in  tli(*ir  favour,  that  they  struck  not  at  a 
minority,  however  small,  but  at  the  in- 
dividual Member.    But,  notwithstanding 
that,  he  objected  to  them  for  more  than 
one  reason.      They  were  not  in  them- 
selves very  important  Kesolutions,  and 
he  did  not  believe  they  would  produce 
any  serious  or  considerable  change  in 
the  manner  of  carrying  on  the  Business 
of  tho  House  of  Commons.     They  in- 
terforod,  however,  with  the  relations  of 
the  House  and  the  Speaker,  with  those 
of  a  Member  and  his  constituency,  and 
with  those  of  one  Parliamentary  Party 
and   another,   and,  indeed,    he    should 
hanlly    have    thought    it    possible     to 
•  introduce  into   so   small  a  compass  so 
many  alterations  in  the  relations  which 
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had  hitherto  subsisted  between  the 
Speaker  and  the  House.  If  carried 
out  with  great  stringency,  and  under 
a  Speaker  less  impartial  than  the 
present  Speaker,  it  was  possible  to  con- 
ceive that  they  might  introduce  serious, 
and  even  fundamental,  alterations  in  the 
Parliamentary  system.  For  the  first 
time,  the  House  had  a  system  of  penal 
clauses  to  be  applied  to  Members  of 
Parliament.  For  the  first  time,  the 
Speaker  had  the  right  given  him  to 
become  the  moving  power  for  the 
punishment  of  Members  of  that  House. 
The  Eesolutions  made  the  Speaker 
something  more  than  the  mouth- 
piece, they  made  him  the  President 
of  that  Assembly.  They  gave  him  an 
initiative.  Circumstances  might  arise 
which  should  render  even  such  a  change 
desirable.  But  it  was  not  desirable  at  the 
close  of  a  Parliament,  when  the  authority 
of  the  House  was  weakened  by  the  pros- 
pect of  early  extinction.  It  was  a  serious 
change  to  make  for  the  first  time  in 
Parliamentary  history,  that  a  Motion 
might  be  made  which  was  not  to  be 
discussed,  and  over  which,  from  begin- 
ning to  end,  all  right  of  debate  was 
taken  away.  He  had  heard  no  argu- 
ment as  yet  which  showed  that  a  con- 
dition of  things  had  arrived  which  ren- 
dered such  a  course  necessary ;  and  if  it 
had  it  could  not  be  satisfactory  to  make 
the  change  during  the  closing  days  of  a 
Parliament.  It  was  said  that  a  man 
had  the  right  to  make  a  will.  That  was 
undoubtedly  so,  although  they  were  living 
at  a  time  when  it  was  rather  sought  to 
restrict  the  power  of  the  **  dead  hand." 
But  the  dying  man  must  be  the  owner 
of  that  over  which  he  exercised  the  dis- 
posing power.  Here  the  analogy  failed. 
The  present  House  was  not  an  owner  in 
that  sense.  It  was,  finally,  a  most  se- 
rious innovation  that  a  Member  of  that 
House  might  be  suspended,  not  for  a 
week,  but  rather  for  an  indefinite 
period,  from  the  exercise  of  his  func- 
tions; might,  for  the  first  time,  be 
degraded  to  a  lower  rank  than  his 
Colleagues,  and  held  there  until  a  ma- 
jority of  the  House  should  intervene  to 
restore  him.  He  should  like  a  much 
greater  time  to  have  been  given  to  the 
consideration  of  such  changes.  It  was, 
moreover,  strange  that  the  especial  rea- 
son given  bv  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
be  that  there  was  no  cause  just  now  to 
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complain  of  Obstruction ;  that  they  were 
in  a  calm  and  temperate  mood.  Then 
arose  the  question  as  to  whether  the  new 
Eules  were  to  be  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House.  Into  the  minute  bearings  of  the 
question  he  would  not  go  for  the  pre- 
sent. They  would  be  discussed  here* 
after;  but  he  could  hardly  believe 
that  the  Government  would  refuse  to 
yield  to  the  Amendment  that  was  pro- 
posed upon  that  matter.  Admitting  that 
it  might  be  reasonable  enough  to  adopt 
these  Eesolutions  for  the  current  Ses- 
sion, the  next  Parliament  should  surely 
be  left  the  power  to  judge  for  itself  how 
best  to  conduct  its  a&irs.  Although 
the  Eesolutions  would  introduce  a  great 
many  serious  changes  into  our  Parlia- 
mentary system,  he  did  not  think  they 
were  accompanied  by  any  very  great 
hope  that  they  would  necessarily  be 
successful  in  the  object  which  was 
the  excuse  for  their  presentation.  If 
there  really  existed  in  the  House,  as 
was  stated,  an  organized  and  deter- 
mined system  for  the  Obstruction  of 
Public  Business,  the  Eesolutions,  when 
passed,  would  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
interfere  with  the  worst  operations  of 
such  a  system.  In  fact,  if  there  were 
that  determination  amongst  Members  of 
the  House,  the  Eesolutions  would  rather 
afford  them  opportunity  than  deny  them 
occasion.  Anyone  could  see  that  when 
the  Estimates  were  being  considered  in 
Committee  a  determined  Obstruction  of 
Business  could  be  carried  on,  in  spite  of 
the  Eesolutions,  in  a  way  ^at  no  Go- 
vernment could  venture  fairly  to  describe 
as  deliberate  Obstruction.  It  would  be 
almost  impossible  to  say  what  really  was 
the  motive  of  an  hon.  Member  who  in- 
sisted on  submitting  to  the  critical  judg- 
ment of  the  House  every  item  in  the 
Estimates.  The  adoption  of  such  a 
course  was  advocated  by  Joseph  Hume, 
and  recommended  to  every  Member.  It 
was  clear  that  a  Member  might, 
with  perfect  g^d  faith,  insist  upon  ex- 
amining every  clause  in  a  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee, and  suggesting  Amendments  in 
almost  every  line.  Was  it  not  easy  to 
imagine  a  heated  majority,  impatient  of 
any  delay,  insisting  on  treating  a  Mem- 
ber who  was  only  performing  his  duty 
as  one  guilty  of  wilful  obstruction? 
Such  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  majority 
might  be  naturally  expected  in  times 
of  great  political  excitement.  It  should 
I  be  Dome  in  mind  that  there  were  two 
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kinds  of  Obstruction.  The  first  was  that 
kind  of  Obstruction  in  accordance  with 
which  a  minority,  when  driven  to  bay, 
made  use  of  every  available  Bule  of  the 
House  in  order  to  delay  the  passing  of 
a  very  obnoxious  measure.  This  kind 
of  Obstruction  had  been  resorted  to  by 
every  Party  and  almost  every  eminent 
statesman,  and  surely  no  Member  of  the 
House  would  like  to  see  it  rendered  im- 
possible. Among  others,  Lord  Palmer- 
Bton  was  an  advocate  of  this  form  of 
Obstruction,  for  on  one  occasion,  writing 
to  a  friend,  he  pointed  out  that  in  certain 
cases  Liberal  Members  might  divide  on 
every  possible  question ;  debate  a  clause, 
line  by  line ;  in  his  own  words — 

•<  Might  80  obstruct  tho  passing  of  a  measure 
that  a  whole  Session  would  not  suffice  to  allow 
it  to  come  into  operation.*' 

They  had  heard  much  in  praise  of  the 
constitution  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
as  contrasted  with  the  Legislatures  of 
other  countries ;  and  he  know  of  no  pecu- 
liarity by  which  the  House  was  raised 
above  all  other  Parliaments  so  honourable 
and  distin&^uished  as  the  power  which  was 
given  to  the  smallest  minority  to  inter- 
pose a  barrier  between  the  passing  of  an 
obnoxious  measure  and  the  will  of  an 
overbearing  majority.  It  would  pro- 
bably be  said  that  the  kind  of  Obstruc- 
tion which  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
had  described  was  not  that  which  it  was 
intended  to  abolish,  which  it  would  bo 
said  was  Obstruction  amounting  to  inter- 
ference with  the  whole  Business  of  the 
House.  They  had  heard  lately  of  a 
number  of  hon.  Members  of  that  IIouso, 
whose  set  purpose  was  supposed  to  be  to 
bring  Parliamentary  institutions  into 
contempt.  He  might  say  that  he  had 
never  cnanced  to  meet  that  Party,  nor, 
indeed,  had  he  ever  met  a  single  indi- 
vidual who  acknowledged  that  he  de- 
sired to  bring  Parliamentary  institutions 
iDto  contempt.  But  he  did  not  know  hy 
what  means  they  could  more  efToctually 
bring  Parliamentary  institutions  into  con- 
tempt than  by  furnishing  a  majority  with 
the  power  of  arbitrarily  extinguishing  the 
voice  of  a  minority.  The  rights  which 
minorities  had  hitherto  enjoyed  had  ever 
been  the  admiration  of  foreign  states- 
men, who  trusted  that  their  Legislatures, 
taking  example  from  our  own,  might 
some  da}'  adopt  our  practice  in  this  re- 
spect. They  had  heard  a  ^reat  deal  of 
the  controversies  that  had  led  to  these 


Eesolutions.    Well,  he  should  like  to 
ask  whether  in  these  disputes  the  fault 
had  not  as  often  been  on  the  side  of  tho 
Treasury  Bench  as  on  that  of  individual 
Members  of  the  House?    He  remem- 
bered, on  one  occasion,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer    moving    that  an  hon. 
Member's  words  be  taken  down  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  infringed  the  Eules 
of  the  House.     But  what  had  the  hon. 
Member  said?      He   had   expressed  a 
strong  objection  to  a  measure  before  the 
House,  and  declared  that  it  would  be 
his  duty  to  thwart  the  Government  in 
the  passing  of  that  measure.     Surely,  in 
doing  that,  the  hon.  Member  was  within 
his  right.     The   Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer on  that  occasion  confounded  the 
measures  of  the   Government  with  the 
Business  of  the  House.     But  reflection 
came  before  the  morning,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  found  that  he 
was  wrong,  and  that  tho  hon.  Member 
was  strictly  right.     That  had  been  the 
case  in  many  instances,  and  one  could 
understand  that  a   minority  thus  con- 
tinually irritated  might  sometimes  have 
gone  beyond  the  lines  of  conduct  which 
they  had  laid  down  for  themselves,  and 
that  too  much  heat  on  the  one  side  might 
have  engendered  too  much  heat  on  the 
other.    If  history  noticed  the  Parliamen- 
tary difficulties  of  the  last  few  years,  he 
thought  they  would  be  ascribed  much  more 
to  the  impatience,  the  mistakes,  and  the 
confusion  of  the  Government  than  to  any 
endeavour  at  obstruction  on  the  part  of 
the  private  Members.     He  did  not  be- 
lieve, for  his  own  part,  that  if  any  great 
moasure  had  been    before    the   House 
which  roused  the  sympathy  and    feel- 
ings of  the  coimtry,  there  would  have 
been  any  obstruction  calling  for  action 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.     There 
seemed  at  one  time  to  bo  an  intention  on 
the  part  of  tho  Government  to  trifle  away 
the  time  of  the  House,  especially  when 
measures  were  concerned  which  deeply 
interested  tho  heart  and  tho  conscience 
of  a  small  but  earnest  minority  of  Irish 
Kepresentatives.      It  must   bo  allowed 
that  it  was  somewhat  hard  to  see  legis- 
lation of  great  and  vital  importance  to 
Ireland  delayed  day  after  day  or  denied 
altogether,  when  every  now  and  then  on 
somo  poor  point   of    Order  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  E.xchequer   was  throwing 
his   whole  soul  into    an    endeavour  to 
bring  the  whole    power  of  Parliament 
to   bear  on    three    or    four    Members 

iFint  Night.^ 
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hai  b^^n  exerM- 

hai  a  nos:   in'^irlous  :r*durL.:e  r-n  the 

When  the  •i-'e's::  i-r.  •: :   H  i-uir  Eule  was 
firs:  brr-^:.:  ur».  l-:-ai:r.j:  statesmen  on  , 
both  sM-rs  at  on?r  d-xlar^i  tLit  i:  iiiust  ■ 
never  be  c-r-n^eicd:  while  the  Press  of 
London,   with  s-r-nie  h^n^tiral-Ie  exeep-  = 
ti'jns.  urged  that  n^t  only  n: us:  H:»2ie  ' 
Bule  not  be  firrantei.  lu:  that  !:«  ad-  ; 
vooates  mi^st  not  be  allowed  a  hearin;r 
on   the   sub;e:t.   and  ni;ist    be   bluntly  ! 
told   that   no   ariTuments  which    might 
be     brought    lorwj.rd     in     its     favour 
could    change    the   settled    opinion   of 
the    House.       English    inte-rests    were 
to  be  the  only    thing  considered,  and 
statesmen  were  t  jld  in  the  current  phrase 
that  they  must  put  their  foot  down  and 
tell  the  miserable  Irish   Party  that  it 
should  never  have  the  c»Dnces*i'on  it  de- 
manded.    Had  he  been  in  the  House  at 
the  time  he  should  not  have  been  much 
impressed  by  such  language,  knowing 
the    value    of    what    Milf  called    the 
eternal    political     non     posiumu*.       He 
was  well^  aware  that  all  reforms   had. 
in   the   first  instance,  been   invariably 
met    by   clamour   of   that    kind.     But 
it  was  not  difficult  to  understand  that 
some   Irish  Members  took  it  seriouslv 
and  supposed  that  it  represented  the  set 
opinion    of   the    Parliament    and    the 
people  of  England  ;  and  such  Members, 
having  a  certain  degree  of  bitterness  thus 
engendered  in  their  minds,  might  then 
have  felt  it  to  be  their  duty,  not  to  ob- 
struct general  Business,  but  to  use  the 
Forms  of  the  House  in  such  a  wav  as 
to    convince    the    majority    that    their 
arguments    must    at    least    be    heard. 
He  doubted  whether  an  English  mino- 
rity in   anything   like    similar  circum- 
stances would  not  have  been   as  reso- 
lute.       But     such    collisions    between 
majority  and  minority  were  exceptional 
and  did  not  last  long,  and  they  gave 
no  excuse  for  a  sudden  resolve  to  "change 
the  system  of  the  House.     He  believed 
he  was  speaking  as  much  in  the  interest 
of  England  as  in  that  of  Ireland  when 
he  urged  the  House  to  be  careful  how  it 
passed  such  Resolutions  as  those  now 
Jitr,  Justin  JT  Car  thy 


proposed.  The  changes  of  p 
Parties  were  often  sudden,  and  tl 
jority  of  yesterday  became,  it  kni 
how.  the  minority  of  to-day.  ] 
easy  enough  to  imagine  a  not  < 
future  when  a  Conserrative  m 
might  have  to  struggle  for  somet! 
held  dear  against  an  overwhelmii 
dominant  liberal  majority,  and  o 
an  occasion  the  Members  of  the 
rity  might  think  there  had  be< 
much  haste  shown  in  altering  the  c 
practice  of  Parliament.  He  dee] 
gretted  that  the  GroYemment  h; 
seen  their  way  to  trust  a  little  n 
the  growing  good  feeling  and  ten 
Parties,  and  that  they  had  suddei 
a  mere  hint  from  the  hon.  Meml 
Xorth  Warwickshire,  proposed 
changes  which,  however  strikinj 
remarkable  in  themselves,  migli 
sibly  have  no  effect  whatever  in 
the  special  evils  which  they  w< 
tended  to  abolish. 

Mr.  SYXAX  remarked,  that 
15  years  during  which  he  had  occi 
seat  in  that  House  he  had  neY< 
violated  its  Bules  nor  insulted  i 
ditions.  Nevertheless,  he  rose  to  ] 
against  the  Resolution  now  undc 
siderarion,  for  that  was  all  that  rei 
for  him  to  do,  since  his  hon. 
the  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
McCarthy)  had  not  moved  his  A 
men:.  The  noble  Marquess  the  ! 
of  the  Opposition,  who  had  substa 
supported  the  Resolution,  whih 
ciziug  it.  had  shown  to  his  ;Mr.  Sj 
mind  a  very  great,  perhaps  a  nob 
plicity  of  character,  in  protesting 
House  and  to  the  country  that  hi 
not  arrive  at  any  explanation  wl 
Resolutions  were  now  bzooght  fn 
after  a  lapse  of  two  years.  H< 
Synan^  presumed  that  the  nobh 
quess*s  object  was  to  elicit  an  ezpli 
from  the  Treasury  Bench ;  but  tl 
must  be  very  short-sighted  inda 
could  not  find  in  what  had  late! 
pened  an  explanation  as  to  the  tii 
the  object  for  which  the  Besolutioi 
introduced.  What  was  the  hisi 
the  case?  In  the  Session  of  18 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pi 
Resolution  analogous  in  ereiy  ra 
the  first  part  of  the  Beaolution 
the  House,  and  he  omitted  altc 
the  latter  and  more  stringent  part 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  piomi 
the  part  of  the  GtoTemmant^  to  01 
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the  matter  dnrinff  the  Becess,  and  deal 
with  it  in  the  Seseion  of  1878.  But 
what  did  he  do  ?  He  obtained  a  Select 
Committee,  who  adopted  a  Besolution 
analogous  in  terms  to  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  present  Motion.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  act  upon  it.  In 
1879  he  placed  a  Besolution  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  and  did  not  act  on  it. 
Now  why  was  that  ?  He  must  suppose 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
consider  that  there  was  a  necessity  for  it. 
Might  he  ask,  then,  what  necessity  had 
arisen  since  the  commencement  of  tho 
present  Session  ?  He  knew  that  the 
Ministerial  organs  had  published  to  tho 
country  that  a  necessity  had  arisen,  and 
had  denounced  a  small  Party  in  tho 
House  as  Irreconcilables,  who  endea- 
voured to  prevent  and  obstruct  the  pro- 
gress of  Business ;  but  he  (Mr.  Synan), 
defied  any  man  in  the  House  to  show 
that  any  Irish  Member  had,  during  the 
present  Session,  violated  any  of  the  Kules 
of  the  House  either  in  substance  or  spirit. 
Tet  the  Ministerial  organs  denounced 
them.  Did  they  not  know  what  that 
was  for  ?  Why,  Liverpool  was  the  first 
case  in  point.  There  a  Liberal  candi- 
date took  a  harmless  pledge  which  bound 
him  more  or  less  to  tho  Obstructive  Party. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  wrote  a  letter  in  explana- 
tion, and  rather  in  his  support,  and  that 
letter  was  seized  upon  by  his  opponents 
for  the  purpose  of  connecting  the  Liberal 
Party  and  its  Leaders  with  what  was 
called  the  Obstructive  Party,  and  of 
raising  an  election  cry  throughout  the 
country.  What  occurred  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  ?  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter of  the  country  denounced  .this  ko- 
caUed  Obstructive  Party  as  a  Party  who 
were  attempting  to  dismember  the  Em- 
pire, and  who  were  disloyal  to  the  (iuoen. 
Those  words  had  been  used  for  an  oU^c- 
tioneering  purpose,  and  that  was  tli(> 
purpose  for  which  this  Besolution  h(ul 
Deen  brought  forward.  It  was  to  show 
the  English  people,  or  rather  tho  stiqtid 
English  electors,  that  the  Government 
was  obliged  at  the  eh^venth  liour  to  pass 
this  Besolution,  in  order  to  uphold  tlie 
digpiity  of  tho  House  of  Commons,  and 
to  save  the  privileges  of  its  Members 
from  the  assaults  and  obstrurtiun  of 
what  their  supporters  called  "  a  despic- 
able lot  of  Irish  Members.''  That  was 
the  secret ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  was 
too  d^cate  to  mention  it.    The  Whigs 


were  once  dished,  and  the  present  pro- 
ceeding of  the  Government,  which  ema- 
nated from  the  same  head,  was  intended 
to  dish  the  Liberals.  He  (Mr.  Synan) 
was  not  very  anxious  to  throw  a  shield 
over  the  Liberals,  for  they  had  been  so 
frightened  that  they  had  all  gone  away. 
They  were  afraid  to  open  their  mouths, 
or  even  to  be  seen  in  the  company  of  the 
Home  Bulers.  They  were  afraid  that  if 
they  were  found  voting  against  this  Be- 
solution the  people  of  England  would 
identify  them  with  the  Irish  Party,  and 
that  it  would  endanger  their  future 
election.  In  his  opinion,  honesty  in  poli- 
tics, as  in  morals,  was  the  best  policy; 
and  he  would  much  prefer  to  see  a  high- 
minded  Party  who  would  raise  its  voice  in 
defence  of  the  Privileges  and  traditions 
of  the  House,  and  against  a  Besolution 
which  was  an  innovation  Tipon  both,  and 
which,  in  fact,  was  a  Parliamentary 
revolution.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had 
kept  an  almanack  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  so  far  as  they  related  to  the 
obstructive  Irish  Members.  Had  they 
been  present  during  his  speech  they 
would  consider  it  complimentary.  They 
had  more  divisions,  spoke  oftener,  and 
were  more  active  than  any  other  20  or 
30  or  100  Members.  That  was  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  he 
(Mr.  Synan)  was  satisfied  that  his  ob- 
structive Friends  would  use  that  argu- 
ment in  Ireland  to  show  that  they  were 
tlie  men  wlio  were  entith'd  to  tho  confi- 
dence of  tho  Irish  people.  The  hon. 
Alember  seemed  to  have  forgotten  that 
when  his  l*ai*ty  was  in  a  minority  its 
Al embers  practised  obstruction  pretty 
extensivelv.  Did  he  remember  the  Irish 
Church  Disestablishment  Bill,  and,  later 
still,  the  Army  Bill  ?  In  regard  to  both 
these  nu'asures,  gross  obstruction  was 
practised  by  a  (.'onservativo  minority, 
aiid  several  of  those  who  then  led  the 
obstruction  had  been  rewarded  with  seats 
on  tho  Treasury  Bench.  Why  was  not 
a  Besoluti(m  l)it)Ught  forward  tlien  to  put 
down  the  obstruct i(m?  Was  it  because 
the  minority  in  the  one  case  was  Knglish, 
and  in  the  other  it  was  Irish  ?  Was 
that  the  distinction  ?  Were  they  to  adopt 
thf  words  of  »Sliakespeare,  and  say — 

"  Tliat  in  tin?  <ai»tain  is  liut  n  chulf  ric  wonl 
Wliirli  in  thf  t-oMicr  is  rank  hliisphoniy.'* 

Ho  urged  that  tho   House,  in  virtue  of 
its  own  common  law,  had  the  inherent 
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eellor  of  the  Elxohequer  may  be  found 
to  oontain  suggestionB  tending  to  facili- 
tate Pablio  Business  without  limiting 
fkir  freedom  of  debate,  I,  for  one,  hold 
myself  free  to  give  them  my  support. 
Apart  even  from  the  question  of  the 
lawfulness  or  propriety  of  obstruction,  I 
have  never  believed  in  its  efficacy.  I 
talk  of  real  obstruction.  On  the  only 
occasion  on  which  I  saw  conduct  in  this 
House  which  seemed  to  me  to  be  fairly 
open  to  that  designation,  I  expressed 
my  dissent  from  it,  not  merely  openly  on 
this  floor,  but  publicly  in  the  Irish  Press. 
Bnt,  as  I  have  said,  I  speak  of  real  ob- 
struction— that  is,  obstruction  to  the 
action  of  this  House,  not  incidental  re- 
siatance  to  debatable  proposals  or  pro- 
eeedings  in  this  House.  The  distinction 
is  wide  and  clear,  is  grave  and  serious ; 
and  I  appeal  to  the  House  not  to  con- 
fiue  things  sb  essentially  different,  and 
not  to  be  impelled  by  clamour  and  pas- 
sion out-of-doors  into  proceedings  which, 
intended  against  obstruction,  may  have 
the  effect  and  result  of  interfering  with 
the  rightful  and  legitimate  resistance  of 
a  minority  to  Bills  of  which  they  honestly 
disapprove.  What  is  obstruction  ?  Can 
hon.  Uentlemen  opposite  tell  us  ?  They 
will  not  avow  what  they  really  mean  by 
thia  proceedinjpf  of  to-night ;  but  it  has 
been  avowed  &r  them  by  their  repre- 
sentative journals  out-of-doors ;  this 
debate  is  all  an  electioneering  move. 
["  No,  no  !  "]  No  !  Why,  it  has  been 
avowed  in  7^  Standardy  and  the  jilot  it 
seems  was  this — that  if  the  Liberal 
Party  could  be  mancouvred  into  opposing 
these  Besolutions  —  as  it  was  fondly 
hoped  they  might  be — and  if  tlio  Uoino 
Bvilers  at  the  same  time  could  bo  pro- 
voked into  dilatory  resistance.  Parlia- 
ment was  to  be  dissolved  in  a  week  or 
two,  and  Ministers  wore  to  go  to  the 
country  on  the  cry  of  "Obstruction," 
hoping  to  come  back  with  a  thundering 
majority  against  an  alleged  iniquitous 
combination  between  Liberalism  and 
Obstruction.  But  already  this  cunningly- 
devised  scheme  seems  to  have  fallpu 
through.  Neither  tho  Liberals  nur  the 
Home  Bulors  have  been  kind  enough  to 
walk  into  the  trap.  On  the  contrary, 
we  are  all  of  one  mind  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  puuisliing  or  preventing  ob- 
■tmction ;  only  some  of  us  want  to  be 
tdd  what  it  is  you  mean  to  put  down 
under  that  name.  Disguibe  it  as  you 
ij,  you  mean  by  ''  obstruction"  any 
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resistance  to  a  measure  which  you  your- 
selves approve.  It  is  the  old  story 
about  ortnodoxy.  ''Orthodoxy  means 
my  doxy,  and  heterodoxy  means  anv- 
body  else's  doxy.*'  I  shall  prove  this. 
I  shall  prove  that  you  are  calling  out 
**  obstruction"  against  a  mere  difference 
of  opinion  with  you — a  legitimate  dif- 
ference of  opinion — upon  the  merits  of 
particular  measures.  Has  there  been 
any  obstruction  this  Session?  [**Yes, 
yes ! "]  Then  I  challenge  any  hon. 
Member  who  says  **  Yes,"  to  take  the 
records  of  our  proceedings  in  his  hand 
and  point  to  a  single  division  or  other 
course  of  action  to  justify  that  assertion. 
There  has  been  discussion  on  the  Irish 
Belief  Bill,  and  just  because  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  consider  that  whatever 
the  Government  proposes  is  right  and 
perfect,  they  coolly  conclude  that  such  a 
Bill  ought  to  run  through  in  a  canter ; 
and  we,  who  know  better  on  such  sub- 
jects, we  whose  country  and  whose 
money  and  whose  people  s  lives  are  at 
stake  in  the  matter,  because  we  do  not 
sink  to  the  servile  function  of  merely 
registering  the  decrees  of  the  Cabinet, 
find  our  efforts  to  improve  the  Bill,  and 
to  examine  and  expose  its  shortcomings, 
set  down  as  ''obstruction"  by  Minis- 
terial voters  within  this  House,  and 
Ministerial  orators  and  writers  outside 
of  it.  And  just  contemplate  the  justifi- 
cation and  vindication  of  our  conduct 
which  is  supplied  in  the  improvements, 
the  publicly-admitted  improvements,  we 
have  thereby  forced  into  the  Bill.  Yet 
although  these  have  been  our  labours, 
these  our  motives,  these  our  adiieve- 
nicnts,  and  although  not  a  single  in- 
stancy of  un-Parliauientary  or  unfair  pro- 
cedure can  be  laid  to  our  charge  this 
8(*ssion,  there  has  not  a  day  elapsed 
since  the  3rd  of  February  that  we  have 
not  been  howled  at  as  "  obstructing." 
Day  by  day  IriKh  Members  have  been 
scandalously  traduced  ;  day  by  day  the 
vilest  language  is  used  in  the  London 
Press  to  defame  them,  and  to  lash  into 
fury  against  tliem  the  passions  of  the 
land,  yet  no  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ribos  in  his  place  as  Leader  of  the 
Commons  to  protect  us  by  **  Privilege," 
as  he  readily  would  do  were  we  Mem- 
bers of  his  own  l^arty.  But  •'obstruc- 
tion," forsooth;  let  us  look  into  this 
matter  a  little.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  told  us  it  began  '*two  or 
three  years  ago."     We  shall  see  as  to 
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that.  The  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd)  said  in  previous 
times  there  might  have  been  some  little 
symptoms  of  such  a  practice,  but  that 
it  was  only  on  one  occasion,  or  in  refer- 
ence to  some  one  particular  Bill.  Bless 
his  innocent  soul !  He  little  knows  the 
record  of  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  near 
him;  he  little  knows  what  a  tale  the 
Journals  of  this  House,  now  in  my 
hands,  can  unfold.  I  shall  let  him  know 
when  obstruction — real,  genuine,  undis- 
guised obstruction — began;  and  I  will 
let  him  know  who  began  it.  And  as  I 
read  out  these  details,  let  us  now  and 
again  cast  a  glance  at  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  see  if  any  of  the  facts  we 
now  behold  there  can  be  identified  with 
the  Obstructionists  whose  doings  I  am 
about  to  narrate.  Of  course,  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  in  this  House  know  very 
well,  though  it  may  not  be  so  clear  out- 
of-doors,  that  the  most  familiar  and  un- 
disguised form  of  obstructing  any  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  is  to  set  a-going  a 
series  of  alternate  Motions,  "  that  this 
Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  and  **  that 
the  House  do  now  adjourn."  If  we  are 
sitting  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
the  plan  is  to  make  the  obstructive  Mo- 
tions alternate  between  **  reporting  Pro- 
g:ress,"  and  ''that  the  Chairman  leave 
the  Chair."  It  was  the  use  of  these 
tactics — which,  indeed,  they  used  to  any 
serious  extent  onlv  on  two  occasions,  and 
even  then  not  without  some  Parliament- 
ary justitioation — that  first  brought  the 
hon.  ^[embers  for  Meath  and  Cavan 
(Mr.  Parnoll  and  Mr.  Biggar)  into  noto- 
rietv  as  so-called  •'  Obstructionists." 
Now.  then,  lot  me  ask  your  attention  to 
the  volume  in  my  hand.  It  is  the 
otRoial  record  of  your  Business  and  your 
Divisions  in  the  Sessions  of  1870  and 
1871.  In  order  to  spare  time,  I  take 
onlv  those  two  vears.  and  barelv  three 
or  four  scones  from  the  Obstructionist 
campaigns  therein  recorded.  On  the 
17th  of  Juno,  1870.  the  Clerical  Dis- 
abilities Bill  was  before  this  House, 
yair  debate,  oniinarv  discussion,  we  do 
not  mind ;  but  after  debate  had  been 
pursued,  the  play  began.  andupjumi>ed 
Mr.  Assluton  Cn^ss  and  moved  **that 
this  IVbato  bo  now  adjoumoil."  This 
was  ••oponiiijr  the  ball:*'  no  loss  than 
10  ahornato  Slv»tions  of  obstruction  fol- 
lowing ••  hot  iWt  *■  one  after  the  other, 
far  tar  into  the  night.  AMio  composed 
the  obstructive  band  ?    Just  listen,  and 
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say,  where  and  oh  where  are  these  Gen- 
tlemen now !  **  Yisoount  Bandon ;  next 
comes  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  whose 
name  begins  with  L,  and  who  now 
officially  adorns  Dublin  Castle;  then 
come  Mr.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Mr. 
Rowland  Winn,  Mr.  Cecil  Raikes,  Hon. 
G.  J.  Noel,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridlev, 
Colonel  C.  Lindsay,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot'." 
Well,  they  were  voted  down  by  an  over- 
whelming majority ;  but,  all  undaunted, 
they  went  at  the  work  before  them. 
Barely  had  the  Speaker  announced  the 
numbers,  when  Mr.  GKiest  moved  "  this 
House  do  now  adjourn."  Bound  through 
the  Lobbies  they  go  once  more,  and 
again  before  one  could  draw  his  breath, 
the  next  Motion  by  Mr.  PeU,  "  that  this 
Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  carried  on 
the  game.  But,  Sir,  who  moved  the 
next  ?  Hearken  to  the  natne ;  it  is  one 
to  be  found  unfailingly  in  every  one  of 
the  worst  of  these  Obstructionist  pro- 
ceedings —  **  Mr.  Cecil  Baikes,"  our 
Chairman  of  Committees  at  the  present 
day,  the  identical  Gentleman  whom  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to-night 
proposes  to  endow  with  judicial  powers 
for  the  repression  of  Obstructionists! 
Well,  Mr.  Eaikes's  Motion  was  voted 
down  too,  and  here  is  how  the  fight  was 
waged.  Mr.  Hodgson  moves  the  House 
adjourn ;  Mr.  Heygate  **  Debate,"  Mr. 
Starkie  ''  House,"  Mr.  Bowland  Winn 
"Debate,"  Colonel C.  Lindsay  *•  House." 
By  this  time.  Sir,  it  was  broad  daylight ; 
the  birds  were  chirping  on  the  trees; 
and  accordingly  Mr.  Finch — appropriate 
name — moves  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. This,  too,  being  defeated,  the 
heroic  few  took  a  final  uvision  on  the 
clause  originally  before  the  House— Mr. 
Baikes,  faithful  to  the  last,  being  Teller 
for  the  Obstructionists — and  then  they 
went  home.  I  have  given  the  House 
the  names  of  those  Gentlemen;  and 
again  I  ask,  where  are  they  now? 
Sandon,  Baikes,  Winn,  Cross,  Dyke, 
Smith,  Lowther,  Noel,  Lindsay  —  ah, 
where  indeed,  but  on  the  Treasuir 
Bench !  In  truth,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I 
shall  show  before  I  sit  down,  it  is  the 
men  who  qualified  by  the  most  signal 
service  in  the  work  of  obstruction  who 
have  been  rewarded  with  Office  in  the 
present  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  should  note  the 
fact,  there  may  be  a  brilliant  future  be- 
fore him,  if  he  but  penerare  in  follow- 
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ing  the  example  thus  held  out  to  him. 
Let  me  own,  uoweyer,  that  there  is  one 
nune  I  miss  from  most  of  these  Obstruc- 
tionist  Divisions.     I  look  in  the  alpha- 
betical list,  letter  N,  and  find  it  so  very 
seldom  there  that  it  is  a  marvel  to  me 
how   they  ever  made  the  owner  of  it 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  did  so 
little  in  the  way  of  obstruction  to  win 
hie  epurs.     He  did  something,  however. 
What  I  have  read  to  the  House  was 
pretty  fair  for  one  night ;  but  it  was,  by 
wmparison,  only  a  little  innocent  skir- 
miah,  a  sort  of  preliminary  canter.     On 
the  14th  of  July  following — there  were 
minor  displays  in  the  interval — the  Edu- 
cation Bill  was  before  the  House.    There 
had  been  in  the  evening  four  debates 
and  four  heavy  divisions,  and  then  com- 
menced   a    scene    or    series  of    scenes 
throaghout  an  all-night  Sitting.      The 
man  put  up  to  move  the  first  of  the  ob- 
■tmctive  Motions  was — whom  would  the 
House  suppose  ? — Sir  James  D.  Elphin- 
■tone !     A  greater  problem  than  the  dis- 
eoTery  of  the  North- West  Passage,  or  the 
liringstone  task  in  Mid- Africa,  is  solved 
to-night !    Any  man  might  have  vainly 
offered  a  prize  of  £1,000  for  a  successful 
gueaa  at  why  that  estimable  Gentleman 
was  put  on  the  Treasury  Bench;    but 
now  we  know   it — he  was  an  Obstruc- 
tionist.    He  was  followed  into  the  divi- 
sion by  every  Member  of  the  present  Go- 
Temment  who  then  had  a  seat  in  this 
House,    the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  included,  and  one  whose  name 
we  assuredly  have  hoard  before — here 
it  is — **Mr.  Benjamin  Disraeli."       Lot 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr.  Fini^an) 
take  courage.     He  may  be  Prime  Minis- 
ter yet.      The  next  was  by  way  of  a 
Motion     against    the  ballot    in   Board 
elections,  moved  by — how  shall  I   toll 
the  story  ? — Lord  John  Manners !    Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  is  one  man  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  whom  it  would  griovo 
us  to  find  practising  as  an  Obstruction- 
ist, that  one  is  the  amiable  noble  Lord 
the  Postmaster  General.     Only  fancy  the 
poet   Peer,   who  pleaded  for    **our  old 
nobility,"  acting  as  precursor  and  pre- 
eeptor  to  Messrs.  Biggar   and  Panioll. 
I  will  briefly  recite  from  the  volume  in 
my  hand  tho  record  of  that  memorable 
night's  obstruction,  and  the  names  of 
the  Movers  of  Motions.     Sir  Henry  Sel- 
win-Ibbetson — we  had  not  him  before ; 
but,  aa  he  is  now  in  the  Treasury,  ho 
■ore  to  have  been  in  the  work  then 


— moved  that  the  secret  ballot  be  open 
to  all  ratepayers ;  a  playful  proposition 
which  admirably  varied  the  night's  per- 
formance. Then  came  all  these  alter- 
nate Motions — '*  Progress,"  Mr.  Guest; 
'*  Chair,"  Mr.  Vance ;  **  Progress,"  Mr. 
Lowther ;  **  Chair,"  Mr. Seymour;  "Pro- 
gress," Mr.  Cartwright;  ''Chair,"  Mr. 
Cubitt ;  "  Progress,"  Sir  Percy  Burrell ; 
and  so  on,  trotting  round  the  Division 
Lobbies  till  a  quarter  past  5  o'clock 
in  the  morning !  I  cast  my  eye  over  the 
list  of  those  who,  resisting  this  protracted 
attempt,  sat  out  the  night;  and  I  find 
these — '*  Gladstone,  Brand,  Forster,  Har- 
tington,  Mundella,  Lawson,  Play  fair" — 
in  all,  245  against  21.  Amongst  those 
anti-Obstructionists,  who  stood  the  battle 
to  the  very  end,  we  notice  one  man,  who 
perhaps  little  thought  that  night  that 
the  suffrages  of  this  House  would  ele- 
vate him  to  the  well-won  and  worthily 
occupied  eminence  of  President  of  this 
Assembly,  and  *  *  First  Commoner  of  Eng- 
land," Of  this,  at  all  events,  we  may  be 
sure — that  as  he  paced  the  Lobbies  all 
that  dreary  night,  and  marked  the  daunt- 
less persistence  of  the  dividers,  he  little 
could  have  believed  that  he  would  live 
to  listen  to  the  reckless  and  implacable 
Obstructionists  of  those  times  moving 
penal  Eesolutions,  and  making  mock -vir- 
tuous denunciations  against  obstruction 
and  Obstructionists.  Why  did  not  the  cry 
arise  at  that  time  for  repressive  Resolu- 
tions ?  Why  did  not  England  resound 
with  obj  urgations  of  obstruction  ?  AVhy 
was  no  one  concerned  for  **  the  progress 
of  Public  Business,"  **  the  dignity  of  our 
Parliamentary  institutions,"  and  all  the 
rest  of  it  ?  Why  did  the  majority  of 
that  day  take  no  stops  to  stop  such  con- 
duct ?  I  will  tell  you — because  it  was 
felt  that,  as  between  Liberal  and  Tory, 
tho  minority  of  to-day  may  be  the  majo- 
rity of  to-morrow,  and  the  power  to  take 
reprisals  was  kept  in  mind.  But  no  such 
fear  curbs  you  in  striking  at  us  Irish 
Members.  [**  Oh,  oh  !"]  Yes,  you  dare 
not  do  this  against  an  English  Liberal 
minority  that  may  possibly  bo  a  majority 
to  pay  you  back  next  year ;  but  we  Irish- 
men can  never  be  a  majority  of  this  As- 
sembly ;  we  are  weak ;  it  is  safe  to 
strike  at  us,  and  so  you  strike  to-night. 
Well,  Sir,  the  instances  of  obstruction  I 
have  quoted  were  from  only  one  Ses- 
It  might  be  thought  that  when 
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hon.  and  right  hon.  Obstructionists  went 
oil'  to  shoot  tho  birds  on  the  12  th  of 
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August,  and  when  they  had  had  fiye  or 
six  months  to  reflect  over  matters  a  little, 
they  would  come  back  to  a  new  Session 
the  next  year  in  a  better  frame  of  mind. 
Not  a  bit  of  it.  Obstruction  was  still 
their  watchword,  and  they  valiantly 
stood  to  their  guns.  Take  the  second 
month  of  the  next  Session,  that  of  1871 ; 
the  eve  of  St.  Patrick's  day,  auspicious 
occasion ! — the  Army  Purchase  Bill. 
After  plenty  of  debate,  the  midnight 
hour  brought  the  time  for  the  accus- 
tomed practice,  and  forthwith  it  began. 
Division  No.  20,  Colonel  North,  '*  ad- 
journ Debate;"  No.  21,  Mr.  Fowler, 
''House;"  No.  22,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach — Colonial  Office  in  view — '*  De- 
bate;" No.  23,  Sir  John  D.  Hay, 
** House;"  No.  24 — whom  have  we 
here?  memories  of  Chevy  Chase! — 
**  Earl  Percy  of  Northumberland,"  ''De- 
bate;"  No.  25,  Lord  Garlics,  ''House." 
In  the  very  last  of  these  divisions  I  find 
these  names  amongst  the  handful  of  Ob- 
structionists :  Beach,  Cross,  Bourke,  Ca- 
vendish Bentinck — ah,  now,  there  ought 
to  be  an  apology  to  that  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son),  who  once  said  it  was  for  his  orna- 
mental qualities  our  Prime  Minister 
made  him  Judge  Advocate  General.  No, 
it  was  for  his  obstructive  capacities. 
Then  come  Dyke,  Elcho,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  (winning  his  way,  you  see,  to 
the  India  Office),  Noel,  Lindsay,  Lowther 
— of  course,  Lowther  —  Wheelhouse, 
Mowbray  (not  yet  placed),  and  Baikes 
— the  eternal  Baikes — he  is  in  every  di- 
vision of  them ;  not  a  scene  of  obstruc- 
tion would  be  complete  without  him. 
Ireland  was  there  too,  represented  by  my 
eloquent  Friend  the  hon.  and  learned 
Tory  Member  for  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  Plunket).  Let  us  speed  on  to  a 
few  weeks  later.  The  flowers  of  May 
brought  no  compunction  to  the  untiring 
band.  Here  they  are  at  it  again  as  fresh 
as  ever;  same  Bill,  Sir,  8th  of  May, 
1871.  This,  I  believe,  was  the  night 
which  is  known  in  history  as  "  the  Co- 
lonels* night."  The  debate  had  pro- 
ceeded with  one  legitimate  division  up 
to  midnight,  and  then  the  old  familiar 
performance  was  turned  on — Division 
No.  63,  Colonel  Arbuthnot,  "That  this 
Debate  be  now  adjourned ; "  No.  64, 
Colonel  Jervis,  "I  move  the  House  do. 
now  adjourn ; "  No.  65,  Colonel  Knox, 
"Debate;"    No.  66,  Colonel  Corbet, 
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<<  Honfle ; "  No.  67,  Sir  William  Bagge, 
"  Debate."  On  this  oocaaion,  for  some 
reason  or  another,  the  lead,  as  far  as 
moving  the  obstractive  Motions,  was  left 
in  the  hands  of  "  the  Colonels ; "  but  let 
no  one  suppose  the  embryo  Cabinet  Mi- 
nisters held  back  from  their  aocustomed 
game.  No,  no;  here  they  are  on  the 
record  before  me — Sandon,  Manners, 
Pakington,  Hart  Dyke,  Cecil,  Bidley, 
Elcho,  Bfiiikes,  Hay,  Lopes,  ftwo  of 
them.  Sir),  Noel,  Hamilton — five  Hamil- 
tons,  no  less-^the  faithful  Lowther,  and 
the  venerable  Taylor.  Now,  Sir,  it  would 
occupy  too  much  of  our  time,  and  imitate 
too  closely  the  tactics  I  am  ref  eixing  to, 
were  I  to  linger  on  these  reminiscences  of 
virtuous  Conservatism  in  Opposition,  so 
I  shall  quote  no  more,  fiut  let  it  be 
clearly  understood  I  have  merely  taken 
three  or  four  scenes  out  of  a  five  years' 
campaign  that  began  with  1869,  and, 
up  to  1874,  doggemy  fought  every  effort 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  to  effect  reform  for 
Ireland,  for  England,  or  for  Scotland.  It 
was  not  opposition  to  one  particular 
measure.  It  was  not  a  momentary  burst 
of  temper  on  a  solitazy  evening.  No. 
It  went,  as  I  have  shown,  from  month 
to  montli  and  from  year  to  year.  A  fac- 
tious though  futile  endeavour  by  waste 
of  time  to  delay  what  they  could  not 
hinder,  a  vain  attempt  to  retard  the  in- 
evitable march  of  hberfy  and  reform. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  Yes ;  I  charge  it  as  the 
worst  feature  in  the  worst  scenes  of  this 
obstruction,  that  it  was  put  into  opera- 
tion confessedly  in  the  narrow  interests 
of  a  class,  a  caste,  or  a  clique,  as 
opposed  to  the  wide  interests  of  the 
nation.  The  next  consideration  to 
which  I  invite  attention  is  this — ^that 
the  men  who,  then  a  mere  fraction  of 
the  representation  of  their  own  country, 
thus  set  themselves  to  the  purposes  of 
dead-lock  and  chaos  in  this  House,  were 
no  obscure  and  undisciplined  conscripts, 
but  the  foremostmen,  the  official  Leaders 
and  Chiefs,  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
Mark  the  names.  Th^  are  the  Cabinet 
Ministers  of  to-day.  With  these  facts 
before  me,  with  these  records  in  my 
hand,  how  am  I  to  regard  the  oonduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  this 
House  and  out  of  it  during  the  past  five 
or  six  weeks  ?  How  can  I  abstain  from 
characterizing  as  ineffable  hyprooriqr 
their  now  noisy  damonr  and  affected  hor- 
ror of  obstruction !   Did  ever  men  in  the 
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lugh  position  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
deaoend  to  so  ignoble  a  resort  of  Party 
warfare  as  the  electioneering  artifice  of 
which  this  Rebate  is  but  a  part,  and 
which  had  its  commencement  in  a  recent 
Lancashire  election?  ['*No,  no!"]  I 
■aj  yes,  yes.  A  noble  Lord  who  sits 
yonder  on  the  Treasury  Bench  this 
moment — himself,  as  you  have  heard, 
a  well-trained  and  habituated  Obstruc- 
tionist— ^has  barely  returned  from  Liver - 
po(d,  where,  Cabinet  Minister  as  he  is,  ho 

Sent  days  and  nights  inveighing  against 
beral  sympathies  with  Lreland  as  un- 
patriotic collusion  with  Obstruction.  Of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who, 
in  those  days  as  in  these,  seems  to  have 
been  too  moderate  for  his  Party,  I  speak 
as  I  feel  with  sincere  respect ;  but  I  nave 
nought  but  scorn  and  loathing  for  those 
miaerable  creatures  of  faction,  who  in 
the  Press  and  on  the  platform  are  just 
now  striving  to  lash  up  a  fury  of  passion 
and  prejudice  against  my  country,  its 
cause,  and  its  people ;  who,  in  their 
eagerness  to  crush  political  rivals,  do  not 
hesitate  to  denounce  as  false  to  Crown 
and  country  the  man  who  reaches  out  a 
friendly  hand  to  a  people  much  wronged 
and  long  oppressed.  I  am  not  entitled  to 
offer  counsel  to  those  who  lead  the 
Liberal  Party.  I  am  not  in  their  ranks ; 
the  co-operation  and  support  they  re- 
cetve  from  men  like  me  is  independently 
nyen,  and  given  cheerfully  and  heartily, 
from,  allegiance  to  principle,  not  alio- 
rianoe  to  Party.  But  if  I  might  offer 
tiiem  a  word  of  advice,  it  would  be  to 
evade  the  political  snare  that  is  set  for 
them  in  all  this  business,  and  bafHo  the 
adroit  scheme  which  was  to  fiud  a 
good  cry  for  the  General  Election  in 
Liberal  opposition  and  Home  Eulo  Ob- 
struction to  these  Eesolutions.  As  for 
my  owii  countrymen,  my  Colleagues  and 
Friends  who  sit  around  me,  I  adjure 
them  to  be  wary  and  wise  on  this  occa- 
sion ;  to  be  circumspect,  temperate,  and 
prudent ;  lost  they  afford  a  pretext  to 
those  whose  aim  is  to  put  enmity  and 
misunderstanding  between  them  and  the 
English  people.  ["Oh!  oh!"]  Yes, 
Sir  ;  it  is  just  because  kindly  Ryni  path  ion 
and  generous  feelings  for  Ireland  are 
daily  making  way  amongst  the  people  of 
England — ^just  because  the  dosire  to  in- 
Testisate  and  to  understand  our  case, 
and  the  determination  to  do  us  justice, 
aie  being  avowed  bv  broad-minded  and 
justiee-loring  Englishmen    in  steadily 


increasing  numbers — ^that  alarm  has 
seized  upon  a  certain  class  of  politicians 
who  feel  the  hour  of  judgment  is  at 
hand  for  them.  This  is  the  secret  of 
the  anti-Irish  crusade  out-of-doors. 
This  is  the  design  of  the  present  de- 
bate. Let  us  by  prudence  and  good 
feeling  baffle  it  here  to-night.  Let  us 
trust  with  confidence  to  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  country.  It  will  know  what 
answer  to  make  when  asked  to  endow 
those  Gentlemen  with  a  now  lease  of 
power,  so  that,  forsooth,  the  Obstruc- 
tionists of  1870  may  put  down  the  Ob- 
structionists of  1879. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN,  who  had  given  Notice, 
as  an  Amendment  to  Mr.  Newdogate's 
Motion,  to  move  the  following  Resolu- 
tions : — 

"(1.)  A  Motion  may  bo  made,  *That  any 
Member  then  speaking  be  no  longer  heard,'  but 
no  speech  shall  be  made  in  support  of  or  against 
such  Motion ;  (2)  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  may  put  such  (Question  if  ho 
think  fit,  and  the  Division  shall  thereon  bo 
taken  without  Amendment  or  Debate,  but  it 
shall  not  bo  affirmed  if  there  are  forty  Members 
opposed  to  it;  (3)  if  the  Motion  bo  atRnnod, 
the  Member  speaking  is  silenced  and  suspended 
from  taking  further  piirt  in  the  proceedings  of 
the  House,  and  such  suspension  shall  continue 
until  the  House  has  further  considen-d  it ;  (4) 
such  a  Motion  shall  not  bo  made  more;  than  onco 
during  any  8p(K»i*h  of  a  M«anbor ;  (o)  a  Motion 
for  relieving  the  Member  from  suspension,  or 
for  declaring  any  other  judgments  of  the  House, 
may  be  proposed  before  the  commencomtjut  of 
Public  Business  at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House. 
Tliese  Resolutions  to  be  added  to  the  .Standing 
Orders  of  the  Houso," 

Raid,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  l^fcmber 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had  not  in- 
cluded him  among  those  who,  by  obstruc- 
tion, had  taken  what  he  said  was  the 
only  sure  road  to  a  seat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  it  was  the  less  necessary  that  he 
should  follow  him  through  the  long  li»t 
he  had  quoted.  He  should  have  thought 
that  the  te&t  of  obstruction  was  not  to 
be  found  in  the  number  of  divisions 
takon  by  the  alleged  Obstructionists,  but 
in  the  purpose  and  object  for  whicli 
obstruction  was  practised.  However 
that  might  be,  in  his  opinion  the  time 
had  now  arrived  when  it  was  necessary, 
in  the  public  interest,  that  some  altera- 
tion should  be  made  in  the  Eules  and 
Kcgulations  by  whicli  they  had  hitherto 
conducted  Public  Business.  If  lio  wore 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  he 
would  echo  the  sentiments  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  that 
they  had  already  delayed  a  great  deal  too 
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long.  He  liad  heard  with  pleasure  the 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend  so  far  as  it  inti- 
mated that  he  would  give  his  support  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
efforts  to  deal  with  Obstruction.  But  he 
understood  his  noble  Friend  to  complain, 
or,  at  all  events,  express  surprise,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
not  explained  in  detail  the  character  of 
the  obstruction  against  which  his  pro- 
posals were  directed.  Surely  the  noble 
Lord,  his  Friends  on  the  Benches  oppo- 
site, and  every  hon.  Member  of  that 
House,  must  know  what  the  character 
of  that  obstruction  was.  If  the  noble 
Lord  did  not,  then  he  was  the  only 
Member  of  the  House  wanting  in  that 
information,  and  it  would  lead  him 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  to  think  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  passing  a  good  deal  of  his 
time  asleep  on  that  Bench,  and  in  happy 
unconsciousness  of  all  that  was  going  on 
around  him.  There  might  be  some- 
thing   more,    however,   in    the    regret 


the  wonder  and  amazement  of  the  world' 
For  his  own  part,  he  rejoiced  sincerely 
that  there  was  at  last  some  evidence  of 
the  determination  of  the  House  to  deal 
earnestly  with  the  matter,  for  he  was 
convinced  that  their  forbearance  would 
be  mistaken  for  weakness  and  incapacity. 
The  Chancellor  of. the  Exchequer  had 
pointed  out  that  evening  that  in  every 
Assembly  like  the  House  of  Commons 
some  rules  were  absolutely  necessary  fur 
the  discharge  of  its  Business,  and  the 
Rules  of  that  Assembly  had  up  to  a 
recent  period  been  found  perfectly  ade- 
quate to  the  purpose.  Unhappily,  no 
one  could  say  that  that  was  the  case  at 
the  present  moment.  But  why  was  it  that 
Rules  which  were  insufficient  to-day  had 
been  found  perfectly  adequate  up  to  a 
recent  date?  It  was  not  because  ob- 
struction was  formerly  more  difficult. 
On  the  contraiy,  there  were  always  the 
same  facilities  K>r  obstruction.  It  never 
required  any  commanding  intellect,  or 


which  the  noble  Lord  expressed  that  the    any  original  mind,  to  read  extracts  from 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
taken    him  into  his  confidence  before 
proposing  his  Resolutions.     Speaking  as 
an  independent  Member  of  that  House, 
who  had  watched  all  that  had  been  going 
on,  he  was  not  aware  of  that  evident 
desire  and  determination  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  to  assist 
the  Leader  of  the  House  which  would 
have  encouraged  him  to  make  any  ad- 
vances.   It  was  possible,  of  course,  that 
the  noble  Lord  and   his  Friends  were 
burning  with  desire  to  support  measures 
for  suppressing  Obstruction ;  but,  if  that 
were  so,  they  were  singularly  successful 
in  concealing  their  ardent  wishes.     It 
was  certainly  not  the  desire  of  all  the 
noble  Lord^s  Friends ;  for,  on  one  occa- 
sion not  long  ago,  during  the  occurrence 
of  one  of  those  scenes  too  familiar  to 
the  House,  a  most  distinguished  Member 
of  the  late  Administration,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright),  counselled 
a  little  patience  to  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  at  a  moment  when  they  were 
smarting  severely  under  the  infliction. 
Why,  the  patience  of  Job  must  almost 
have    been    exhausted;    and   he    (Mr. 
Chaplin  took  the  liberty  of  expressing 
at  the  time  an  opinion,  which  he  still 
held,  that,  so  far  from  the  House  being 
wanting    in    patience,    its    forbearance 
under  such  provocation,  if  it  did  not 
command  the  admiration,  had  long  been 

Mr,  Chaplin 


a  Blue  Book  or  Act  of  Parliament  by 
the  hour,  or  to  place  a  block  of  Amend- 
ments on  the  Order  Book.    It  was  no 
new  discovery  that  two,  three,  or  five 
Members,   if   they  pleased*   could  not 
bring  the  whole  Business  of  the  House 
to  a  stand.    All  that  was  wanted  was  a 
total  absence  of  self-respect,  and  a  stolid 
indifference  to  Public  Business.     These 
two  qualities  given,   and    were   there 
any  Members  at  any  time  so  insignifi- 
cant,  or  so  generally  incapable,   that 
they  could  not,  with  the  greatest  ease, 
if  they  chose,  bring  the  whole  Busi- 
ness   of   the  House   and  the    country 
to    a    standstill?     But   if    the    Rules 
of  the  House   were  adequate  in  past 
days    it  was    only    because    thej    ap- 
plied to  men  who  always  were  most 
anxious  to  observe,  not  only  the  letter, 
but  the  spirit,  of   the  Rules — men  of 
whom  Lord  Palmerston  once  said  in  the 
House — ''  At  all  events,  we  are  all  gentle- 
men here."     He  was  not  sure  how  far 
Lord  Palmerston  would  feel  justified  in 
repeating  those  words,  if  he  were  still 
among  them.    But  this,  at  least,  he  did 
know — that  the  Rules,  if  kept  to  the 
letter,  had  been  over  and  over  again 
broken  in  spirit,  and  that  they  were  now 
wholly  inadequate.     The  consequence 
was  that  they  had  seen,  day  after  day, 
week  after  week,  and  year  after  year, 
proceedings  which  oould  have  no  other 
effect  than  to  bring  that  House  into  " 
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credit  and  disrepute  out-of-doors.  If  that 
were  bo — and,  unhappily,  it  could  not  be 
denied — it  was  a  state  of  things  which 
they  oould  not  allow  to  continue,  if  that 
House  wished  to  retain    the    position 
which  hitherto  it  occupied  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  country.     When  they  saw 
that  the  unanimous  sentiment  and  feel- 
ing of  the  House  had  been  so  constantly 
and  persistently  outraged,  he  felt  that 
flooner   or   later   they  must  have  some 
new  machinery  by  which   the    House 
itself,    on    these   deplorable  occasions, 
would    be    able    instantly    to     compel 
obedience  to  the  dictates  of  good  feel- 
ing and  good  taste.      How    was    that 
tobe  done  ?     Whatever  step  they  should 
nltimately  decide  on,  one  thing  at  least 
was  certain — it  must  be  effectual  and  it 
must  be  prompt  in  its  operation.  Frappe% 
vUe  0i  frappez  fort  must  be  their  mutto 
and  the  principle  on  which  they  must 
act.     He  would,  however,  do  nothing  to 
curtail  the  legitimate  rights  of  a  mino- 
rity, prevent  freedom  of  speech,  or  give 
nnooutrolled  power  to  a    more    Party 
majority.     There   was  Obstruction   and 
Obstruction,  and  that  was  the  answer  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth.     There  was  Obstruction 
which  might  be  used  for  an  ulterior  pur- 
pose, such  a  purpose  as  was  avowed  by 
one  of  the  most  able  and  eloquent  of  all 
the  eloquent  Members  who  hailed  from 
the  othor  side  of  the  Irish  Channel.    lie 
would  g^vothe  House  the  hon.  Member's 
own  words.     They  were  these — 

"  I  am  hero  as  a  Member  of  a  Party  that  has 
been  sent  into  this  House  to  carry  a  groat 
object.*' 

That  was  the  Party,  ho  presumed,  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends 
were  so  eager  to  gain  the  support  and 
adhesion  on  a  celebrated  occasion  not 
long  ago.  The  hon.  Member  went  on 
thus — 

•*  I  may  say  it  is  nothing  loss  than  to  win  tho 
legislative  indci>Gndencr  of  a  nation.  And  if 
the  Irish  Slembcrs  arc  in  curnettt  in  carry inp: 
forward  that  great  mission,  thcro  urc  no  pains 
or  penalties  which  can  be  inflicted  which  thoy 
will  not  bo  prepared  to  oncountor  ralhrr  than 
allow  themselves  to  be  fettorud  in  tho  discharge 
of  their  public  duty." 

That,  at  all  events,  was  an  honest  and 
frank  avowal,  and  as  such  he  could  feel 
some  sympathy  with  it.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  bound  to  express  the  opinion 
that  if  ever  they  found  themselves  to  be 


confronted  with  Obstruction  like  that, 
then  there  was  only  one  course  for  that 
House  to  pursue,  and  that  was  to  crush 
it,  and  to  crush  it  without  a  moment's 
hesitation.     But  there  was  another  kind 
of  Obstruction,  to  which   the   hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  alluded — an 
obstruction  made  to   legislation  which 
the  minority  really  believed  to  be  mis- 
chievous not  only  to  those  whom  they 
represented,  but  to  the  whole  country, 
and  against  that  kind  of  obstruction  he 
had  not  one  word  to  say.    But  thoy  must 
remember,  in  atteuipting  to  provide  a 
weapon  for  instantly  checking  obstruc- 
tion, they  must  be  most  careful  to  provide 
effectual  safeguards  against  passion  and 
the  oppression   of  the  minority.     That 
made  it  all  the  more  difhuult  to   deal 
with  obstruction   in   a  manner  at  once 
satisfactory  and  effectual.     He  thought, 
however,  that  the  task  might  be  accom- 
plished in  one  of  two  ways — they  might 
leave  the  initiative  to  the  Speaker,  and 
throw  all  the  responsibility  upon  him  ;  or 
they  might  give  it  to  the  IIouso.     In  the 
one  case,  no  further  safeguard  was  re- 
quired ;  in  the  other,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  provide  safeguards,   and  there 
were  great  but  not  insuperable  obstacles 
to  bo  overcome  if  thoy  attempted  to  pro- 
vide them.     For  his  own  part,  he  should 
prefer  to  see  the  initiative  vested  in  tho 
House  itself.     Ho  would  not  enter  into 
details ;  but  would  content  himself  by 
saying  that   if    it    appeared  to  be  the 
general  opinion  of  the  House — and  he 
presumed   from  what   had  passed  that 
evening  that  it  would  be  so — that  tho 
initiative  should  rest  with  the  Speaker, 
then  he  would  give  his  hearty  support  to 
the  proposal  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
He  trusted  sincerely  tliat  tliere  would  be 
no  long  delay  before  the  Kosolution  was 
added   to   tho   Standing   Orders  of   tho 
House.     Every  day  during  which  4hey 
allowed  Obstruction  to  continue  lessened 
their  position  and  influence  in  the  coun- 
try.    It  was  impossible  to  over-estimate 
the  importance  of  maintaining  their  posi- 
tion ;  for  if  ever  a  day  were  to  come  when 
the  House  of  Commons  sliould  fall  into 
anything    like    permanent    discredit  or 
disrepute  in  the  opinion  of  the  nation, 
it  would  not  be  only  tlitur  own  reputa- 
tions and  characters  that  would  suffer, 
but  tho  very  existence  of  representative 
government,    the    Constitution    of    the 
country,  and  the  liberties  of  tho  people 
would  be  at  stake. 

IFint  mght.} 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  observed  that 
he  was  not  one  of  those  who  haa  quali- 
fied for  the  Treasury  Bench  as  an  author 
of  obstruction.  [Mr.  Chaplin  :  I  said  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth  had 
not  included  me  in  the  list.]  He  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  had  not  included  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  remark,  because  he  had  not 
been  in  a  position  so  to  have  qualified, 
as  he  had  never  had  the  advantage  of 
sitting  in  Opposition.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had   been    in    the    House  in 

1870 [Mr.   Chaplin  explained  that 

he  was  in  the  House  before  the  Con- 
servative Government  came  into  power.] 
In  that  case,  he  was  entirely  mis- 
taken. [^Minittsrial cheers.']  Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite  who  cheered  seemed  to 
think  it  was  something  extraordinary 
for  a  Q-entleman  to  acknowledge  a  mis- 
take, as  if  they  themselves  were  never  in 
the  habit  of  doing  so.  However,  the 
hon.  Member  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
qualifying,  but  had  not  availed  himself 
of  it.  At  any  rate,  he  had  inserted  into 
his  speech  a  very  judicious  saving  clause, 
which  would  enable  him  on  a  future 
occasion  to  conduct  his  opposition  as  he 
thought  proper.  Now,  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  did  not  all  object  to  what  the 
hon.  Member  had  said,  except  with  re- 

fard  to  one  or  two  points  on  which  he 
ad  rather  misunderstood  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  objected  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  stated  to  the  House 
the  exact  character  of  the  obstruction 
that  had  been  carried  on.  That,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  tenor  of  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Lord,  who  had  not  said  that 
he  was  not  aware  of  obstruction,  but 
that  he  thought  it  desirable,  when  the 
House  was  taking  unusual  measures, 
that  some  statement  of  the  character  of 
the  obstruction  in  question  should  go 
forth  to  the  public  as  an  explanation  of 
the  course  adopted.  The  hon.  Member 
had  likewise  remarked  that  he  had  not 
observed  that  the  noble  Lord  supported 
measures  to  put  down  obstruction ;  but 
his  noble  Friend  had,  in  fact,  been  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee,  and 
had  supported  by  his  vote  all  the  propo- 
sitions upon  which  the  present  proposal 
of  the  Gbvemment  was  founded.  If  he 
might  refer  to  the  matteri  he  reoollected 


that  on  the  memorable  night  through 
which  the  House  sat  till  the  evening  of 
the  next  day,  he  had  more  than  once  in- 
vited the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  take  more  vigorous  measures  for  re- 
sisting obstruction,  so  that  it  was  unfair 
and  ungenerous  to  say  that  there  was  any 
indisposition  on  that  side  of  the  House 
to  support  the  Gbvemment  in  any  mea- 
sures necessary  for  the  conduct  of  Busi- 
ness. He  did  not  wish,  however,  to 
enter  into  any  controversial  topics,  but 
preferred,  if  he  might  be  allowed,  to  do 
so  in  plain  Eaglish,  rather  than  in  the 
questionable  French  of  the  hon.  Member 
lor  Mid-Iinoolnshire,  to  offer  a  few  sug- 

festions.  He  agreed  with  his  noble 
'riend  that  their  attitude  towards  the 
Resolutions  of  the  Gbvemment  should  be 
one  of  the  most  friendly  criticism,  and 
that  it  was  their  duty  not  to  embarrass, 
but  to  support  the  Gk>Temment  in  the 
course  they  might  adopt.  He  would, 
therefore,  endeavour  to  urg^  on  their 
attention  the  argument  a[ddre6sed  to 
them  earlier  in  the  evening  by  his  noble 
Friend  on  the  subject  of  taking  the  vote 
of  the  House  to  confirm  the  decision  of 
the  Speaker.  He  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  when 
the  matter  was  discussed  in  the  Select 
Committee  the  Speaker  had  very  strongly 
expressed  his  own  view  that  the  decision 
had  better  be  the  decision  of  the  Speaker, 
and  of  the  Speaker  alone.  On  page  141 
of  the  Report  on  Public  Businees,  the 
Speaker  had  said — 

**  Speaking  for  myself  personally,  I  should  be 
glad  that  the  vote  of  the  Uoose  should  be  taken, 
because  thereby  the  responsibility  of  the  Speaker 
would  be  in  some  measure  lightened ;  but  I  am 
so  confident  that  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  would 
not  put  any  Resolution  of  the  Und  without  the 
full  support  of  the  House  that  I  do  not  think 
such  a  vote  neceesary.*' 

Was  the  vote  of  the  House  to  be  an 
appeal  against  the  Speaker,  or  was  it  to 
be  a  conhrmation  of  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker?  He  ventured  to  think  it 
would  answer  neither  of  these  puiposes. 
As  far  as  an  appeal  against  the  Speaker 
was  concern ea,  how  could  it  operate  ? 
It  was  an  appeal  from  a  man  who  had 
seen  the  whole  transaction,  who  had 
formed  an  impartial  opinion  upon  it, 
who  had  given  judgment  upon  it,  to  a 
body  of  men  a  great  portion  of  whom 
had  not  witnessed  the  transaction,  who 
knew  nothing  about  it.  He  did  not  un- 
derstand that  the  person  who  made  the 
Motion  was  to  give  an  aooount  of  tlu 
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▼iews  of  the  Speaker.  He  supposed  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  bo 
the  man  who  would  ordinarily  make  a 
Motion  in  support  of  the  Speaker.  Well, 
even  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  hud 
frailties  of  human  nature,  and  they 
sometimes  went  to  dinner.  Suppose  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  absent 
for  a  short  time?  These  transactions 
mig^ht  have  been  going  on  during. his 
absence.  Many  of  the  persons  appealed 
to  might  not  have  been  present  while  these 
transactions  were  going  on  ;  thoy  would 
hear  no  debate,  and  they  would  give  a  vote 
which  was  to  be  an  appeal  against  the 
Speaker.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  un- 
reasonable. Well,  was  the  vote  to  be  a 
Yote  in  confirmation  of  the  Speaker  ?  If 
they  were  to  confirm  the  Speaker,  what 
would  be  the  value  of  a  vote  given  by 
persons  who  were  not  present  when  the 
transactions  were  going  on  ?  It  seemed 
to  him,  whether  they  regarded  the  mat- 
ter as  an  appeal  against  the  Speaker  or 
in  confirmation  of  the  Speaker,  in  either 
oase  it  did  not  answer  the  purpose.  Well , 
if  that  was  so,  the  thing  was  a  farce.  For 
his  part,  he  thought  they  might  safely 
tmst  to  the  judgment  of  a  man  in  the 
impartial  situation  of  the  Speaker,  who 
was  the  only  man  who  coiild  have  a  full 
knowledge  of  everything  that  occurred. 
and  who  would  give  his  decision  in  the 
light  of  .public  responsibility.  To  call 
upon  the  House  to  vote  would  be  to 
place  everybody  in  a  false  position.  It 
would  place  the  Speaker  in  a  false  posi- 
tion, because  it  would  subject  his  ruling 
to  an  appeal  to  Members  of  the  IIouso. 
It  would  place  the  House  in  a  false  posi- 
tion, because  it  would  call  upon  the 
House  to  decide  upon  things  on  which 
it  had  not  full  and  adequate  knowledge. 
It  would  place  the  country  in  a  false 
position,  because  it  would  make  the 
country  suppose  that  judgment  was 
given  by  the  House  on  a  matter  as  to 
which  it  had  material  for  gi^'ing  judg- 
ment. Beyond  that,  ho  feared  it  would 
give  a  sort  of  flavour  of  injustice  to  the 
thing,  if  the  House  was  allowed  to  giv(.> 
a  rote  by  a  majority  summoned  on  tlie 
instant  on  a  matter  which  everybody 
might  feel  they  had  not  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  examining.  He  thought  that 
everybody — the  country  at  large — would 
be  much  more  satisfied  with  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Speaker  upon  the  question 
than  they  could  be  with  a  vote  of  the 
House.     He  thought  they  would  have 


far  higher  security  if  they  left  the  matter 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Speaker,  and  if 
suspension  followed  from  a  Standing 
Order  as  a  consequence  of  the  Speaker 
naming  a  Member  of  the  House.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
that  would  be  contrary  to  all  precedent. 
So  it  would  bo,  to  a  groat  degree ;  but 
they  were  trying  to  find  an  extraordinary 
remedy  for  an  extraordinary  evil.  There- 
fore, if  they  departed,  to  a  certain  de- 
gree, from  former  precedent,  he  did  not 
think  they  would  be  going  very  far 
wrong.  But  he  did  not  think  that  in 
point  of  principle  they  would  be  depart- 
ing from  former  precedent,  because  if 
they  made  it  a  Standing  Order  that  the 
consequence  of  the  Speaker's  naming  a 
Member  should  bo  his  suspension  for 
the  night,  his  suspension  would  not  be 
the  sentence  of  the  Speaker,  but  of  the 
Standing  Order.  Another  point  with 
which  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd)  was 
that  the  machinery  for  calling  on  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  very  cum- 
brous. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had  referred  in 
a  good-humoured  way  to  the  present 
Chairman  of  Committees.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  perfectly  entitled 
to  make  the  good-humoured  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  him  ;  but  he  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  was  sure  he  was  ex- 
pressing the  opinion  of  the  great  body  of 
the  House  when  he  said  how  admirably 
and  with  what  great  ability  and  impar- 
tiality that  hon.  Gentleman  discharged 
the  duties  of  his  Office.  It  seemed  to 
liim  that  it  would  bo  invidious  to  make 
a  distinction  in  the  machinery  of  the 
l^ule  between  the  Speaker  and  the 
(Chairman  of  Committees,  when  the 
latter  was  ()ccu])yiug  the  Chair  in  the 
absence  of  the  Speaker.  With  reference 
to  that  part  of  the  Kesolution  which  pro- 
vided that  if  a  M(*mber  be  Kuspended 
throe  times  in  one  Sitting  his  suspen- 
sion on  the  tliird  occasion  should  continue 
for  a  week,  it  was  a  mere  trilling  with 
the  thing,  and  he  thought  it  extraordi- 
narily week.  That  a  man  should  be 
suspended  on  the  first  occasion  was  a 
measure  which  could  not  bo  carried  into 
effect  witliout  several  warnings,  and  it 
was  thought  that  in  such  a  way  as  that 
the  gravity  of  his  oflenco  would  be  ascer- 
tained, lie  did  not  tliink  it  wise  that 
the  first  repetition  of  the  olfence  should 
be  allowed.     He  was  not  quite  certain 
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Bide  of  leniency  had  been  received  with 
applause,  and  that  was  a  consideration 
which  he  hoped  would  have  weight 
with  those  whom  it  most  concerned. 
In  his  opinion,  however,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Q-overnment,  in  proposing 
Besolutions  on  such  a  subject,  not 
to  go  to  the  full  extent  of  the  feel- 
ing of  the  House  at  the  moment,  but 
rather  to  propose  a  remedy  which  they 
believed  would  result  in  vindicating 
successfully  the  dignity  of  the  House, 
and  in  maintaining  its  legitimate  influ- 
ence and  power,  but  which,  at  the  same 
time,  did  not  go  one  inch  beyond  the 
absolute  necessity  of  the  case.  A  ques- 
tion of  the  sort,  no  doubt,  must  present 
itself  naturally  to  different  minds  under 
different  aspects ;  but  he  would  entreat 
the  House  not  to  allow  itself  to  bo  car- 
ried away  to  too  great  a  stringency  in 
endeavouring  to  deal  with  this  mischief, 
but  to  try  the  proposal  which  was  made 
in  this  Eesolution.  Contrary  to  the 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  by 
several  Members  in  this  debate,  the 
Government  felt  that,  although  the 
House  might  not  have  many  more  weeks 
or  months  to  exist,  it  was 'still  the  duty 
of  this  Parliament  to  make  a  Standing 
Order  of  this  Resolution.  It  was  this 
Parliament  which  had  experienced  the 
evil ;  it  was  this  Parliament  which  had 
carefully  studied  the  means  of  meeting 
it.  It  was  their  duty  to  make  an  effort 
to  maintain  its  dignity  in  the  conduct  of 
its  Business,  and  in  what  they  had  now 
done  they  had  taken  the  stops  which 
they  deemed  to  be  best  calculated  to 
effect  that  object,  and  to  put  an  end  to  a 
mischief  which  the  present  Parliament 
had  the  best  means  of  knowing  how  to 
appreciate. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject,  as  ho  thought  it 
desirable  that  the  Government  should 
receive  support  from  all  parts  of  the 
House.  He  had  no  right  to  speak  for 
anyone  but  himself ;  but  he  should  give 
to  the  Government,  in  the  course  they 
were  now  taking,  his  hearty  support. 
He  regarded  the  Eesolution  with  re- 
spect rather  to  its  principle  than  to  its 
details ;  and  why  he  proposed  to  give 
his  cordial  support  to  the  Government 
in  this  matter  was  because  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Hesolution  was  based  was  thoroughly 
sound,  and  deserved  the  support  of  the 
House.    If  Obstruction  was  to  bo  dealt 
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with,  it  must  be  dealt  with  in  one  of 
two  ways.  It  might  be  dealt  with  by 
altering  the  Rules  of  the  House,  and  if 
that  were  done  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  remarks  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  were  unanswerable — that  in 
punishing  the  action  of  one  Member 
the  whole  House  would  be  yirtually 
punished,  and  its  privileges  and  rights 
interfered  with.  The  Gt)vemment  had, 
he  thought,  done  wisely  in  proceeding 
on  an  entirely  different  taolc,  and  in 
seeking  to  punish  the  individual  Mem- 
ber who  was  found  to  be  guilty  of  Ob- 
struction instead  of  altering  the  Bales  of 
the  House.  He  was  aware  that  an  opinion 
had  been  expressed,  in  the  oourse  of  the 
discussion,  that  the  Resolution  did  not 
go  far  enough,  and  was  not  adequate 
to  the  occasion.  It  would  be  easy  to 
elicit  a  cheer  by  proposing  some  more 
drastic  measure  ;  but  he  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  shown 
a  most  wise  discretion  i^  in  his  taking 
action  on  the  first  occasion,  the  chief 
charge  that  could  be  brought  against 
his  proposals  was  that  they  were  inade- 
quate. The  House  of  Commons  never 
showed  itself  to  so  much  advantage  as 
when  it  refused  to  be  influenced  in  its 
action  by  panic ;  and  if  experience 
should  prove  that  the  Resolution  was 
inadequate,  it  would  be  far  better  then 
to  increase  its  stringency,  than,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  propose  a  Resolution 
which  was  so  stringent  that  it  conld  not 
be  carried  out,  and  therefore  would 
have  to  be  subsequently  relaxed.  He 
felt  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  re- 
presenting the  Government,  had  shown 
any  undue  alacrity  in  dealing  with  this 
subject.  Certainly,  the  way  in  which 
Obstruction  had  been  dealt  with  daring 
the  last  two  or  three  Sessions  had  not 
conduced  to  the  dignity  and  reputation 
of  the  House.  Three  years  ago  the 
House  was  in  a  panic,  and  he  (Mr. 
Fawcett),  along  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  incurred 
reproach  for  objecting  to  what  was 
then  done,  when  the  House  sat  all  night 
with  a  determination  to  punish  Obstrac- 
tion  by  passing  some  20  BiUs  through 
their  various  stages.  That  attempt  at 
a  remedy  was  a  ridiculous  farce,  Kir  it 
punished  the  innocent  rather  than  the 
guilty,  while  legislation  was  canied  on 
hurriedly,  which  ought  to  haT8  been 
the  subject    of   carefal  oonaideration. 
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The  way  in  which  Obstniction  had  been 
met  einoe  did  not  conduce  to  the  reputa- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  did 
not  know,  moreoyer,  whether  it  was  by 
accident  or  not ;  but  certainly  what  was 
done  with  regard  to  the  Irish  Interme- 
diate Education  Bill,  and  last  year  with 
regard  to  Irish  University  Education, 
bore  the  interpretation  that,  to  obtain 
money  for  particular  purposes,  hon. 
Members  had  only  to  obstruct  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  He  bclieyod  he  was 
expressing  the  opinion  of  many  Mem- 
bers when  he  said  he  hoped  that  in 
future  Obstruction  would  be  mot  with 
more  firmness  and  in  a  different  spirit. 
He  referred  to  these  matters,  not  in 
order  to  reyire  past  and  forgotten  con- 
troyersieSy  but  to  show  how  very  much 
better  was  the  action  now  proposed  by 
the  €h>yemment,  because  the  cardinal 
spirit  of  the  Eesolution  was  that  if  any- 
one offended  against  the  Eulos  of  the 
House  the  offender  should  bo  punished, 
and  not  the  innocent.  Therefore  it  was 
that  he  gaye  it  his  cordial  support. 
Both  sides  of  the  House  had,  perhaps, 
shown  too  much  readiness  to  make  poli- 
tical capital  out  of  this  matter  at  the 
expense  of  their  opponents;  but  the 
spirit  which  had  been  shown  that  even- 
ing augured  well  for  the  future,  and 
the  country  would  know  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  Party  differences  which 
preyailed,  there  was  no  difference  be- 
tween the  Liberals  and  the  Conser>'a- 
tiyes  in  their  firm  determination  to  do 
all  in  their  power  to  preserve  the  logis- 
latiye  efficiency  of  the  House,  and  to  do 
all  they  could,  if  the  Govomnioiit  gave 
them  the  requisite  assistance,  to  main- 
tain the  dignity  and  reputation  of  Par- 
liament, which  all  alike  chorishod. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  as  it  seemed 
to  be  a  welcome  part  of  that  discussion 
that  that  Motion  shouM  receive  support 
from  all  comers  of  the  I[oub<.\  lie  hopod 
it  would  not  be  deemed  an  unwclcomo 
exhibition  of  feeling  on  liis  part  if  ho 
also  contributod  his  slight  meud  of  np- 

Srobation  to  the  proponition.  As  a 
[ember  of  that  Irisli  Party,  not  a  Hinf::ki 
Member  of  which  had  evor  been  nainod 
by  the  Chair,  it  was  entirely  fi*oni  the 
point  of  view  of  a  disinterest imI  Hpet-ta- 
tor  that  he  ventured  to  criticize  the  pro- 
positions of  the  Government.  It  e(T- 
tainlj  seemed  strange  that  the  Govern- 
ment only  now  brought  forward  any 
measure  proposing  to  deal  with  the  evil 


described  in  such  harrowing  terms,  and 
it  was  still  more  strange,  because  in  the 
present  Session  the  Government  had  given 
them  nothing  whatever  to  obstruct.  It 
was  not  now  necessary  to  impose  delay 
for  the  purpose  of  duly  considering  the 
wrongs  of  the  Transvaal,  or  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  due  consideration  for 
the  liritish  soldier  subject  to  the  igno- 
miny of  the  lash.  The  only  considerable 
measure  proposed  by  the  Government 
was  the  Criminal  Code  Bill;  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Members  for  Taunton  (Sir 
Henry  James)  and  Oxford  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  had  undertaken  to  dispose  of 
that  measure  to  the  thorough  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Liberal  Party.  But  while 
he  entirely  approved  of  the  principle  of 
the  Motion,  he  regarded  the  whole  of 
these  proceedings  as  a  mere  flash  in  the 
pan,  designed  to  dazzle  the  eyes  of  the 
Parliamentary  electorate.  He  supported 
the  principle  of  this  Motion,  because,  so 
far  as  there  was  any  good  in  it,  it  was 
merely  a  repetition  of  the  common  law, 
so  to  speak,  of  the  House,  which  de- 
clared wilful  obstruction  to  be  a  most 
grave  contempt  of  the  House,  and  for 
punishing  which  the  House  possessed 
the  most  abundant  and  complete  means. 
This  Resolution,  tlierefore,  was  but  a 
limitation  of  the  Speaker*s  authority, 
and  but  a  truncated  edition  of  the  ex- 
isting Common  Law.  Two  observations 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
clusively demonstrated  the  utter  absence 
of  any  foundation  for  the  special  com- 
plaint alleji:od  as  justification  for  this 
Motion,  lie  said,  first,  that  during  the 
last  few  Sessicms  the  pressure  of  l*ublic 
Business  and  the  difficulty  of  getting  any 
kind  of  legislation  through  the  Houso 
had  vastly  increased.  He  admitted,  also, 
that  there  was  a  vast  increase  in  the 
Business  transacted,  and  that  a  great 
number  of  MtMiihers  took  part  in  its 
transaction.  In  the  face  of  these  two 
admissions,  was  it  (conceivable  for  a  single 
instant  that  any  men*  tightening  of  the 
Kuh's  of  Order,  or  limitation  of  unrea- 
sonahle  lo(|uaciousness  on  the  part  of 
any  hon.  MenilnTs,  anv  mere  trimming, 
lopping,  (.r  pruning  of  the  oratorical 
flourisin«s  of  this  Meuib<»r  or  that,  would 
really  avail  to  bring  the  Imperial  L<'gis- 
lature,  as  it  was  n(»w  called,  to  a  level 
with  this  unnatural  mass  of  Business? 
The>e  admission^  proved  that  the  Legis- 
lature was  getting  more  and  moro 
clumsy — uccessai'ily  getting  moro  and 
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more  clumsy — intlie  discharge  of  itsfuno- 
tions.  That  being  so,  it  was  mere  child's 
play  to  occupy  time  with  propositions  to 
limit  the  talkativeness  of  this  or  that 
Member.  Parliament  was  obstructed, 
because  it  was  trying  to  do  50  times 
more  than  it  could  possibly  perform  with 
any  efficiency.  The  regulation  of  debate 
could  not  in  any  way  compensate  for  the 
inefficiency  necessarily  caused  by  the 
attempt  to  despatch  Business,  which 
Parliament  had  neither  the  time  nor  the 
oppoi'tunity  nor  the  capacity  to  perform. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
other  Ministerial  supporters  had  la- 
mented the  deterioration  of  Parliament 
in  the  estimation  of  the  country.  He 
ventured  to  think,  on  the  contrary,  that 
at  no  time  had  it  stood  higher  in  gene- 
ral estimation  than  at  present.  Neither 
with  the  Parliaments  of  Walpole,  nor  of 
Pitt,  could  the  present  Parliament  be  for 
a  moment  compared.  If  hon.  Members 
spoke  of  unfit  and  improper  persons  being 
now  and  then  returned,  they  lived,  at 
any  rate,  in  the  time  of  pure  elections. 
Historians  could  not  say  of  this  House, 
as  scores  of  historians  had  said  of  former 
Houses,  that  it  was  venal,  and  that  the 
votes  of  Members  had  a  market  at  the 
Treasury,  just  as  there  was  a  market 
for  fat  cattle  at  Smithfield.  Such  ex- 
pressions could  only  be  looked  upon  as 
part  of  the  ornament,  and  not  of  the  sub- 
stance, of  debate.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  entertain  for  an  instant  the  idea 
of  taking  away  from  Parliament  any 
portion  of  its  Business.  He  would  only 
reply  that  there  were  already  in  this 
country  a  large  number  of  subordinate 
legislatures  in  the  dififeront  municipali- 
ties whose  decisions  were  perfectly  final 
in  regard  to  the  business  intrusted  to 
their  care.  An  extension  of  that  prin- 
ciple could  not  bo  regarded  as  the  ex- 
treme measure  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  thought  it,  so  long  as  all 
Imperial  concerns  were  still  dealt  with 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  He  ven- 
tured to  predict  that  before  long  it  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  to  delegate  to 
some  subordinate  body  or  bodies  a  very 
oonsidorable  portion  of  the  Business  at 
pn»Hont  transaotod  by  the  House ;  and 
until  that  was  done,  whether  it  was 
called  Homo  Kulo,  or  Local  Self  Govern- 
ment, or  anything  else,  the  present  glut 
of  Business,  misnamed  Obstruction,  would 
not  be  removed.     Ho  most  decidedly  and 
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strongly  protested  against  the  insinuation 
that  the  authority  of  the  Chair  had  been 
disregarded  of  late.  If  it  had  been  so, 
instant  punishment  would  have  fallen  on 
the  offender.  Even  in  one  or  two  cases 
where  hastiness  of  expression,  heat  of 
debate,  or  something  else  had  betrayed 
Members  into  a  breach  of  Bules  or  into 
an  apparent  disrespect  of  the  Chair,  an 
offence  which  had  been  by  no  means 
confined  to  that  part  of  the  House,  very 
ample  apologies  had  always  been  ten- 
dered, and  none  were  more  frank  and 
ready  in  tendering  that  reparation 
than  Irish  Members.  In  fact,  the 
chief  reason  why  he  supported  this 
Motion  was  that  it  maintained  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  without  which 
minorities  would  be  constantly  exposed 
to  continual  plots  of  their  opponents. 
Without  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
however  honest  his  motives,  no  Member 
could  escape  from  being  interfered  with 
by  a  mere  majority.  In  anything  he 
might  say  with  regard  to  the  Speaker, 
of  course  he  must  be  understood  to 
refer  to  the  Office  in  general,  and  not  to 
the  present  occupant  of  the  Chair  per- 
sonally. Nowhere,  he  was  sure,  was  a 
warmer  respect  felt  for  the  Speaker  than 
among  the  Members  with  whom  he  was 
in  the  habit  of  acting.  As  he  had  said, 
in  the  case  of  wilful  obstruction,  every- 
thing necessary — the  law,  the  custom, 
and  the  procedure — was  at  hand  ready 
to  be  exercised  at  any  moment.  This 
Motion  provided  that  when  a  Member 
was  named  by  the  Speaker  a  Motion 
might  be  made  suspending  that  Member 
from  the  service  of  the  House.  Was 
this  proposed  appeal  from  the  judgment 
of  the  Speaker  to  the  House  a  reality  or 
a  sham  ?  If  a  sham,  like  all  other 
shams,  it  partook  of  the  nature  of  a 
falsehood.  If  it  wa9  a  reality,  then, 
after  the  Speaker  had  declared  a  Mem- 
ber guilty  of  wilful  obstruction,  the 
House  could  say  that  he  was  not  guilty, 
and  so  would  pass  a  censure  on  the 
Speaker.  On  the  other  hand,  if  Mem- 
bers, when  appealed  to,  felt  themselves 
bound  to  support  the  ruling  merely  be- 
cause the  Speaker  had  ruled  it,  what 
could  be  more  unreal,  absurd,  and 
ludicrous  ?  In  the  Amendments  he  had 
put  on  the  Paper  he  had  endeavoured 
to  formulate  two  alternatives.  He  pre- 
ferred to  maintain,  as  far  as  possible, 
what  he  conceived  to  be  the  existing 
Order  of  the  House,  and  to  leave  to  the 
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Speaker  the  yeiy  larg^t  share  in  the 
maintenance  of  Order.  Nay,  more ;  if 
there  was  any  special  reason  for  dealing 
with  any  special  evil,  he  should  wish 
the  Speaker  to  take  upon  himself  the 
resDonsibility  of  naming  the  Member 
g^uty  of  obstruction  ;  and  the  very  fact 
of  that  declaration  should  be  sufficient 
justification  for  at  once  inflicting  on  the 
offending  Member  the  punishment  of 
suspension.  To  pretend  that  this  Motion 
supported  the  authority  of  the  Speaker 
was  doubly  unsatisfactory,  for  it  weak- 
ened his  authority  really,  while  it  did 
not  provide  a  single  safeguard  for  a 
Member  whose  conduct  was  called  in 
Question.  They  knew  the  fact  that  the  con- 
auct  denounced  in  Ministerial  journals, 
which  suppressed  the  reports  upon  which 
they  based  their  charges  of  obstruction, 
occurred  during  the  transaction  of  Busi- 
ness in  very  thin  Houses.  The  magni- 
ficent array  of  Ministerial  supporters, 
who  had  come  down  in  such  numbers 
and  with  such  an  exhibition  of  zeal  to 
support  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  was 
usually  conspicuous  by  its  absence 
during  the  dull  and  dry  discussions  of 
ordinary  Business.  In  fact,  so  great 
was  the  reluctance  of  the  Ministerial 
majority  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
dull  and  prosaic  details  of  legislation, 
that  a  special  club  had  boon  built  for 
them,  and  a  special  system  of  signals 
arrange,  so  that  these  ardent  Members 
could  be  tinkle-tinkled  in  to  give  tlieir 
valuable  votes  in  divisions  after  the  dis- 
cussion of  questions  from  which  tlioy 
had  been  careful  to  abstain.  These  inon 
would  form  the  court  and  tribunal  to 
try  appeals  from  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker  on  questions  of  obstruction.  A 
Member  would  be  named,  the  bell  would 
ring  in  St.  Stephen's  Club  as  well  as  in 
other  places,  and  wh(»re  previously  there 
were  10  or  15  or  20  Members  discussing 
Business  there  would  bo  40  or  50  hasten- 
ing through  the  underground  passage, 
especially  constructed  for  their  conve- 
nience, ready  to  vote  without  a  moment's 
enlightenment  on  the  subject.  It  would 
not  be  very  difficult  to  imagine  how  that 
vote  would  bo  given.  lie  hinisi-H',  if 
some  Member  of  the  Conservative  I*arty 
were  named,  would  bo  very  stronfrlv 
tempted,  as  M(>mbers  of  that  l*aity 
would  invariably  be  tempted,  toj^ivo  his 
support  to  the  authority  of  the  {Speaker  ; 
because,  in  99  cases  out  of  100,  the 
Bpeakerwouldboin  the  right.  If  Members 


did  not  vote  in  that  blind  manner,  they 
would  vote  on  information  derived  from 
some  Member  on  their  own  side,  and 
most  probably  from  a  Whip.  Nothing, 
therefore,  could  be  more  fallacious, 
absurd,  unreal,  or  fundamentally  untrue, 
than  the  appeal  thus  proposed  to  be 
given  by  this  Motion.  The  Speaker, 
having  accepted  Office,  had  undertaken 
the  duty  of  maintaining  Order  in  that 
House,  and  if,  consequently,  he  was 
called  upon  to  name  a  Member,  he  must 
perform  that  painful  duty ;  but  when  he 
had  done  that  it  was  idle  to  suppose  that 
either  the  dignity  of  the  Chair  would  be 
vindicated  or  Order  maintained  by  appeal- 
ing from  that  decision  to  a  scratch 
House  gathered  from  the  dining-room, 
smoking  room,  and  St.  Stephen's  Club. 
It  would  be  an  appeal  not  only  to  an  un- 
informed and  ignorant  House,  utterly 
unacquainted  with  what  had  taken 
place,  but  it  would  also  be  an  appeal  to 
a  Ministerial  majority.  That  was  a  most 
important  consideration.  The  Speaker 
impartially  kept  both  sides  in  Order; 
but  was  it  imaginable  or  conceivable 
that  a  Ministerial  majority,  whether 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  would  be  an  im- 
partial tribunal  to  which  to  appeal  ?  It 
was  the  especial  duty  of  the  Whips  to 
see  that  there  was  always  a  Ministerial 
majority  about  when  Government  Busi- 
ness was  under  discussion  or  was  ex- 
pected to  come  on,  and  they  must  also 
have  a  sufficient  number  of  trusty  fol- 
lowers ready  to  make  a  House,  in  case 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  f  Mr.  Biggar), 
for  instance,  proposed  a  count.  The 
essential  point  was  that  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten  the  House  that  would  bo  called 
upon  to  decide  the  appeal  would  be  a 
Ministerial  House,  while  it  was  0(|ually 
certain  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  the 
Menilicr  accused  obstructing  Business 
would  not  behmg  to  the  Ministerial 
Tarty.  Thus  the  appc^al  wouM  be  not 
only  to  an  uninformed  House,  but  to  one 
which  was  naturally  prejudiced  against 
tlie  obnoxious  Member.  He  need  not 
further  point  out  the  absurdity  of  such  a 
proposal ;  common  sense  condemned  it. 
Again,  could  it  f)e  doubted  that  if  the 
South  African  liill,  JVisons*  Bill,  the 
County  Boards  Bill,  and  the  Army  Dis- 
cipline and  lkegulati(»n  l^ill,  had  been 
Lib(»ral  measures,  theronservativo  Party 
would  never  have  raised  this  outcry? 
During  the  passing  of  the  Irish  C'hurch 
Bill  and  tho  Army  Purchase  Bill  there 
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liad  been  Conservatiye  obstruction,  and 
it  was  then  from  the  Liberal  Party  that 
the  outcry  of  obstruction  came ;  at  pre- 
sent, however,  the  outcry  came  from  the 
Conservatives,  because  they  formed  the 
Ministerial    Party.       It    was    to    such 
judges,  who  were  perfectly  certain  be- 
forehand to  be  partial,  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  intrust    the    appeal 
from  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
to  ask  for  a  decision  as  to  the  suspension 
of    an   Opposition    Member.       In    his 
opinion,  so  far  as  there  was  any  appeal 
from   the    authority    of   Mr.    Speaker, 
the  appeal  proposed  by  the  Govemmeut 
Motion  was  a  bad  one.     He  should  do 
all  in  his  power  to  prevent  an  appeal 
from  the  Speaker's  authority ;  and  if  he 
saw  any  possibility  of  preventing  that 
injudicious  and  absurd  step  being  taken 
— a  step  equally  calculated  to  lower  the 
respect  in  which  the  Chair  ought  to  be 
held,  and  the  respect  in  which  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  ought  to  be  held — he 
should  do  all  he  could  to  provide  against 
having  this  tribunal — a  mere  tribunal 
composed  of  the  hahituh  of  St.  Stephen's 
Club — to  vote  on  a  question  with  which 
they  were  entirely  unacquainted.      He 
hoped  hon.    Members    opposite  would 
admit    that    he     had    endeavoured    to 
make  his  remarks  strictly  germane  to 
the  question  in  hand,  and  he  would  only 
detain  the  House  for  a  few  moments 
longer.      Whilst    supporting  this  pro- 
posal of  the   Government,    and  whilst 
opposing  the  Amendments  which  had 
been  brought  forward,  he  might  state 
that  he  was  not  there,  for  a  single  in- 
stant,   to   assert  that    obstruction   was 
always  objectionable,  nor  was  he  there 
to  deny  that  he  had  obstructed  certain 
measures.     He  was  there  to  assert,  on 
the  contrary,  that  ho  had  obstructed  on 
three  or  four  occasions  most  deliberately. 
He  was  proud  of  what  he  had  done  in 
that  respect,    and  in    similar  cases  he 
would  do  the  same  with  the  full  per- 
mission of  the  Chair.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney   (Mr.    Fawcett)    had 
referred  to  the  South  African  Bill.     It 
was  perfectly  true — and  he  had  made 
the  declaration  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House — that  when  he  saw  that  it  was 
impossible  to  procure  any  reform  in  the 
South  African  Bill  he  had  done  all  in 
his  power  to  kill  it  by  obstruction,  or  to 
thoroughly  damage  it  thereby  in  the 
opinion  of  the  country.     He  had  made 
his  opposition  to  that  Bill  solely  upon 
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its  merits,  because  it  was  bad.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Samp- 
son Lloyd)  had  stated  that  the  opposi- 
tion to  Uiat  measure  had  been  oonducted 
by  a  body  of  Members  who  had  no 
more  connection  with,  and  took  no  more 
interest  in.  South  AMca  than  if  South 
Africa  was  in  the  moon.  This,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  case,  for  during  the 
whole  progress  of  that  Bill  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  been  in  dose  connection 
with  the  representatives  of  the  Trans- 
vaal Bepublic.  He  could  place  before 
hon.  Members  a  letter  of  thanks  from 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  Transvaal 
Bepublic  for  the  opposition  which  he 
had  given  to  the  measure ;  and  he  could 
also  place  before  them  letters  of  thanks 
upon  the  same  subject  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Transvaal  Commission  in 
Holland,  the  venerable  Professor  of  In- 
ternational Law  at  the  University,  who 
had  been  in  constant  correspondence  with 
himself,  and  he  believed  also  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), during  the  whole  of  the  debates 
upon  South  AMcan  affairs.  Again,  he 
could  also  place  hon.  Members  in  a 
position  to  read  his  letters  to  Th§  Timet 
upon  the  South  African  Bill,  by  which 
they  would  that  see  every  single  event 
which  he  had  stated  would  take  place  had 
taken  place  as  a  consequence  of  that 
South  African  legislation.  He  ventured 
to  remind  hon.  Members  that  he  had 
not  entered  the  House  of  Commons  as  a 
novice  in  public  affairs,  and  he  had  been 
obliged,  on  one  or  two  occasions,  to  refer 
to  his  profession  asjoumalist.  Before  he 
had  entered  that  House  he  had  been  in 
the  habit  for  some  years  of  writing  on 
public  affairs ;  and  with  all  respect  for 
the  honour  conferred  upon  him  bj  his 
election  as  a  Member  of  that  House,  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  there  were 
among  the  journalists  in  the  Gallery 
some  dozen  men,  the  opinion  of  any  one 
of  whom  he  would  prefer  to  that  of  a 
hundred  Members  of  Parliament.  Speak- 
ing personally,  there  was  one  honour 
which  no  Ministerial  diatribes  could  de- 
prive him  of,  and  that  was  that  for 
many  years  past  he  had  been  an  humble 
member  of  a  body  which  was  certainly 
equal  to  a  large  number  of  Members  of 
that  House  in  knowledge  of  public 
affairs  both  at  home  and  abroad.  There 
were  comparatively  few  journalists  in 
the  House  at  that  time ;  but  he  was  per* 
fectly  sure  that,  with  the  extenakm  of 
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ihe  Buflrag^  and  the  cheapening  of  the 
means  of  getting  into  Parliament,  the 
House  would  be  hereafter  distinguished — 
as  in  the  case  of  foreign  Assemblies — by 
those  who  were  the  cream  and  the  flower 
of  intellect  in  the  country — the  journalists 
of  Great  Britain.  He  had  deliberately 
obstructed  the  flogging  clauses  of  the 
Army  Discipline  Bill ;  while  the  other 
day — and  he  hoped  that  this  would  be 
the  only  opportunity  of  obstruction 
afforded  by  the  Government  during  the 
present  Session — he  had  obstructed  the 
Irish  Belief  Bill,  because  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  apparently  intended  to 
make  it  a  measure  of  disfranchisement. 
They  imported  into  that  Bill  all  the  dis- 
franchising effects  of  relief  under  the  or- 
dinary Poor  Law  system ;  and  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
proposed  to  fill  up  that  gap  with  a  new 
clause,  Her  Majesty's  dovemment  re- 
fused to  give  any  pledge  that  the  clause 
would  be  accepted.  On  that  occasion 
not  only  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  but  the 
hon.  Members  for  Galway  and  Louth, 
betides  a  large  number  of  other  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  with  malice  afore- 
thought, and  without  a  single  particle 
of  remorse,  but,  on  the  contrary,  with 
a  perfect  confidence  that  they  were  only 
doing  their  duty  to  their  countrymen, 
and  that  they  would  receive  the  thanks 
both  of  the  English  and  Irish  people 
for  their  obstruction  on  that  occasion, 
deliberately  obstructed  that  Bill.  Tliey 
had  informed  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  his  distinguished  Colleagues 
that  the  Bill  should  not  go  forward  until 
the  principle  contained  in  the  clause  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
fMr.  Biggar)  had  been  agreed  to.  The 
Government  had  refused ;  but  after  they 
had  slept  upon  it  they  came  down  on 
Friday  night  and  swallowed  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  Member,  just  as  if  they  had 
never  contemplated  anything  i'ho  but 
falling  in  with  the  wishes  of  tlu^  IfIhIi 
Obstructionists.  He  stated,  duliberatoly, 
that  not  only  had  ho  obstructed  two  Go- 
vernment measures,  but  that  ho  was 
prepared  in  case  of  necessity  to  obstruct 
measures  of  the  same  kind  in  future. 
It  was,  however,  perfectly  untrue  that 
he  had  ever  obstructed  the  Business  of 
the  House.  Let  the  Government  bring 
in  good  Bills  and  they  would  meet  with 
no  obstruction  from  his  part.  Lot  them 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  raibiug  Ireland  to  the 
same  political  rights  as  those  enjoyed  in 
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England ;  let  them  do  justice  both  to 
Ireland  and  to  England,  and  there  would 
be  no  obstruction  from  him.  Otherwise, 
notwithstanding  the  Motions  before  the 
House,  and  in  the  face  of  the  re-furbish- 
ing of  these  arms  and  armour,  he  assured 
the  Government  that  there  would  be  just 
as  much  Obstruction  in  the  future  as 
there  had  been  in  the  past.  He  thanked 
the  House  warmly  for  giving  him  so 
attentive  a  hearing  on  both  sides,  and 
trusted  that  he  had  not  exceeded  the 
bounds  of  legitimate  explanation  in  de- 
fining his  position  with  regard  to  this 
question  of  Obstruction. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  there  had  been 
a  general  concurrence  of  approbation 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  measures  on 
both  sides  of  the  House ;  but  from  that 
approbation  he  ventured  heartily  to  dis- 
sent. He  came  from  a  large  consti- 
tuency in  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  could 
not  help  considering  that  he  and  the  rest 
of  the  Irish  Members  were  present  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  so  far  as  domes- 
tic legislation  was  concerned,  under 
protest.  He  and  his  Colleagues  had 
voted  for  a  Parliament  in  Dublin,  and 
were  ready  to  vote  for  it  again.  In  the 
position  in  which  Irish  Members  were 
placed,  there  were  necessarily  many 
points  upon  which  they  were  obliged  to 
differ  from  other  Membei-s  of  the  House, 
with  whom  they  must  sometimes  oc- 
casionally come  into  collision,  and,  un- 
fortunately, not  only  in  matters  of 
opinion,  but  also  with  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  England.  When  a  collision 
occurred  it  was,  no  doubt,  a  great  incon- 
venience. Ho  would  have  preferred  that 
any  change  which  it  might  be  necessary 
to  make  should  have  been  in  the  direction 
of  changing  the  Eules,  and  not  in  the 
direction  of  making  penal  measures 
against  individuals.  If  a  rule  were 
made,  fur  instance,  that  a  Member  could 
only  .speak  once  a  week  or  once  a  fort- 
night, it  would  not  so  much  matter,  be- 
cause the  Irish  Members  could  then  take 
their  share  in  the  debates  ;  but  not  being 
assimilated  to  the  rest,  there  was  greater 
danger  of  a  large  number  of  Members 
being  brought  against  them  than  there 
was  of  the  somo  thing  happening  to 
Englifch  Gentlemen  on  tlie  other  side  of 
the  House.  Nothing  could  be  more 
disastrous  to  the  whole  body  of  Members 
and  to  the  country  behind  them  than 
that  there  should  exist  the  power  of 
punishing  any  single  Member.     There 
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was  more  danger  to  hon.  Members  and 
to  the  coxmtry  in  striking  at  the  Leader 
of  a  Party  than  under  any  other  cir- 
cumstances. Some  strong  speeches  had 
been  made  that  evening  in  support  of 
those  measures  which  had  been  proposed 
by  hon.  Members  since  the  introduction 
of  the  very  mild  Besolution  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  But  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  if  they  continued  to  pro- 
ceed at  the  same  rate  the  freedom  of 
Parliament  would  be  very  much  lessened. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  might  punish 
three  or  four  Members  who  had  the  au- 
dacity to  obstruct  bad  measures;  but 
this  state  of  things  would  not  last  for 
ever  as  against  Ireland,  and  it  was  the 
Conservatives  who  would,  in  the  long 
run,  suffer  by  the  institution  of  these 
penal  measures.  Some  day,  perhaps  in 
the  next  10  or  15  years,  if  they  continued 
to  go  on  as  they  were  proceeding  on  that 
occasion,  he  thought  that  some  of  the 
Conservative  Leaders  would  rue  the  Rules 
that  might  be  passed  that  evening.  He 
knew  that  it  was  perfectly  useless  to  at- 
tempt to  stop  the  progress  of  these  mea- 
sures ;  but  he  knew  also  that  they  would, 
to  a  great  extent,  destroy  the  j&eedom  of 
Parliament  at  any  rate  for  Irish  Mem- 
bers. As  he  strongly  disapproved  of  the 
measures  of  the  Government  he  should 
decidedly  oppose  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  Shaw.) 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  if  the  debate  is  to  be  ad- 
journed I  hope  it  will  be  on  the  under- 
standing that  we  are  to  proceed  with  it 
this  day.  We  might,  at  all  events,  come 
to  a  decision  to-night  upon  the  principle 
contained  in  this  Resolution,  which,  I 
think,  has  met  with  general acqmescence; 
the  discussion  of  details  may  probably 
occupy  some  time,  and  I  cannot,  of  course, 
think  of  asking  the  House  to  proceed 
with  them  at  so  late  an  hour.  But  if  we 
come  to  a  division  upon  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Sampson  Lloyd),  I  should  be  glad  if 
that  were  taken  to-night,  or  otherwise 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  What  I  should  propose 
would  be,  in  any  case,  that  the  debate 
should  stand  on  the  Order  Book  for  this 
day,  and  I  should  propose  to  give  Notice 
that  I  will  move  at  4  o'clock  to  suspend 
the  usual  Order  for  taking  Supply  on 
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Friday^  and  the  Motions  in  relation  to 
other  Business.  There  are  Beeolutions 
which  would  probably  occupy  the  greater 
part  of,  if  not  the  whole  day.  Consider- 
ing the  importance  of  the  discussion  I 
think  it  will  be  more  satisfactory  that  we 
should  proceed  without  delay.  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  referring  to 
one  or  two  remarks  made  at  the  beg^- 
ning  of  the  evening  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  Risuinor  Boroughs 
(the  Marquessof  Hartington),thatIhave 
not  on  tlus  occasion  done  that  which  it 
has  been  usual  to  do  upon  questions 
of  Order — namely,  that  I  nave  not  con- 
ferred either  with  the  authoritiee  of 
the  House  or  with  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  before  placing  this  Notice  on 
the  Paper.  That  is  penectly  true ;  it 
was  not  in  my  power  to  do  so  for  several 
reasons,  with  which  it  is  not  necessary 
to  trouble  the  House.  This,  however, 
is  no  new  matter,  as  the  noble  Lord  is 
aware ;  and  within  the  last  few  days  I 
have  had  communications  both  with  the 
noble  Lordand  with  yourself,Mr.Speaker, 
with  reference  to  the  Motion,  ofthe  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate).  I  can  only  say,  Sir,  that 
there  was  no  intention  on  my  part  to 
show  any  want  of  respect  or  any  want 
of  frankness  either  to  yourself  or  to  the 
noble  Lord.  It  was  impossible  for  me 
to  communicate  personally  with  either 
before  I  placed  this  Resolution  on  the 
Paper,  and  I  thought  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  that  it  should  come  in  upon 
the  responsibility  of  the  Gknremment 
being  aware  of  the  general  views  of 
yourself  and  the  Opposition,  than  that  I 
should  deal  with  it  as  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  HANBURY,  in  the  absence,  and 
with  the  authority,  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd), 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  his  impresdon 
was  that  it  was  almost  withoutpreoedent 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  with- 
draw the  Motions  which  they  had  on 
the  Paper,  and  it  was  very  awkward  to 
set  up  any  fresh  precedent  with  respect 
to  Supply  on  Friday  nights. 

Mr.  speaker  pointed  out  that 
there  was  a  Motion  oefbre  the  House, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Hanbury)  deni^  on 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Meml>er  fop   fljw 
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numfth  Otx.  Sampson  Lloyd)  to  with- 
draw me  Amenomeiit  of  that  hon. 
Member.  He  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Staffordshire  that  this 
could  not  be  done  imtil  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  withdrawn 
his  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mb.  SHAW  could  not  accede  to  that 
propoaal;  he  might  probably  have  to 
adareBS  the  House  at  some  length,  and 
he  could  more  conveniently  do  so  on  an- 
other occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

HouBe  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  27th  February,  1880. 


MJN  UTJfiS.]— ^<  First  in  JParliament— The 
Loid  PonBonby,  after  the  death  of  his 
Iffother. 

GALLERT  OF  CASTS  FROM  THE 
ANTIQUE. 

MOTION  FOR  FAPEBS. 

Eabl  COWFEB,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  following  Papers  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  :— 

M  A  memorial  presented  to  the  Prime  Minister 
in  August  1877  by  a  Committee  presided  over  by 
the  Duke  of  Westminster  on  the  subject  of  the 
lonBAtion  of  aOalleryof  Casts  from  the  Antique; 
•l«Oy  a  communication  from  the  Lords  Com- 
miMaoners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to  the 
Jhake  of  Westminster  on  the  some  subject  dated 
16th  July  1879," 

aaid,  their  Lordships  would  agree  with 
him  in  the  opinion  that  everytliing  cal- 
culated to  encourage  Art  in  this  country 
deeeryed  support.  Two  years  ago,  he 
had  asked  a  Question  on  this  suhjoct, 
and  the  noble  Karl  at  the  head  of  tlie 
Oovemmenty  in  his  answer,  acknow- 
ledffed  the  importance  of  the  matter,  and 
had  giyen  him  an  assurance  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  on  the  score  of 
expense.  Ho  had  also  undertaken  to 
bnng  the  question  to  a  satisfactory  con- 
diuion  during  the  Hccoss.  The  Kecess 
passed  awav  and  nothing  was  done ;  and 
it  appearea  by  the  communication  ad- 


dressed to  the  Duke  of  Westminster  by 
•the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  16th  of  July,  1879,  that  the 
subject  was  now  indefinitely  postponed 
owing  to  the  condition  of  the  finances  of 
the  country.  All  that  was  iasked  of  the 
State  was  a  sum  of  £10,000,  either  in  a 
lump  or  in  instalments  of  £2,000  spread 
over  five  years.  Considering  that  this 
course  had  been  advocated  by  almost  all 
the  principal  artists  and  sculptors  of  the 
day,  by  the  heads  of  the  National  Gallery 
and  the  British  Museum,  and  by  most  of 
the  head  masters  of  our  great  Public 
Schools,  and  by  many  others  ;  consider- 
ing, also,  that  our  expenditure  in  other 
matters  was  counted  by  many  millions, 
he  did  not  think  that  so  small  a  sum  was 
worth  being  taken  into  consideration. 
He  wanted  their  Lordships  to  look  at 
what  other  countries  were  doing.  Ger- 
many had  suffered  far  more  than  we  had 
from  the  depression  of  trade  ;  and  not- 
withstanding this,  and  the  extent  of  her 
gigantic  Armies,  she  was  spending  larffe 
sums  in  carrying  on  excavations  in 
Olympi  and  Asia  Minor.  There  was 
some  talk  of  their  being  stopped ;  but 
he  believed  they  would  still  be  gone  on 
with.  Four  years  ago  France  had  begun 
a  collection  of  casts  at  the  Louvre,  which 
would  soon  be  completed.  Sorry  as  he 
was  for  the  disappointment,  he  was  al- 
most more  sorry  for  the  reason  assiraed. 
A  reckless  expenditure  on  war  and  pre- 
paration for  war,  if  it  had  been  reckless, 
was  not  made  more  palatable  by  an 
overstrained  economy  as  regarded  the 
arts  of  neace 

The  Kvrl  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  at  all  surprised  that  the 
noble  £arl  opposite,  distinguished  as  he 
is  for  his  taste  and  his  encouragement 
of  the  Fine  Arts,  should  1)0  disappointed 
in  the  matters  to  which  he  has  referred. 
I  am  myself  disappointed  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  the  question  could  bo  viewed 
exactly  in  the  light  in  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  placed  it.  This  subject  must 
be  couhidered  in  relation  to  otlier  claims 
of  a  similar  character,  which  have  also 
been  made  upon  the  public  purse.  Now, 
1  think  originally  when  this  nuestion  was 
brought  forward  your  Lordships  were 
assured  that  a  collection  of  Casts  from 
the  Antique,  as  was  contemplated,  would 
not  bo  of  an  expensive  character,  and 
would  be  highly  beneficial ;  but  when  we 
had  to  deal  with  it,  it  assumed  larger  pro- 
portions.  It  so  happened  tliat  there  were 
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seyeral  Institutions  which  had  collections 
connected  with  the  Art  and  Science  of  the 
country  that  were  urging  their  claims — 
and  claims  which  one  would  suppose  to 
be  almost  irresistible — upon  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  and  we  had  to  con- 
sider the  plan  which,  on  the  whole,  we 
thought  might  best  suit  and  satisfy  the 
various  claims.      It  was  thought  then 
that  it  would  be   desirable  that  some 
arrangement  should  be  made  by  which 
these    Institutions    and  collections,   all 
tending  to  the  same  object — namely,  the 
elevation  of  the   publio    taste    of   the 
country — should  be  grouped  together  in 
some  part  of  the  Metropolis,  where  they 
might  mutually  assist  each  other   by 
their  collections.     That  involved  the  ne- 
cessity of  a  considerable  expenditure. 
At  that  moment  a  considerable  expendi- 
ture for  an  object  that  was  not  of  abso- 
lute necessity  was  not  looked  upon  with 
such  dread  by  the  Government  as  on 
some  other  occasions  it  might  have  been. 
The  matter  has  never  been  neglected. 
We  have  been  in  communication  with 
the  authorities  of  South  Kensington,  and 
at  one  period  we  were  considerably  ad- 
vanced in  the  direction  that  the  noble 
Earl  wishes — so  far,  indeed,  that  a  place 
of  deposit  for  the  collection  was  under 
consideration.     "Well,  then,  time  went 
on,  and  I  need  not  inform  your  Lord- 
ships of  the   effect  of   time  upon   the 
finances  of  the  country.      The  fact  is 
that  an  sBsthetical  education  is  not  as 
compatible  as  I  could  wish  with  finan- 
cial depression.     I  sympathize  with  the 
feelings  of  the  noble  Earl.     It^  is  easy, 
however,   to   point  to   the  example  of 
other  countries,  to  speak  of  the  general 
expenditure  on    great    publio    objects, 
and  to  compare  that  expenditure  with 
the  comparatively  trifiing  sum  that  is 
required  to  fulfil  the  purpose  he  has  in 
view.     But  it  must  not  be  lost  sight  of 
that  when  the  Treasury,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  finances,  comes  to  a  certain 
decision  as  regards  publio  expenditure, 
that  resolution  is  not  come  to  on  account  of 
this  claim  for  £2,000  a-year,  or  £10,000 
in  all,  for  a  Gallery  of  Casts.    Such  a  con- 
clusion is  arrived  at  from  a  large  con- 
sideration of  a  great  many  items  which, 
individually,  may  not  be  of  vast  import- 
ance,  but   which,  collectively,   make  a 
Bum  which  must  be  considered  when  the 
finances    of  the   country  are  not  in  a 
flourishing  condition.  I  hope  the  finances 
of  the   country  may  recover  —  if  not 
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rapidly,  that  they  will,  at  all  erenta,  re- 
cover ;  andl  can  assure  the  noble  Earl  that 
I  will  do  my  utmost  to  fulfil  the  wishes 
which  I  believe  are  generally  enter- 
tained in  this  House,  and  by  all  persons 
in  the  country  who  appreciate  the  advan- 
tage of  having  a  collection  of  models  of 
the  remains  of  ancient  sculpture.  I  can 
say  little  more  to  the  noble  Earl.  I  will 
read,  if  he  likes  it,  the  answer  to  the 
Memorial  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Westminster).  It  is  of  a  vwy  prosaic 
character  I  confess.  It  is  dated  July  16, 
1879— 

"  My  Lord  Duke, — ^The  Lords  ComxniBsionerB 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  have  carefully  cnn- 
sidered  the  statement  which  your  Grace  laid 
before  the  Prime  Minister  with  reference  to  the 
formation  of  a  Gkdler^  of  Casts  from  the  An- 
tique. Their  Lordships  willingly  admit  that 
the  institution  of  such  a  GhJlery  would  bo  an 
advantage  to  the  cause  of  Art,  and  are  not  indis- 
posed to  consider  the  question  &vourably  when 
a  fitting  opportunity  arrives.  The  matter,  how- 
ever, cannot  be  said  to  be  one  of  pressing  im- 
portance; and,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
finances  of  the  country,  my  Lords  feel  it  their 
duty  to  refrain  from  asking  Parliament  to  im- 
pose any  fresh  charges  on  the  publio  purse  un- 
less they  are  justified  by  uigent  necessity. 
Under  these  arcumstanoee,  their  Lordships 
regret  that  at  present  they  cannot  say  more 
than  that  they  will  bear  the  subject  in  mind  for 
future  consideration. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c, 

"  H.  SELwiN-lBBmoir. 

<<  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Westminster,  K.G." 

That  is,  I  admit,  not  an  answer,  on  the 
whole,  yery  satisfactory.  It  is  a  painful 
position  for  the  Oovemment  to  be  placed 
in  to  refuse  some  expenditure  on  an  ad- 
mirable object  advocated  by  some  of  the 
most  distinguished  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House ;  but  I  am  dearly  of 
opinion  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  GK>- 
vemment  to  take  that  course.  I  ear- 
nestly hope  that  the  time  will  arrive 
without  much  delay  when  we  shall  be 
able  to  carry  that  oDJect  into  effect.  Of 
course,  we  have  no  objection  to  granting 
the  Papers. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

A  memorial  presented  to  the  Prime  lOnistar 
in  August  1877  by  a  Committee  presided  over 
by  the  Duke  of  Westminster  on  tne  subject  of 
the  formation  of  a  Gallery  of  Casts  from  the 
Antique : 

Also,  a  communication  from  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to  the 
Duke  of  Westminster  on  the  same  subject  dated 
16th  July  1879: 

Or^''^  to  be  laid  before  the  Hoom. — {Tk$ 
vper,) 
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GOAL  MINES— LEYCETT  COLLIERY  EX- 
PLOSION.—QUESTION . 

Eabl  be  la  WABB  asked,  Whether 
there  was  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Beport  of  the 
Inspector  of  Mines  with  regard  to  the 
Leycett  Colliery  accident,  and  also  the 
Report  of  the  coroner's  inquest  ?  This 
he  considered  a  matter  of  the  gravest 
importance,  as  it  was  well  known  the 
oolliery  in  question  was  a  dangerous  one, 
inasmuch  as  a  similar  accident  had  taken 
place  there  in  September  last.  He 
thought  it  would  be  satisfactory  if  the 
OoTemment  favoured  them  with  some 
information  with  respect  to  the  Septem- 
ber explosion. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  coroner's  inquest  in  the  second 
instance  was  adjourned  from  January  to 
the  18th  of  this  month,  and  then  further 
adjourned  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
an  opportunity  to  the  relatives  of  the 
▼ictims  to  bring  forward  additional 
eridenoe.  The  Government,  therefore, 
oonld  not  at  the  present  time  lay  the 
Heport  of  the  inquest  upon  the  Table. 
Mr.  Wheelhouse  had  been  instructed  to 
watch  the  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
CKiyemment,  as  he  did  at  the  inquiry 
concerning  the  accident  which  took  place 
in  September  last.  The  Beport  of  the 
first  accident  had  been  sent  in  to  the 
Home  Office,  and  if  the  noble  Earl  would 
more  for  it  the  Government  would  lay  it 
on  the  Table  of  the  Houfc. 

Earl  DE  LA  WABB  moved  for  the 
Beport  of  the  September  inquiry. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Address  for — 

Beport  of  William  St.  Jamcci  Wheelhouse* 
Esq.,  Q.C.,  M.P.,  on  the  Leycett  Colliery  Acci- 
dent  of  September  1879.— (^A^  Earl  'De  La 
Wmtt.) 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 

HOTIOIf  FOB  BETUBXS. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNRAVEN,  in 
moring  for — 

**  A  Return  of  the  number  of  ejectments  from 
agricultaral  holdings  that  have  been  served,  the 
anmber  in  which  decrees  have  been  pronounced, 
and  the  number  in  which  decrees  have  been 
•zecated  in  each  county  in  Ireland  cver>'  year 
from  the  Ist  of  January  18G0  to  the  Ist  of 
Ja&aAry  1880;  the  Return  to  distinfi^uish  be- 
ejectmente  for  non-paj-ment  of  rent,  or 
aolm  to  quit,  or  for  breach  of  contract,  or 


for  any  other  cause :  Also,  Return  of  the  num- 
ber 01  oases  of  intimidation  in  Ireland  to 
prevent  the  payment  of  rent  or  occupation  of 
land  which  came  under  the  notice  of  the  police 
during  the  year  1879,  and  the  number  of  prose- 
cutions undertaken  and  convictions  obtained  in 
such  cases,*' 

said,  that  as  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland  and  the  extraordinary  distress 
that  existed  there  and  the  general  and 
ordinary  circumstances  of  that  country 
had  lately  attracted  a  great  deal  of  at- 
tention in  and  out  of  Parliament,  he 
made  no  apology  for  bringing  the  ques- 
tion before  their  Lordships*  House. 
They  had  some  conversation  the  other 
day  about  the  destitution  at  present 
existing  in  Ireland.  He  should  not 
allude  particularly  to  that  now ;  but 
there  was  one  question  he  would  like  to 
ask,  though  it  related  to  a  Bill  that 
passed  the  House  yesterday — the  Seeds 
(Ireland)  Bill.  He  need  scarcely  say  it 
had  nothing  to  do  with  any  matters  of 
detail ;  but  he  had  lately  heard  that 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  obtaining  good 
seed  potatoes ;  that  the  supply  of  Scot- 
tish seed  was  exhausted.  He  trusted  his 
information  was  wrong.  Perhaps  the 
Lord  President  might  be  able  to  say 
whether,  as  far  as  the  Government  were 
aware,  they  was  any  scarcity  of  seed  ? 
Obviously,  there  was  no  use  passing  a 
Soods  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  offering  money, 
if  there  was  no  seed  to  bo  bought.  Tlie 
distress  would  pass ;  but  the  causes  that 
produced  it  would  remain.  Could  any- 
hing  be  done  to  remove  those  causes  ? 
Certainly,  the  experience  of  the  past  was 
almost  sufficient  to  make  men  despair. 
Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  writing  in  1848, 
under  circumstances  similar  in  their 
nature,  though  much  more  serious, 
said — 

"  Among  all  our  discouragements  there  are 
not  wanting  many  and  sure  grounds  for  hope  of 
the  future.  The  best  sign  of  all  is  that  the 
case  of  Ireland  is  at  last  understood.  Irish 
affairs  are  no  longer  a  craft,  a  mystery ;  tho 
abyss  has  bcH;n  fathome<l,  tho  Famine  has  atteil 
with  a  f<iree  which  nothing  could  rosint,  and 
has  cxp<.>Bed  to  ^new  the  real  state  of  tlie  countrj-, 
so  that  ho  who  rims  n>av  read." 

He  went  on  to  explain  that  one  of  tho 
chief  evils  of  the  country  was  tho  fact 
that  the  Irish  were  possessed  of  a  strange 
delusion,  and  were  prone  to  depend  upon 
the  Government,  the  Stato,  instead  of 
depending  upon  their  own  industrial 
exertions.  lie  said  that  the  terrible 
trial  that  Ireland  underwent  during  tho 
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Famine  years  had  awakened  them  from 
this  dream  and  dispelled  this  allusion, 
and,  quoting  from  a  speech  of  the  late 
Lord  Mayo,  he  added — 

"The  prosperity  of  Ireland  is  only  to  bo 
found  in  her  own  strong  arm.  Wo  arc  able  to 
help  ourselves.  We  will  no  longer  be  depen- 
dent on  the  preearious  assistance  received  from 
other  hinds.  In  a  short  time  we  shall  have 
among  us  more  industry  and  exertion — less 
politics  and  more  plough ;  less  argument  and 
more  action ;  less  debating  and  more  doing.*' 

It  was  lamentable  to  reflect  how  that 
prophecy  remained  unfulfilled,  and  to 
see  how  completely  deceived  in  his  an- 
ticipations for  the  future  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan  was.  The  problem  was  diffi- 
cult ;  but  its  difficulty  ought  rather  to 
stimulate  inquiry  than  produce  apathy 
or  indifference.  We  must  not  be  im- 
patient. The  good  time  looked  forward 
to  would  come  in  time.  How  soon  it 
would  come  depended  much  upon  whe- 
ther the  Government  did  or  did  not  en- 
courage the  foolish  propensities  of  the 
people.  A  new  generation  had  fallen 
into  the  same  errors  as  their  fathers,  and 
appeared  to  have  gained  small  expe- 
rience from  the  past.  We  saw  now  pre- 
cisely the  same  want  of  self-reliance,  the 
same  desire  to  rely  upon  State  aid,  the 
same  clamour  for  Gk>Yemment  money 
and  for  the  institution  of  Government 
relief  works.  It  might  be  popular  to 
accede  to  a  clamour  of  this  kind,  but  it 
was  most  injudicious ;  and  it  would  re- 
sult again,  as  it  did  before,  in  much 
evil  to  the  country.  In  certain  circum- 
stances, it  might  be  advisable  for  the 
State  to  faster  an  industry  growing  up 
under  difficulties  :  but  nothing  could  be 
more  unwise  than  to  endeavour  to  create 
a  trade  artificially.  If  the  seed  grew 
naturally  it  might  be  wise  to  tend  it 
with  care  until  it  grrew  strong  enouigh  to 
subsist  independently :  but  it  was  false 
economy  to  lay  out  large  sums  of  money 
in  planting  the  seed  in  soil  to  which  it 
was  not  naturally  adapted.  The  plan 
of  foix'ing  the  development  of  the  Cv>un-  : 
try  was  tried  in  IS47.  and  it  ld:le\l  ia- 
mentablv.  l-ari::e  sums  of  monev  wow» 
laid  out  in  making  rc^ads.  in  ^vn^tmo*- 
ing  pier?,  in  ondeaw^uriUiT  to  prvxluvV 
fisheries.  Exoollout  rw^ds  wort*  r.:ado. 
leading  to  nothing,  and  they  Kxl  to  nx>. 
thing  at  the  pn?st^ut  Jav.  HarK^ur*  ar.,; 
pien  wort*  ivnsTructei  anvl  had  tallon 
into  decd^.  FisheritM  wi»x>^  st;iirt«d  whkli  ■ 
had  dwindled  almost  to  nothing,  cv  had  , 


entirely  disappeared.  Experienced  fish 
curers  were  imported  from  Scotland, 
money  was  provided  to  furnish  boats  and 
nets  and  fishing  tackle,  and  even  fisher- 
men's clothing;  but  there  were  two 
things  necessary  for  a  prosperous  fishery, 
which  were  not  provided — ^namely,  fish 
and  markets.  If  there  was  an  abundant 
supply  of  fish  on  the  West  Ooast  of  Ire- 
land, and  if  the  weather  was  such  that 
fishing  boats  could  keep  the  sea  and 
catch  them,  and  if  the  produce  of  the 
sea  could  be  brought  to  market  at  remu- 
nerative prices,  it  was  perfectly  certain 
that  the  nsheries  would  have  developed 
themselves.  Private  enterprize  must  be 
safely  relied  upon  to  utilize  all  the  na- 
tural resources  of  a  countiy.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  only  thriving  fisheries 
were  those  which  had  sprung  up  natu- 
rally and  which  enjoyed  fadlities  of 
communication,  sucn  as  Galway  and 
Kinsale.  There  was  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works,  sufficiently  ample  to 
give  encouragement  to  any  legitimate 
effort.  He  did  not  believe  that  any 
country  could  be  benefited  by  laying  out 
public  money  in  schemes  into  which  the 
money  of  private  individuals  did  not 
show  a  disposition  to  flow.  He  thought 
that  in  considering  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land sufficient  attention  had  not  been 
paid  to  the  question  of  the  trade  of  the 
country.  Mr.  Bright  a  short  time  ago 
made  a  long  and  able  speech  at  Bir- 
mingham upon  the  subject  of  Irelmnd ; 
but  though  he  spoke  of  and  advised 
remedies  for  the  Land  Question,  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  scarcely  touched 
upon  the  trade  question.  Mr.  Bright, 
in  dealing  with  the  Land  Question  in 
Ireland,  spoke  of  the  yarious  confisca- 
tions that  had  taken  place.  He  beliered, 
as  a  matter  of  £ut,  that  most  of  the  land 
in  Ireland  had  been  purchased  from 
time  to  time;  but  whether  it  be  pur- 
chased or  not  there  must  be  some  Lmi- 
tation  in  time,  and  it  was  absurd,  prac- 
tically speaking,  to  talk  of  restoring 
land  to  people  whose  furefalliers  might 
pv>ss:bly  have  owned  it  several  centuries 
ago.  The  ownership  of  land  had  always 
btvn  changing  in  Ireland ;  oirig;iiially 
thfiTv  was  no  such  thing  as  individual 
owr.0T^h:p  in  the  land.  *^When  English 
Uw^  pr>?v;iil<d  KngliA  customs  vere  in- 
tzvyiucwl  and  private  ownenhip  insti- 
tutixi ;  and  since  that  time,  bjeooqueats 
and  rebellion,  br  cinl  wmr,  bj 
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tion,  arising  from  various  causes,  no 
doubt  land  had  changed  hands  very  fre- 
quently at  more  or  less  remote  periods, 
and  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to  re- 
store it  to  the  descendants  of  the  original 
owners.  Mr.  Bright  mentioned  confis- 
cations under  James  I.,  Cromwell,  and 
William  III.  The  recollection  of  these 
confiscations  might  rankle  in  the  bosoms 
of  the  people,  and  cause  ill-fcoling. 
That  coiud  only  be  cured  by  common 
sense  and  time.  It  was  idle  to  suppose 
that  by  suddenly  transferring  the  owner- 
ship to  the  present  occupiers  they  would 
be  restoring  property  that  was  violently, 
and  fraudulently,  and  wrongfully  taken 
from  their  forefathers  under  those  con- 
fiscations. If  the  principle  of  restitution 
was  correct,  why  should  it  be  con{;uod  to 
Ireland?  How  could  they  attempt  to 
restore  property  that  was  confiscated  in 
the  above-mentioned  reigns  without  also 
restoring  to  the  Boman  Catholic  Church 
all  the  Church  property  which  was  con- 
fiscated in  England  ?  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  find  the  representatives  of 
the  Individuals  who  sufibred  bv  those 
confiscations;  but  the  same  body,  the 
same  corporation,  that  held  laud  confis- 
cated and  granted  to  laymen,  existed, 
and  could  be  found  without  diificulty. 
If  they  went  back  200  or  250  years,  why 
not  go  back  300  or  350  ?  Why  not,  for 
the  matter  of  that,  go  back  to  the  Xormau 
Conquest?  Where  was  the  limitation 
of  time  to  come  in  ?  Wliy  did  pooplo, 
in  speaking  of  Ireland,  concentrate  all 
their  attention  on  the  land  ?  ^Ir.  Bright 
talked  a  good  deal  of  the  evils  and  in- 
justice resulting  from  the  way  in  which 
the  land  of  Ireland  had  been  treated  by 
England.  Why  did  he  not  say  something 
about  the  manner  in  which  the  trades 
and  manufactures  of  Ireland  had  been 
treated?  Trades  had  been  confiscated 
in  more  recent  times  than  he  talked  of, 
and  immense  mischief  resulted  tliere- 
from.  Various  trades  were,  from  time 
to  time,  originated  in,  and  prospered  in, 
Ireland.  The  woollen  trade,  prosperous 
in  the  roigns  of  CharlesII.  and  James  II., 
was  effectually  cliecked  by  an  Act  of 
William  III.,  passed  at  the  instigation 
of  rival  manufacturers  in  England.  The 
ootton  manufactories,  50  in  number,  at 
Belfast,  at  the  beginning  of  tlu*  present 
century,  were  reduced  through  Englit^h 
imposts,  until  there  were  now  only  three. 
Five  thousand  industrious  manufacturers 
were  said  to  have  boon  reduced  to  po- 


verty by  the  stoppage  of  the  woollen 
trade.  Thirty  thousand  people  emigrated 
from  Ireland  in  two  years,  in  consequence 
of  the  stoppage  of  their  trades  in  1 780. 
The  people  of  the  country,  practically 
speaking,  ignored  the  absolute  right  of 
ownership  of  the  proprietors  of  the  land. 
They  had  created  an  imaginary  partial 
ownership  for  themselves,  had  looked 
upon  themselves  as  tlie  real  proprietors, 
and  had  viewed  the  landlords  as  a  sort 
of  disagreeable  institution  imposed  by 
Providence  upon  the  country,  wliich 
they  had  to  put  up  with.  They  had 
looked  upon  rent,  not  as  a  sum  of  money 
paid  to  an  owner  for  the  use  of  that 
which  was  his,  but  as  a  sort  of  arbitrary 
tax  imposed  upon  a  conquered  peoj^lo 
by  their  conquerors.  This  imaginary 
state  of  things  had  always  more  or  less 
existed  in  Ireland.  The  Land  Act  of 
1870  had  certain  inconveniences — most 
productions  of  the  human  intellect  had ; 
but  he  believed  it  would  tend  to  dis- 
courage this  sentiment — this  belief  in 
imaginary  rights  —  by  acknowledging 
and  making  tangible  those  rights  which 
really  did  exist.  Landowners  in  Ireland 
were  very  much  abused  people ;  probably 
the  best-abused  peo2)lo  in  the  world. 
Mr.  Parnoll  and  others  had  poured  fortli 
the  vials  of  their  wrath  upon  tlieir  de- 
voted heads.  The  difficulty  in  Ireland 
was  that  the  landlords  had  not  cn2)ital 
enough ;  and  it  was  much  to  be  hoped 
that  measures  might  pass  through  l*ar- 
liument  enabling  them  to  relieve  them- 
selves of  encuniLrances,  and,  by  sacri- 
ficing portions  of  tlu'ir  estates,  to 
<levelop  more  thon)Ughly  the  resources 
of  what  was  left  to  them,  lie  did  not 
wish  to  set  himself  up  as  a  champion 
of  Irish  landlords ;  but  he  must  say 
that,  in  his  opinion,  no  class  of  men 
had  received  so  much  unmerited  abuse, 
lie  thought  an  Irish  landlord  occupied 
the  most  diificult  position  in  which  it 
was  possible  for  any  man  to  be  placed, 
lie  believed,  as  a  mlt»,  they  endeavoured 
to  do  their  duty  under  the  most  trying 
circumstances.  After  all,  Irishmen  wero 
l)Ut  mortals,  and  no  doubt  they  occasion- 
ally failed ;  but,  on  the  whole,  the  Irish 
lun<llords  fulfilled  their  duties  as  well  as 
any  men  in  the  world  could  do.  Tho 
only  lantllords  wlio  wero  spoken  of  with 
praise  were  tliosu  who  avowedly  wero 
able  to  spend  more  upon  their  properties 
than  they  obtained  from  them,  which 
was  as  much  as  to  say  that  land  in  Ire- 
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land  ought  to  be  looked  upon  as  an 
expensive  luxury.  If  a  good  landlord 
was  a  man  who  could  spend  more  upon 
the  land  than  he  obtained  from  it  the 
converse  must  hold  true;  and  it  was 
certain  that  a  class  of  small  proprietors, 
making  their  living  out  of  the  soil, 
would  form  the  very  worst  class  of  land- 
owners. There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  hardest  masters  had  been  those 
landowners  who  became  possessed  of 
comparatively  small  quantities  of  land 
— the  very  class,  in  fact,  which  would 
inevitably  arise  out  of  any  system  of 
peasant  proprietorship.  The  sense  of 
proprietorship  was,  no  doubt,  an  excel- 
lent thing,  and  he  was  entirely  in  favour 
of  a  class  of  small  proprietors,  if  they 
could  be  instituted  naturally ;  but  such  a 
class  could  only  exist  in  a  country  and 
under  climatic  conditions  favourable  to 
them.  He  did  not  believe  that  these 
conditions  existed  in  Ireland  to  any 
great  extent.  They  were  called  upon  to 
look  at  the  working  of  this  system  in 
various  other  countries — France,  Bel- 
gium, and  Switzerland.  The  excellence 
of  the  system  was  doubtful  in  France ; 
but,  at  all  events,  Ireland  could  not  be 
compared  with  any  of  the  before-men- 
tioned countries  in  point  of  climate  and 
soil.  Because  peasant  proprietors  suc- 
ceeded in  Belgium  or  France  afforded 
no  proof  whatever  that  they  would  suc- 
ceed in  Ireland.  Ireland  was  not  well 
adapted  for  spade  husbandry.  There 
were  no  markets  for  fruit  or  vegetables. 
Market  gardening  and  the  careml  culti- 
vation of  small  plots  of  land  could  not 
be  remunerative  without  good  markets. 
The  climate  was  such  that  the  country 
could  only  be  successfully  cultivated  in 
comparatively  large  holdings,  and  a 
considerable  portion  of  it  was  unsuitable 
for  tillage  of  any  kind,  and  could  only 
be  profitably  worked  for  stock  raising. 
He  saw  some  time  ago  in  ITte  Times  a 
letter  comparing  the  prosperous  state  of 
things  in  the  Channel  I^ands  with  the 
misery  in  Ireland,  and  claiming  that, 
the  natural  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
tries being  the  same,  the  system  of  land 
tenure  in  Ireland  must  be  to  blame. 
Why,  the  cases  were  as  different  as  light 
and  darkness.  In  fact,  the  writer  con- 
demned his  own  case.  He  said  that  in 
Quemsey  there  was  eroat  competition 
for  land  among  the  ^dlful  medianics, 
and  he  spoke  of  land  fettling  £10  an 
acre  rent,  and  mentioned  the  profiuion 

Tk$  Earl  of  Ihmraven 


of  fruit  and  flowers  for  sale  in  the  towns. 
Where  was  your  class  of  skilful  me- 
chanics in  Ireland  ;  and  where  were  the 
soil  and  climate  and  market  that  would 
enable  any  human  being  to  make  a  profit 
out  of  land  for  which  he  paid  £1 0  an  acre 
by  the  cultivation  of  fruit  and  flowers  ? 
It  was  marvellous  how  people  would  go 
on  attributing  the  evils  of  Ireland  to 
every  cause  under  the  sun ;  to  systems, 
and  government,  and  everything  except 
the  natural  causes  which  could  not  be 
changed.  If  they  wanted  any  example 
of  the  working  of  a  system  of  peasant 
proprietors  it  was  to  England  they 
ought  to  turn.  There  was  no  country 
in  the  world  with  so  many  excellent 
markets  as  England.  The  soil  of  Eng- 
land was  better,  and  the  climate  was 
better,  than  that  of  Ireland.  England 
had  had  a  class — a  numerous  dasa — of 
small  owners;  but  they  had  almost 
entirely  disappeared  from  purely  natural 
causes,  from  want  of  capital  and  from 
the  natural  peculiarities  of  the  country. 
Owing  to  altered  circumstances — such  as 
modern  improvement  in  agriculture,  and 
more  especially  owing  to  the  competi- 
tion of  other  oountries — ^they  were  un- 
able to  make  a  living,  they  were  outrun 
by  tenants  having  large  holdings,  and 
from  time  to  time  they  sold  their  little 
patrimonies  and  embarked  their  capital 
in  more  paying  matters,  and  had  dis- 
appeared as  a  dass.  But  even  if  peasant 
pruprietorship  was  advisable,  no  prac- 
tical plan  by  which  it  could  be  instituted 
had  oeen  suggested.  There  were  two 
plans  which  had  been  mooted,  whereby 
the  occupiers  in  Ireland  might  become 
owners ;  the  one  that  an  enormous  sum 
of  money  should  be  granted  by  the 
Gbvemment,  or  raised  by  subscription, 
to  enable  them  to  purchase.  Practically, 
this  amounted  to  making  the  people  a 
present  of  the  fee-simple  value  of  the 
land;  and  it  was  absurd.  The  other 
plan  was  that  the  Government  should 
lend  the  occupiers  money  at  advan- 
tageous terms,  and  enable  them  to  pur- 
chase their  holdings  gradually.  This 
was  the  plan  advocated  by  Mr.  Bright 
and  Mr  l^amell ;  but  though  the  same 
in  principle  they  differed  much  in  detail. 
Mr.  Brignt*s  plan  was  perfectly  fair,  but 
impracticable;  Mr.  Pamell's  was  par- 
tially practicable  and  obviously  unuir. 
Mr.  Bri^ht's  idea  was  that  the  owner's 
interest  in  the  land  should  be  puohased 
at  thQ  full  value  by  the  oooapioni  the 
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Ooremment  advancing  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  the  money  and  becoming  the 
landlord  until  the  capital  and  interest 
were  paid  in  a  period  of  35  years.  That 
could  not  be  done  on  a  large  scale.  Even 
supposing  that  the  yearly  payments 
were  not  more  than  the  present  rent, 
it  was  obvious  that  men  unable  to  pay 
their  rent  would  fall  into  arrears  with 
the  (Government,  and  the  consequences 
would  be  most  disastrous.  Mr.  Parnell 
saw  this  difficulty,  and  with  much 
common  sense  declared  openly  that 
such  a  scheme  was  useless.  The  value 
of  land  in  Ireland  must  be  beaten  down 
far  below  the  proper  value  by  means 
of  agitation,  by  a  strike  of  occupiers 
against  owners,  and  by  various  means 
calculated  to  render  the  position  of  the 
Irish  owners  excessively  disagreeable 
and  difficult,  and  then  let  the  State  ad- 
vance money  to  tenants  to  purchase  their 
holdings  at,  say,  one-half  or  two-thirds 
their  real  value.  By  this  means  the  oc- 
cupiers might  very  likely  be  able  to  get 
possession  of  their  farms ;  but  thoy  could 
never,  in  any  circumstances,  retain  pos- 
session of  them.  What  had  happened 
in  Ireland  indicated  surely  what  would 
happen  if  the  land  were  transferred  to 
the  occupiers  of  it.  Many  would  bo  un- 
able to  fulfil  their  engagements,  from 
extravamnce  in  some  cases,  from  having 
undertaKen  what  was  impossible  to  ac- 
complish in  other  cases.  Ireland  was 
fuU  of  usurers  ;  in  every  little  town  and 
Tillage  there  were  obliging  persons 
ready  to  advance  money  at  ruinous  rates 
of  interest.  The  people  were  too  kind 
to  each  other.  Farmers  in  good  circum- 
stances were  frequently  ruined  by  having 
become  security  for  friends  in  difficulties. 
Discounting  the  future,  borrowing  money 
at  high  rates  of  interest,  backing  bills 
for  friends  who  could  never  take  them 
up,  were  proceedings  not  confined  to  Ire> 
land  or  to  the  class  of  tenant  farmers, 
and  he  did  not  believe  they  had  ever 
conduced  to  prosperity.  That  would 
happen  on  a  large  scale  if  any  great 
change  in  the  ownership  of  the  land 
were  made.  Occupiers,  owners  in  em- 
bryo, would  fall  into  arrears  with  the 
Oovemment.  They  would  borrow  money 
to  clear  themselves ;  they  would  run 
hopelessly  into  debt ;  a  bad  sc^ason  would 
come ;  they  would  be  sold  up  by  their 
creditors,  and  in  a  very  few  years  land 
would  commence  to  fall  into  the  hands 
of  the  usurers  and  small  shopkeepers, 


who  would  let  it  out.  It  was,  however, 
quite  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
undertake  the  functions  of  landlord  ;  and 
what  was  now  being  done  by  the  Church 
Commissioners  would,  ho  believed,  con- 
clusively prove  that  small  peasant  pro- 
prietorships would  not  answer  in  Ireland. 
If  Mr.  Bright  and  his  friends  were  con- 
vinced to  the  contrary,  why  did  they  not 
form  a  corporation  or  a  syndicate,  to  act 
between  the  occupiers  and  the  Govern- 
ment? Let  the  Government  supply 
them  with  money  on  the  terms  they  pro- 
posed it  should  be  supplied  to  tenants. 
They  could  offer  sufficient  security  to  the 
Government  for  money  so  advanced,  and 
they  could  hand  the  money  over  to  such 
tenants  as  desired  to  become  owners,  and 
who  found  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
The  occupiers  would  reap  all  the  benefits 
of  Mr.  Bright's  plan,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  bft  relieved  from  a  responsi- 
bility which  no  Government  should  ever 
dream  of  undertaking.  They  had  been 
told  by  many  people  that  fixity  of  tenure 
— failing  peasant  proprietorship — would 
be  a  remedy  for  all  the  evils  of  Ireland. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  ho  believed  the 
tenant  farmers  in  Ireland  had  always, 
practically  speaking,  enjoyed  fixity  of 
tenure.  At  all  events,  it  was  quite  cer- 
tain that  no  landlord  in  Irelai^  could 
afford  to  evict  capriciously  since  the  Lund 
Act  of  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  and  it  was  worthy 
of  notice  that  in  speaking  of  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  the  fact  that  the  occu- 
piers were  supposed  to  be,  and  were,  pro- 
tected by  the  provisions  of  that  Act  was 
entirely  ignored.  Of  one  thing  he  felt 
quite  ct'rtain,  ond  that  was  that  Irish 
hinillords  did  not  get  the  best  rent  for 
thoir  lands,  and  many  tenants  in  Ireland 
could,  ho  believed,  get  better  rents  when 
allowed  to  leave  their  farms.  Much  was 
said  about  tlio  valuation  of  Sir  Kichard 
Griffiths.  It  did  a  great  deal  of  harm, 
being  much  too  little  in  some  cases  and 
too  high  in  others,  lie  (the  Earl  of 
Dunraven)  was  not  in  favour  of  very 
largo  holdings.  They  should  be  large 
enough  to  make  farming  pay,  and  to  do 
that  thoy  should  not  be  less  than  a  certain 
size.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  a 
groat  deal  of  the  dintress  existing  in 
Ireland  now  was  due  to  over-^wpulation. 
The  population  might  be  scanty  ;  but  it 
was  too  numerous.  Unfortunately,  it 
was  very  difficult  to  make  the  Irish  un- 
derstand tlie  advantages  of  emigration. 
They  seemed  to  have  a  great  prejudice 
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against  it,  a  prejudice  which  had  no 
doubt  been  intensified  by  the  fact  that 
the  clergy  of  the  country  were  paid  by 
small  duos  collected  from  the  population  ; 
and  in  these  circumstances  it  was  im- 
possible, to  expect  that  the  priests  would 
encourage  thorn  to  reduce  the  population. 
He  did  not  say  this  to  cast  any  discredit 
upon  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  the 
country.  If  it  were  conceded  that  the 
spiritual  wants  of  a  population  must  be 
supplied,  their  clergy  must  bo  paid  ;  and 
if  they  could  only  be  paid  in  the  manner 
before  alluded  to,  it  was  essential  that 
the  population  should  be  as  large  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  that  their  spiritual  re- 
quirements should  be  satisfied.  There 
was  another  great  evil  arising  from  the 
voluntary  system  as  exercised  in  Ireland. 
It  must  frequently  happen  that  priests 
depended  upon  the  contributions  of 
numerous  poor  people  smitten  with,  the 
plague  of  disaffection.  If  it  was  merely 
that  a  man  depended  for  his  daily  bread 
upon  the  contributions  of  persons  against 
wnose  opinions  he  might  wish  to  strive, 
the  case  would  bo  bad  enough.  But  in 
Buch  cases  there  was  much  more  de- 
pending on  it.  Proper  provision  for  the 
spiritual  necessities  of  the  people  de- 
pended upon  it.  He  marvelled  much 
that  m(jf e  evil  effects  had  not  followed 
from  the  cause.  He  boKeved  that  the 
only  way  to  remedy  the  permanent  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  consisted  in  emigration. 
He  did  not  see  why  Government  should 
not  interfere  in  this  respect.  He  was 
aware  that  schemes  of  Government  emi- 
gration were  discussed  and  decided 
against  in  the  famine  years ;  but  circum- 
stances had  changed  since  then.  Emi- 
gration to  the  United  States  or  to  the 
British  Provinces  was  a  formidable 
matter  in  1847 ;  it  was  attended  with 
comparatively  little  material  discomfort 
now.  If  it  was  contemplated  to  employ 
any  money  belonging  to  the  State  in  as- 
sisting farmers  towards  acquiring  land  at 
home,  it  would  be  much  more  profitably 
employed  in  assisting  them  to  become 
proprietors  in  Canada,  or  in  some  country 
where  ordinary  industry  would  be  per- 
fectly certain  to  meet  with  success.  He 
did  not  set  himself  up  as  an  authority 
on  Irish  affairs.  Personally,  it  did  not 
matter  much  to  him  if  the  land  were  to 
be  restored  to  its  original  proprietors. 
He  could  claim  to  be  an  aboriginal,  and 
thus  would  be  able  to  set  up  a  claim  to 
certain   lands  of   noble  Lords  on  the 
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other  side  of  the  House.  J£  things  were 
to  remain  as  they  were  he  must  be 
bought  out  at  a  fair  price.  Although 
he  might  have  some  sentimental  objects, 
he  must  bring  his  philosophy  to  his  help, 
and  console  himself  with  what  the  late 
Lord  Stowell  once  called  the  sweet  sim- 
plicity of  the  Three  per  Cents.  It  was  a 
lamentable  fact  that  disloyalty  existed  in 
Ireland.  The  Irish  were  a  people  who 
attached  themselves  readily  to  indivi- 
duals, but  not  to  an  abstract  idea.  Feudal 
feeling  was  still  very  strong  within  them, 
and  the  sentiment  of  loyalty  was  one 
which  was  easily  evoked,  provided  there 
was  some  definite  object  presented  to 
them  calling  for  the  exercise  of  it.  If 
Ireland  haa  been  as  much  favoured 
as  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  they 
would  have  heard  less  of  Fenianism. 
Home  Bule,  in  some  form  or  other,  had 
been  put  forward  frequently  as  a  remedy 
for  the  discontent  of  Ireland.  Nobody 
seemed  to  know  exactly  what  Home  Sulo 
was.  If  it  meant  throwing  upon  local 
governing  bodies  as  much  work  as  possi- 
ble and  relieving  the  House  of  Commons 
from  a  great  mass  of  labour  that  might  be 
undertaken  elsewhere,  he  thought  with 
the  noble  Earl  near  him  (Earl  Granville} 
that  it  was  a  desirable  thing  that  a  change 
in  that  direction  should  be  made,  and  he 
could  not  comprehend  why  the  reform  of 
the  Grand  Jury  system  had  not  been 
undertaken.  But  if  it  meant  the  repeal 
of  the  Union  and  the  institution  of  a 
form  of  government,  similar,  for  instance, 
to  that  of  Canada,  he  entirely  objected 
to  it.  As  to  an  inquiry  into  Home  Bule, 
how  could  an  inquiry  be  carried  out  ?  It 
was  not  a  question  which  could  be  de- 
cided by  the  people  of  Ireland  alone. 
There  could  not  be  a  plihuetts  to  settle 
the  question.  It  was  a  question  for  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Ghreat  Britain  and 
Ireland.  Ireland  could  not  for  a  moment 
be  looked  upon  as  a  Odony  or  Depen- 
dency. But  if  an  act  was  to  ti^e  place 
breaking  up  the  United  Kingdom;  if 
they  were  to  commit  suicide  by  a  sort  of 
happy  despatch,  and  commence  dismem- 
bering themselves;  that  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  act  of  so  much  importance 
that  all  the  Dependencies  and  Colonies 
of  every  portion  of  the  Empire  would 
have  a  right  to  express  their  opinions 
about  it.  It  was  difficult  for  him,  as  an 
Irishman,  and  one  who  had  the  welfiiure 
of  that  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom 
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at  heart,  to  speak  with  pationco  of  the 
iniquitous  proceedings  that  had  lately 
disgfraced  the  country.  In  the  slang  of 
the  Western  States  of  America,  an  *'  ora- 
tor "  meant  a  man  who  readily  resorted 
to  physical  force  —  a  brawler.  With 
them,  in  Ireland,  a  *' patriot'*  would 
come  to  be  considered  a  persecutor  of  his 
country.  These ''patriots"  wore  ruin- 
ing the  country.  Agitation  disturbetl 
men's  minds  and  rendered  them  incapable 
of  devoting  their  energies  to  thoir  busi- 
ness. It  destroyed  credit.  It  turned 
away  that  which  was  much  needed  in 
Ireland— capital.  It  reduced  the  whole 
yalue  of  the  country ;  it  tended  to 
break  down  the  moral  feelings  of  the 
people.  Unfortunately  for  themselves, 
the  Irish  were  easily  led  away  by  these 
"patriots."  This  was  an  evil  which 
could  not  be  avoided  as  long  as  liberty 
of  speech  was  conceded  and  a  free  Press 
existed.  There  were  a  number  of  people 
in  Ireland — a  great  many  returned  Ame- 
ricans among  them,  who  emigrated  to 
America  because  they  were  too  lazy  to 
work  at  home,  and  returned  home  be- 
cause they  were  too  indolent  to  labour  in 
America — ^who  were  only  too  ready  to 
join  anything  which  offered  them  the 
remotest  chance  of  gaining  anything 
without  the  exercise  of  honest  industry. 
Freedom  of  speech  was  an  excellent 
thing;  but  in  certain  circumstances  it 
produced  evil  results.  It  became  a  ques- 
tion of  balancing  the  good  and  the  evil 
resulting  from  it.  He  was  entirely  in 
favour  of  allowing  every  licence  and 
liberty  of  speech  and  writing ;  but  ho 
maintained  that  when  that  liberty  was 
allowed  by  the  State  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  State  to  see  that  the  Executive  was 
strong  enough  to  protect  the  orderly  and 
those  who  were  not  affected  by  exciting 
Utterances.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
Executive  was  strong  enough  in  Ireland. 
He  maintained  that  the  Government  had 
not  afforded  sufficient  protection  to  the 
well-disposed  in  Irelana.  He  would  not 
trouble  their  Lordships  by  enumoratinii^ 
cases.  Some  cases  had  been  mentionetl 
in  the  newspapers ;  but  he  believed  an 
immense  amount  of  terrorism  had  been 
exercised,  which  had  not  been  mentioned 
anywhere  in  public.  He  believed  that 
in  certain  districts  there  were  few  tenant 
fanners,  among  those  who  were  willing 
to  pay  their  rent,  who  had  not  been  in- 
timidated, had  not  been  threatened  and 
ordered  to  withhold  their  rent,  or  a  por- 


tion of  it,  under  various  pains  and  penal- 
ties ;  and  ho  believed  they  had  been 
deterred  by  threats  from  occupying  farms 
from  which  tenants  had  been  ejected. 
At  any  rate,  the  Returns  ho  asked  for 
would  throw  much  light  upon  this  sub- 
ject. He  would  bo  only  too  glad  to  find 
himself  mistaken.  If  he  was  right,  then 
a  state  of  things  existed  disgraceful  to 
any  civilized  community.  If  speeches 
woro  allowed  to  be  made  in  public  in- 
citing the  people  to  the  expre«»sion  of 
tho  most  dangerous  sentiments,  and  en- 
couraging them  to  violate  their  own 
legal  obligations,  and  to  compel  others 
to  join  them  in  that  determination,  then 
ho  said  that  the  Government  ought  to 
afford  the  most  ample  and  complete  pro- 
tection to  the  well-disposod  among  the 
population  who  were  not  led  away  by 
bad  advice,  who  were  anxious  to  lead 
orderly  lives,  who  were  willing  and  de- 
sirous to  fulfil  their  obligations,  but  who 
dared  not  do  po.  The  Irish  wore  much 
more  influenced  in  this  way  than  were 
the  people  in  England,  and  that  was 
quite  natural.  It  was  not  the  effect  of 
any  moral  or  physical  cowardice  of  the 
race.  For  years  and  years  they  were 
compelled  to  look  upon  the  law  as  a 
power  to  molest  and  not  to  protect  them. 
They  had  imbibed  tho  utmost  distrust  of 
it.  They  had  for  centuries  been  accus- 
tomed to  live  in  dread  of  insurrection 
more  or  less  pronounced ;  and  they  did 
not  naturally  turn  to  the  law  for  pro- 
tection, but  tried  to  make  their  peace 
with  the  disorderly  element.  A  measure 
of  protection  amply  sufficient  for  Eng- 
land would  not  suffice  for  Ireland.  They 
could  not  expect  much  co-oporation  on 
tlio  part  of  the  people.  Some  of  the 
causes  of  Irish  poverty  and  discontent 
were  beyond  the  power  of  man  to  alter. 
Others  would  be  cured,  and  could  be 
cured  only  by  time.  One  of  the  causes 
was  over-population  in  certain  districts. 
Government,  he  thought,  could  remedy 
tlmt  evil  by  encouragiug  emigration,  if 
not  by  encouraging  trades.  Another 
cause  was  that  the  people  fell  so  easily 
a  pn?y  to  pestilential  persons  who  poured 
swet't,  but  pernicious,  poiscm  into  their 
ears.  This  evil  would  last,  he  supposed, 
until  the  people  became  wiser  and 
horned  to  know  their  enemies  from  thoir 
friends.  lUit,  in  tho  meantime,  it  was 
tho  dut}',  ho  conceived,  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  afford  the  most  ample  protection 
to  all  law-abiding  people,  and  he  doubted 
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whether  they  had  done  so.  The  noble 
Earl  concluded  by  moving  for  the  Re- 
turns of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Movedf  That  there  be  laid  before  thia  House, 
"Return  of  the  number  of  ejectments  from 
agricultural  holdings  that  have  been  served,  the 
number  in  which  decrees  have  been  pronounced, 
and  the  number  in  which  decrees  have  been 
executed  in  each  county  in  Ireland  every  year 
from  the  1st  of  January  1860  to  the  1st  of 
January  1880;  the  Ketum  to  distinguish  be- 
tween ejectments  for  non-payment  of  rent,  or 
on  notice  to  quit,  or  for  breach  of  contract,  or 
for  any  other  cause :  Also,  Return  of  the  num- 
ber of  cases  of  intimidation  in  Ireland  to  pre- 
vent the  payment  of  rent  or  occupation  of  land 
which  came  under  the  notice  of  the  police  during 
the  year  1879,  and  the  number  of  prosecutions 
undertaken  and  convictions  obtained  in  such 
cases.'' — {Th4  Earl  of  Dimraven.) 

LoBD  CAMPBELL:  My  Lords,  al- 
though, by  the  Forms  of  the  House,  no 
Seconder  is  necessary,  and  although  my 
noble  Friend  is  competent,  even  alone, 
to  defend  a  Motion  like  the  present, 
with  80  much  experience  of  Ireland  as 
he  has  and  so  much  power  to  discuss  it, 
I  wish  to  add  a  few  words  before  the 
Government  reply  to  him.  Everyone 
connected  with  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  as  a  landowner,  who  has 
recently  been  in  it,  seems  to  be  under  a 
kind  of  obligation  to  convey,  however 
briefly,  to  the  House  the  impressions  he 
has  formed  as  to  a  state  of  things 
which  deeply  occupies  the  Legislature. 
The  first  I  would  venture  to  convey  is, 
that,  although  distress  exists,  agitation 
is  the  leading  difficulty  to  be  en- 
countered by  the  Government ;  and  that 
unless  the  agitation  had  occurred  the 
landlords  would  have  been  much  better 
situated  to  remedy  the  evils  which  have 
fallen  on  the  tenants.  As  regards  the 
measures  to  be  taken,  I  concur  with  my 
noble  Friend,  and  was  glad  as  he  pro- 
ceeded to  remark  that  he  was  not  in- 
clined to-day — although  sometimes  he 
may  have  been — to  defend  the  system 
of  according  nourishment  to  the  able- 
bodied  in  distress,  without  exacting  la- 
bour in  return  for  it.  No  doubt,  the 
opposite  idea  of  connecting  labour  with 
relief  may  have  had  a  mischievous  re- 
sult in  1846,  because  it  had  an  ill-con- 
sidered  application.  But  with  a  view  to 
utilize  the  population,  whose  hands  are 
so  much  required  on  soil  now  wholly 
unreclaimed,  with  a  view  to  prevent 
ikbuses  inherent  to  unconditional  relief, 
with  a  view  to  uphold  the  masses 
against  a  sense  of  a  demoralizing  pau- 
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perism,  the  principle  of  exacting  labour 
in  return  for  what  you  give  appears  to 
be  the  true  one.  On  one  remarkable 
occasion,  the  late  Lord  Olanricarde,  who 
used  to  be,  perhaps,  our  first  authority 
in  Ireland,  pointed  out  to  this  House 
with  an  emphatic  iteration  that  whatever 
you  do  there  sound  principles  should 
never  be  departed  from.  I  accede  en- 
tirely to  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble 
Friend  as  to  the  delusion  of  supposing 
that  a  large  class  of  very  small  pro- 
prietors could  add  to  the  resources  or 
the  comfort  of  the  people ;  and  wish  to 
share  the  obloquy  which  he  may  bring 
upon  himself  oy  running  counter  to 
a  fashionable  doctrine,  of  which  the 
truth  has  been  assumed,  with  hardly  a 
pretence  of  reasoning  upon  it.  To  in- 
crease the  number  of  moderate,  of  mid- 
dle-sized, and,  therefore,  resident  pro- 
prietors might  be  very  useful.  To  mul- 
tiply the  freeholds  of  the  very  lowest 
order  would  only  stamp  and  seal  the 
ruin  of  the  country.  It  would  at  once 
extend  two  fundamental  evils — the  sub- 
division of  the  land  and  the  dependence 
on  potatoes  for  subsistence.  Does  any- 
one imagine  that  if  since  the  late  famine 
rent  had  been  in  absolute  abeyance — 
the  equivalent  of  what  is  now  suggested 
— the  prosperity  of  Ireland  would  have 
been  greater  than  it  has  been ;  that  more 
oats  would  have  been  cultivated,  more 
bogs  reclaimed,  more  duldren  taught, 
more  cottages  rebuilt  with  a  view  to  do- 
cent  habitation  ?  My  Lords,  it  is  worth 
while,  in  a  few  words,  to  oomprees  the 
real  facts  which  justify  particular  com- 
plaint among  the  Irish  population,  as 
they  might  occur  to  anyone  who,  aiter 
too  long  an  interval,  re-visits  it.  Oneia 
that,  from  circumstances  unavoidable  as 
yet,  no  branch  of  Boyalty  is  found  there, 
while  the  institution  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenancy has  lost  a  part  of  the  prestige 
which  formerly  belonged  to  it — a  remark 
I  make,  however,  wimout  any  reference 
at  all  to  the  present  holder  of  the  OflBice. 
The  second  is  that  the  Irish  are  under 
the  necessity — however  struggling  and 
impoverished — of  supporting  their  own 
clergy,  while  no  such  burden  feJls  upon 
the  largest  class  either  in  England  or 
in  Scotland.  A  third  immediatdy  ariaee 
from  the  second — namely,  that  thedergj 
of  the  masses,  thorougnly  dependent  on 
them,  are  led  to  favour  agitation  tiiej 
would  willingly  resist.  During  the  au- 
tumn such   a   tendenqr   waa   elroiig^ 


1561 


Siateof 


IFebbujlby  27, 1880 J 


Ireland. 


1562 


broiu^lit  before  me.  Another  evil  tho- 
rongnly  attested  is  that  the  Juiy  Law, 
in  consequence  of  changes  recently 
adopted,  is  so  defective  as  to  secure  im- 
punity for  outrage.  It  may  be  quite 
true  tibat  not  one  of  these  anomalies  ad- 
mits of  remedy  at  present.  It  may  be 
that  neither  the  present  nor  any  future 
Gk>yemment  is  justified  in  hastily  ap- 
proaching them.  But  by  keeping  before 
our  eyes  a  just  conception  of  the  draw- 
backs to  moral  and  material  improve- 
ment in  that  country,  we  are  drawn 
away  from  acquiescence  in  illusory  and 
ag^g^yating  remedies;  illusory  as  regards 
the  minds  which  entertain  them,  and 
aggravating  to  every  disorder  they  pro- 
fess to  take  away. 

Lord  WAYENEY  said,  he  thought 
their  Lordships  were  very  much  in- 
debted to  the  noble  Earl  for  the  ex- 
haustive manner  in  which  he  had 
brought  this  question  forward.  With 
regard  to  the  trade  of  Ireland,  it  struck 
him  that  of  late  years  it  had  not  been 
adeauately  developed.  Noble  Lords 
would  remember  that  there  was  a  re- 
vival of  trade  and  manufactures  in  1847, 
and  he  hoped  the  year  1881  would  be 
similarly  distingiiished.  As  far  as  the 
question  of  Home  Bule  was  concerned, 
he  could  say  from  personal  knowledge 
that  in  Ulster  there  was  no  element  of 
disorganization  more  distasteful  to  the 
tenant-right  farmers  than  the  idea  of 
Home  Eule.  He  wished  to  point  out 
that  if  the  Railway  Bill  for  making  a 
line  from  Letterkenny  to  Donegal  had 
not  been  rejected  last  year  the  necessary 
works  would  have  afforded  much  em- 
ployment in  that  part  of  the  country. 

The  Duke  of  RICnMONl)  and 
GORDON:  I  find  no  fault  with  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  for 
the  interesting  and  able  statement  which 
he  has  made  as  to  the  present  condition 
of  Ireland.  It  is  very  useful  that  any- 
one BO  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
subject  as  he  is  should  take  an  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  your  Lordships  and  the 
public  the  benefit  of  his  experience  of 
that  country  and  the  views  ho  enter- 
tains with  regard  to  all  the  important 
matters  on  which  ho  has  touched.  I 
feel  sure  I  shall  be  forgiven  by  the 
noble  Earl  for  saying  that  tho  t(Tnifl  of 
his  Motion  scarcely  led  mo  to  Ixilievo 
that  he  would  enter  upon  so  large  and 
wide  a  discussion  as  that  which  ho  has 
bfonght  under  our  consideration.    I  am 


not  at  all  prepared,  nor  am  I  desirous  of 
following  the  noble  Earl  in  his  discus- 
sion of  the  views  expressed  elsewhere  by 
Mr.  Bright  and  Mr.  Pamell,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  arguments  of  the  noble  Earl 
contradicting  those  views,  because  with 
his  opinions  I  entirely  concur.  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  who  last 
spoke  that  a  peasant  proprietary  is  a 
fallacy ;  but  I  do  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  the  discussion  that 
a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland,  as  well 
as  in  England,  would  be  a  great  mistake. 
I  agree  that  large  holdings  have  proved, 
and  will  prove,  a  benefit  to  Ireland.  It 
has  been  said,  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion, that  there  is  a  g^eat  danger  in 
allowing  large  sums  of  money  to  go 
from  this  country  to  be  expended  in  Ire- 
land. I  can  assure  your  Lordships,  with 
the  warning  before  us  of  what  has  taken 
place,  that  it  is  not  our  intention,  nor  do 
we  believe  it  will  be  the  effect  of  any  of 
the  measures  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, to  reproduce  any  such  state  of 
things  as  prevailed  in  former  years.  The 
noble  Earl  has  spoken  of  various  trades 
carried  on  between  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land as  having  been  put  an  end  to  by 
the  action  of  this  country ;  and,  amongst 
others,  he  mentioned  the  cattle  trade. 
Well,  the  cattle  trade  between  the  two 
countries  is  in  a  flourishing  condition. 
It  has  ])eon  benefited  very  much  by  re- 
cent legislation,  which  for  tho  first  time 
has  treated,  for  tho  j^^i^poses  of  that 
trade,  those  two  portions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  as  one  and  the  same 
country.  With  regard  to  emigration, 
tho  noble  Earl  has  given  us  the  benefit 
of  his  views  on  that  largo  and  important 
subject.  He  is  of  opinion  that  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland  there  is  a  much  larger 
number  of  persons  than  tho  land  there 
is  fit  to  maintain ;  and  ho  considers  it 
would  bo  for  the  benefit  of  those  who 
remain,  as  well  as  for  the  benefit  of 
those  who  go,  that  a  certain  proportion 
of  the  population  should  emigrate  to 
other  places  where  they  would  find 
better  means  for  the  employment  of 
their  skill  and  labour.  I  am  not  here  to 
dispute  the  conolusions  at  which  the 
noble  Earl  has  arrived  ;  but  I  must  point 
out  that  emigration  is  ono  of  the  most 
difficult  questions  which  can  be  suggested 
for  consideration  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land. Rightly  or  wrongly,  there  is,  on 
tho  part  of  tho  Trisli  people,  a  marvellous 
indisposition  to  go  from  their  own  coun- 
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try,  eyen  to  one  whero  theyinip;lit  be 
better  off.  Therefore,  the  subject  of 
emigration  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
if  touched  at  all,  must  be  considered 
with  great  care  by  any  Govern- 
ment. With  reference  to  the  Motion,  I 
fear  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
g^ye  the  Beturns  asked  for  in  the  first 
part  of  the  noble  Earl's  proposal ;  but 
with  regard  to  the  last  part,  which  deals 
with  the  criminal  state  of  the  country,  I 
am  told  that  that  information  will  be 
embodied  in  a  Betum  which  has  been 
moved  for  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  other  House.  It 
has  not  been  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  it 
is  already  in  the  hands  of  the  printer.  I 
therefore  suggest  that  the  noble  Earl 
should  wait  until  that  Hetum  has  been 
presented,  when  I  shall  be  happy  to 
communicate  with  him  on  the  subject. 
I  am  sorry  that,  under  these  circum- 
stances, it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  to  agree  with  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  regretted 
that  the  names  of  Mr.  Bright  and  Mr. 
Farnell  had  been  coupled  together  by  the 
noble  Duke. 

The  Duke  of  BIOHMOND  and 
QOBDON  observed  that  the  names  re- 
ferred to  had  been  introduced  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Dun- 
raven)  ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  perfectly 
in  Order  in  alluding  to  them. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said, 
he  should  sep£u:ate  the  views  held  by 
the  two  Oentlemen.  The  views  ex- 
pressed by  Mr.  Farnell  were  such  as 
no  Member  of  their  Lordships'  House 
could  approve  in  any  way  whatever. 
So  far  as  Mr.  Bright' s  views  were 
concerned,  he  believed  them  to  be  a 
development  of  the  policy  of  the  late 
Government.  Certain  clauses  were  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  in  the  Land  Act  of 
that  Government  which  were  popularly 
known  as  '*  Bright's  Clauses.  They 
were,  after  full  consideration,  adopted 
by  Parliament ;  and  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  at  all  an  unreasonable  or 
astonishing  thing  that  Mr.  Bright  should 
think  that  possibly  some  amendment  of 
the  law  might  be  effected  whereby  those 
clauses  might  be  made  to  work  with 
greater  advantage  than  they  had  hitherto 
done.  What  had  been  urged  was  this — 
that  the  operations  of  the  Chlirch  Com- 
missioners in  enabling  tenants  to  buy 
portions  of  the  estates  sold  had   been 

The  DuJce  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 


Buooessful,  but  that,  owing  to  circum- 
stances to  which  he  would  not  then  refer, 
the  clauses  in  question  had  not  been  so 
successful ;  and  what  he  understood  Mr. 
Bright  to  advocate  was  that,  having 
regard  to  the  operation  of  the  Chur(£ 
Commissioners,  the  clauses  alluded  to 
ought  to  be  given  by  legislative  provision 
a  wider  operation.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  tenant  proprietors  it  was  one 
which  could  not  be  disposed  of  offhand. 
No  question  had  more  perplexed  the 
economist — on  no  question  was  it  more 
difficult  to  form  an  opinion.  As  fax  as 
the  wild  parts  of  Ireland  were  ooncemed, 
such  parts  as  Connemara  and  parts  of 
Mayo  and  Galwav,  as  well  as  he  waa 
able  to  judge  of  the  country  and  its  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  not  think  that  a 
system  of  peasant  proprietary  would  be 
satisfactorily  worked.  These  were  very 
poor  parts  of  the  country,  suitable  only 
for  pasturage,  and  he  feared  that  no 
amount  of  industry  or  intelligence  would 
make  such  a  system  a  prosperous  one 
there.  If,  however,  they  went  to  other  i 
parts  of  Ireland  more  favoured bYnature, 
he  was  not  disposed  peremptorily  to  de- 
clare that  the  system  would  not  be  ad- 
vantageous. Of  this  he  was  sure— that 
it  was  a  misfortune  to  Ireland  that  there 
should  be  so  small  a  number  of  pro- 
prietors of  land  in  proportion  to  the 
population.  It  was  a  misfortune  to  this 
country  also;  but  the  proportion  of  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland  was  much  smaller 
than  in  this  country.  The  subject, 
therefore,  ought  not  to  be  pat  out  of 
sight ;  and  it  might  be  found  that  a  weU« 
considered  scheme  for  .giving  larger  op- 
portunities, where  estates  were  sold,  fer 
tenants  to  buv  their  lands  and  try  whe- 
ther they  could  not  thus  improve  their 
condition,  would  produce  greateroontent, 
and  add  to  the  prosperity  of  the  coontry. 

Lord  DUNSANY  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  entire  Betum  moved  for  could 
not  be  granted.  Its  production  would 
be  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords, showing,  as  it  would,  that  they 
had  not  been  guilty  of  the  charges  of 
eviction  brought  against  them. 

The  Earl  of  DUNBAVEN  said,  he 
should  not  press  the  Motion  after  what 
the  noble  Duke  had  said. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  wiik^ 

drawn. 

Bouse  adjonnied  at  Serai  o^ciool^  is 
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ment  to  re-introduce  that  Bill ;  but  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Lord  AdTocate  to 
introduce  a  much  larger  measure,  deal- 
ing with  the  whole  subject,  wbiidi  will 
be  applicable  to  Scotland. 


rOOfl  LAW— DISSOLUTION  OF  THE 
WITHAM  UNION. 

Mh.  round  aeked  the  President 
of  the  Local  tiovemment  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  will  be  guod  enough  to  ex- 
plain to  the  House  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  is  proposed  to  dissolve 
the  "Witham  Union,  in  the  county  of 
Esses ;  and,  whether  ho  is  aware  that 
the  Ouardians  of  both  Bralntree  and 
Witham  Unions  are  by  no  means  unani- 
mous in  their  approTal  of  the  scheme? 

Me.  SCLATEH-BOOTH  ;  Sir,  it  is  not 
easy  within  the  compass  of  an  answer 
to  a  Question  to  detail  the  circumstances 
which  have  led  to  the  dissolution  of  the 
Witham  Union  ;  but,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  say  that  so  long  ago 
as  Midsummer,  1877,  resolutions  wero 
passed  by  a  conference  of  Guardians  re* 
preaeuting  Unions  in  Essex,  of  which 
Witham  was  one,  recommending  the 
dissolution  of  the  Withnm  Union  and 
the  distribution  of  the  parishes  belong- 
ing to  it  among  adjacent  Unions,  and 
the  Local  Governmeut  Board  was  in- 
vited to  hold  an  inquiry  ea  to  the  benefits 
which  might  result  from  a  ro-arranse- 
mcnt  of  the  district  generally.  In 
October,  1877,  such  an  inquiry  was  ac- 
cordingly held,  notice  to  aU  parties 
having  been  given,  and  representa tires 
of  the  parislica  interested  being  pre- 
sent. From  the  Beport  of  the  Inspector, 
it  appeared  dcsirablo  that  the  AVilham 
Union  should  be  dissolved,  the  advan- 
tages beiug  diminution  of  staff  exponses, 
economy  and  cfficicucy  of  adniinistra- 
tion,  and  the  setting  free  of  the  Witham 
workhouse  for  some  other  useful  public 
purpose.  In  January,  187!),  tho  Ouar- 
dians of  tho  Witham  Union  passed  a 
resolution,  by  1 1  votes  to  7,  in  favour 
of  dissolution.  It  is  true  that  three 
mouths  later — in  April,  187!!— tliis  re- 
solution was  rf'sciudi-d  by  12  votes  to  1 1 ; 
but  the  mutter  had  then  proceeded  too 
f'nr  to  be  dropped  with  proiirioty,  Tho 
proposed  change  had  been  publicly  re- 
cognized as  an  advautagi<,  and  htul  been 
lanctioDt-d  by  the  Department  of  Ktato 
in  which  aro  vested  the  duty  and  re- 
xponsibility   of  corrjing  it  into  clTcct. 


8.] — N«w   Whit   lasfED — For  Ni 
folk    (Weit«rn   Diviaion),    r.    Sir   WilliBm 
Ba^e,  dec««a«d. 
PcBUC    Biujt—Onlerrd—Firil  ^rarfinj— Indie 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

CHESTER  GAS  DILL. 

SUnding  Order  109  read. 

ICe.  TtATIfBS  said,  the  Chester  Qas 
BiU  was  a  measure  which  affected  the 
interests  of  his  constituents ;  and  having 
become  unopposed,  it  would,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  events,  come  before 
him.  That,  however,  was  undesirable, 
considering  the  relation  in  which  he 
stood  to  the  City  of  Chester;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  move — 

"Tlkst  tlie  Chairman  of  the  Committco  ol 
Ways  and  Heans  be  di»charB:ed  from  nttondftnce 
oa  the  ChMtet  Ou  Bill,  uiii  that  the  ChaijiniLn 
of  the  Committee  on  Standing  Ordrn  tw  bp- 
poiiitcd  Chunn&n  of  Iho  Coounitti-o  on  tho  said 


Motion  agTMd  io. 

Ordtni,  That  the  Chairman  of  thi?  Committee 
ol  Ways  and  Ueani  be  dilchargfd  from  at- 
tendaace  on  the  Cheater  Gas  Dill,  and  thnt  llio 
Chairman  of  the  L'ummillcc  on  Stnnding  Urdure 
be  appointed  Chairman  of  tht  (.Vimniitlt'ti  on 
the  sud  BiU.  —  (  Tk,  Chairman  0/  JHw,  aud 
Mtatu.) 

QUESTIONS. 


GAME  IAWS-I.EGISLATION. 

But  DAVID  WEDDEBBUBN  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  iu1ro<luce 
during  this  Session  a  Game  Luwk 
Amendment  Bill,  similar  to  that  which 
was  introduced  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
during  last  Session,  and  which  passed 
Qirough  all  stages  in  this  House  except 
the  final  one  ? 

SU.  A88HET0N  CEOSS  :  No,  Sir. 
Iftk  aot  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
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Moreover,  engagements  with  neigh- 
bouring Unions  as  to  the  allocation  of 
the  parishes  had  grown  up.  The  final 
decision  as  to  this  allocation,  which  is 
always  a  difficult  one,  has  been  delayed 
by  various  circumstances,  but  has  now 
been  made.  It  is  impossible  for  a  change 
of  this  kind  to  take  place  without  some 
feeling  of  objection  to  it ;  but  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  that,  once  made,  it  will 
carry  with  it  the  advantageous  conse- 
quences which  were  originally  antici- 
pated. 

AKMY  —  OFFICERS  OF  THE  STAFF 
ACTING  AS  NEWSPAPER  CORRE- 
SPONDENTS IN  THE  FIELD. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
be  the  fact  that  Officers  of  the  Staff  in 
the  recent  wars  in  Afghanistan  have 
acted,  or  are  acting,  as  paid  corre- 
spondents to  newspapers  in  the  United 
Kingdom  or  India ;  is  such  employment 
undertaken  with  the  approval  of  the 
Oeneral  Commanding  in  Chief  or  of  the 
authorities  in  India ;  if  not,  whether  any 
Despatch  or  Memorandum,  censuring  or 
prohibiting  such  a  practice,  has  been 
issued  to  the  service  in  India  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  or  the  Viceroy  of  India, 
or  the  General  Commanding  in  Chief 
there ;  and  whether  any  regulations  of 
newspaper  correspondents  in  the  field 
were  '*  provisionally  sanctioned,"  or  for- 
mally adopted  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
or  transmitted  by  him  to  the  Viceroy  of 
India  or  the  General  Commanding  in 
Chief  there;  if  so,  whether  they  have 
since  been  recalled  or  cancelled,  andbv 
whom? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  certain 
officers  of  the  Staff  have,  in  the  recent 
Afghan  wars,  acted  as  war  correspond- 
ents of  newspapers ;  and  in  certain  cases 
last  year,  as  the  House  is  already  aware, 
they  undertook  that  employment  with 
the  knowledge  of  the  General  Command- 
ing. I  cannot,  of  course,  say  positively 
whether  any  officers  are  now  so  acting ; 
but  a  general  official  Order  was  issued 
last  year  by  the  Adjutant  General,  imder 
the  direction  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
in  India,  prohibiting  Staff  officers  from 
undertaking  such  employment.  No  re- 
gulations as  to  newspaper  correspondents 
in  the  field  have  been  provisionally  sanc- 
tioned, or  formally  adopted,  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State. 

Mr,  Sclaier-Boofh 


Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  inquired 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  g^ve 
the  date  of  the  Order  in  question  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot.  I  do  not  think  we  have  got  it 
at  the  India  Office ;  but  I  think  we  can 
get  it  at  the  War  Office. 

LORD   CLERK  REGISTER   (SCOTLAND) 

ACT,  1879. 

Mb.  FEASEB  MAOEINTOSH  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  Minutes 
and  Be^ulations  as  contemplated  by 
the  11th  section  of  The  Lord  Clerk 
Eegister  ^Scotland)  Act  of  1879  have 
been  maae;  and,  if  not,  when  they 
will  be  prepared  and  laid  before  Par- 
liament r 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son)  :  Sir,  I  have  some  difficulty  in  un- 
derstanding the  purport  of  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  do  not  exactly 
know  what  are  the  Minutes  and  Begu- 
lations  contemplated  by  the  section. 
That  section  simply  provides  that  when 
it  becomes  necessary  to  make  regula- 
tions they  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  within  a  month  after  comple- 
tion .  I  may  inform  my  hon.  Friend  Uiat 
certain  regulations  as  to  admission,  and 
other  matters  connected  with  the  internal 
administration  of  the  Office,  are  at  pre- 
sent in  course  of  preparation.  The  delay 
has  been  in  a  considerable  measure 
owing  to  the  indisposition  of  the  head 
of  one  of  the  largest  departments  in 
the  Beg^ster  House.  I  hope  before 
long  to  be  able  to  submit  them  to  the 
House. 

INDIA— THE  WYNAAD  GOLD  FIELD& 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  he 
can  confirm  the  report  in  the  "  Times '' 
newspaper  as  to  the  extent  and  character 
of  the  gold  fields  of  Southern  India ; 
and,  whether  he  has  received  and  can  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Beport 
of  the  Engineer  of  the  Indian  Gk>Tem- 
ment  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  we  have 
received  unofficially  a  Beport  which 
confirms  generally  the  statement  referred 
to  by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  show  it  to  him ;  and  after  con- 
ferring with  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  no 
doubt  we  shall  be  able  to  lay  on  the 
Table  some  part  of  the  Beport. 
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£4,500, 1  understand,  is  not  likelj  to  be 
proceeded  with. 


KELIEF    OF    DISTRESS    (IBELAND)— 

NENAGH. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland/.  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  Major  Percy,  the  stipendiary 
magistrate  at  Nenagh,  has,  as  the  result 
of  a  house  to  house  visitation,  reported 
in  the  following  terms  upon  the  condi- 
tion of  519  distressed  families  in  that 
district : — 

'*  They  have  no  food  of  any  kind ;  they  have 
no  fuel ;  their  beds,  bcd-clothos,  and  everything 
movable  has  been  long  since  sent  to  the  pawn 
office ;  tlie  homes,  wretched  in  the  extreme,  are 
oold;  the  floors  a  mass  of  wot  clay;  in  the 
oomers  of  hundreds  of  rooms  are  straw  heaps, 
kq>t  together  by  large  stones  on  the  wet 
noond,  an  old  sack  or  two  the  only  covering. 
I  never  in  a  civilised  land,  nor  indeed  in  anv 
ooontry,  and  I  have  been  all  over  the  world, 
MW  lach  a  picture  of  squalid  misery  ;" 

and,  if  he  can  inform  the  House  why 
relief  was  not  afforded  earlier  to  this 
miserable  population,  and  what  mea- 
■oree  have  since  been  adopted  to  meet 
such  distress  ? 

Mp.  J.  LOWTHEE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
find  that  Major  Percy,  the  stipendi£u:y 
magistrate  at  Nenagh,  has  made  an 
official  Beport  to  the  Irish  Qt)vemment 
on  the  distress  prevailing  in  that  district. 
If  he  had  made  such  a  Heport  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  described,  it  would  have 
been  in  their  possession.  The  hon. 
Member  asks  me  why  relief  had  not  been 
afibrded  earlier,  and  what  measures  had 
since  been  adopted  to  meet  the  distress.  I 
find  that  the  Union  including  this  dis- 
trict was  gazetted  on  the  27th  January 
among  those  scheduled  as  taking  advan- 
tage of  the  notice  issued  by  the  Board  of 
yToT^LB  on  the  12th  of  January.  The 
Chiardians  have  also  been  informed  that 
out-door  relief  may  be  given  under  the 
new  conditions,  and  sanitary  and  other 
works  are  contemplated,  which  will  af- 
ford employment  to  the  population.  I 
also  understand  that  the  landlords  of 
the  Union  have  applied  for  advances  to 
the  amount  of  £3,000.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Qovemmout  have  power  to  do 
anything  more. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  May  I  ask  when 
the  works  in  contemplation  are  likely  to 
be  commenced  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  Applications, 
as  I  have  stated,  have  been  made  for 
advances ;  but  I  cannot  say  how  soon 
they  will  be  in  operation.  One  under- 
taking, by  the  sanitary  authorities,  for 

VOL.  (XJL.        [tiiiri>  series.] 


CRIME     (IRELAND)  ^  ATTACK     ON 
TENANT     RIGHT     MEETING     AT 
PORTADOWN. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  reports  that,  on 
Wednesday  last,  a  public  meetinc^  to 
advocate  Tenant  Bight  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Portadown  was  attacked  by 
a  large  body  of  persons  armed  with 
bludgeons  and  other  weapons  and  headed 
by  a  band  of  fifes  and  drums  playing 
Orange  party  tunes;  whether  it  is  true 
that  a  notice  or  proclamation  had  been 
previously  published  denouncing  the 
proposed  Tenant  Kight  meeting  as  dis- 
loyal and  seditious,  and  summoning  the 
adversaries  of  Tenant  Hight  to  attend 
and  oppose  it ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
many  of  the  advocates  of  Tenant  Bight 
present  were  severely  struck  and  beaten 
and  the  meeting  violently  broken  up; 
and,  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
why  the  authorities  took  no  precautions 
for  the  defence  of  a  number  of  people 
engaged  in  holding  a  public  meeting  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  :  Sir,  the  circum- 
stances referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman only  took  place  about  48 
hours  ago,  and  I  have  been  imable  as 
yet  to  receive  a  report  on  the  subject. 
Inquiry  is  being  instituted  into  the 
subject. 

MERCHANT  SHIPS  —  THE  "  LOUISA 
FLETCHER"  OF  LIVERPOOL  (UN- 
SEAWORTHINESS). 

Mr.  BUBT  (for  Mr.  Plimsoll)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  on  Wednes* 
day  last  the  magistrates  at  Stonehouse 
committed  thirteen  men  (being  the  crew 
of  the  ** Louisa  Fletcher")  to  jail  for 
fourteen  days  for  refusing  to  go  to  sea 
in  her,  although  four  Board  of  Trade 
Surveyors  declared  her  to  be  unsea- 
woi*thy,  and  the  bench  is  bound  by 
Statute  to  be  guided  by  their  opinion ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  order  the 
immediate  release  of  the  men ;  and, 
further,  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  statement  that  the  Falmouth  magis- 
trates have  sent  six  men  to  jail,  under 
similar  circumstances,  without  having 
before  them  a  Board  of  Trade  Sorveyor, 
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although,  there  was  one  in  the  town  and 
the  men  were  earnest  in  their  request 
that  he  might  survey  the  ship  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  Sir,  No- 
tice of  this  Question  was  only  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plim- 
soll)  last  night,  and  it  has  been  impos- 
sible for  me  to  communicate  with  the 
magistrates  of  Falmouth  and  Stonehouse, 
BO  as  to  receive  an  answer  before  4 
o'clock  to-day.  I  have  communicated 
with  the  magistrates  of  both  places,  and 
a  further  inquiry  will  be  made.  In  re- 
gard to  the  first  case,  the  Question  is 
hardly  fair  to  the  magistrates.  In  the 
first  place,  the  men  were  not  sent  to 
prison  immediately,  but  were  fined  15*. 
each,  and  sent  to  gaol  in  default.  But 
I  have  seen  a  letter  from  the  gentleman 
— a  clergyman,  I  believe — who  took  up 
the  case,  and  employed  a  lawyer  to 
defend  the  men,  in  which  he  states  that 
at  the  first  commencement  of  the  case  he 
thought  the  men  had  been  hardly  used  ; 
but  in  the  course  of  the  trial  his  opinion 
entirely  changed,  and  he  thought  the 
men  were  in  the  wrong.  All  I  can  say 
at  the  present  moment  is  that  I  have 
communicated  with  the  magistrates  in 
regard  to  both  cases,  and  the  question 
will  be  carefully  considered. 

TURKEY— MURDER  OF  MR.  OGLE. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
Mr.  Consul  Blunt,  instructed  by  Mr. 
Layard,  in  a  Despatch  printed  in  Paper 
Turkey,  No.  34,  1878,  p.  15,  to  hold  an 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Ogle,  is  the  same  Mr. 
Blunt  before  whom  all  the  depositions 
(which  are  printed  on  pp.  44 — 58  same 
Paper)  purport  to  have  been  taken ;  and, 
whether  he  is  the  same  Mr.  Blunt  who 
has  recently  reported  in  favour  of  a  de- 
lay in  the  inquiry  promised  by  the  Go- 
vernment so  long  ago  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXOHE- 
QXJEE,  in  reply,  said,  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient  that  Questions  relating 
to  details  of  foreign  affairs  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Hepresentative  of  the 
Foreign  OfBce.  It  was  true  that  Mr. 
Blunt  was  sent  in  the  first  instance  by 
Sir  Henry  Layard  to  take  part  in  the 
judicial  inquiry  at  Volo,  and  till  his  de- 
parture on  a  mission  of  mediation  to  the 
insurgent  Chiefs  he  took  part  in  the 
examination    of  witnesses   along  with 

Mr.  Burt 


Bedschid  Paoha.  The  inqoiiy  was  con- 
tinued by  Consul  General  Fawcett ;  but 
Consul  Blunt,  from  his  intimate  kiiow- 
ledge  of  the  country,  was  considered 
best  qualified  to  take  part  in  such  an 
inquiry. 

CHANNEL  ISLANDS —  JERHET  — PAY- 
MENT OF  THE  JTJDGR 

Mb.  WADDY  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  in  view  of 
the  present  vacancy  in  the  office  of  judge 
or  bailiff  in  Jersey,  the  Oovermnent  will 
provide  that  in  future  the  judge  shall 
receive  a  fixed  salary  instead  of  being 
paid  by  fees  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,   he  doubted  whether  he  had  the 

Eower  to  carry  out  the  suggestion  of  the 
on.  and  learned  Q^ntleman.  He  should 
be  glad  to  exercise  the  power ;  but  he 
feared  he  did  not  possess  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— INSTRUCTION  OF 
THE  POLICE  IN  AMBULANCE  DRILL. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  ia 
correct  that  the  City  JPolice,  and  the 
County  Fohce  of  most  of  the  Home 
Coimties,  are  being  instmoted  in  am- 
bulance drill  and  "  first  aid  to  the  in- 
jured," and  that  the  drill  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  in  such  matters  has  been 
discontinued ;  and,  if  so,  what  ia  the 
reason  of  such  discontinuance.  Is  it 
owing  to  expense  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OBOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  understood  instruction  was  not 
discontinued,  though  a  change  had  been 
made  in  the  mode  of  giving  it.  Last 
year  it  was  undertaken  by  the  divisional 
surgeons,  and  it  was  still  given,  though 
by  different  persons. 

MOTION. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DA Y  —  STAKBINQ 
ORDER  OF  SUPPLY  AND  WAYS  AND 
MEANS.— RESOLUTION. 

The  CHANCELLOB  o7  thx  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  rising  to  move-— 

''  That  the  Standing  Order  relative  to  Supply 
or  Ways  and  Meana  standing  the  first  Order  of 
the  Day  on  Friday  be  read,  and  snsMnded. 

"  That  the  Committee  of  Supply  oe  defflKTad 
until  after  the  Order  ^of  the  Day  lor  resumiiig 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  BofliieM  ol  tlie  Honn 
(Order  in  Debate}/ 
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nidy  lie  was  aware  that  this  would  be 
an  unuBual  course ;  but  it  was  not  abso- 
lutely unprecedented.  The  step  had 
been  taken  on  one  occasion  at  least, 
and  it  was  obviously  one  which  the 
House  had  it  in  its  power  to  take.  He 
was  anxious  to  appeal  to  the  House  to 
agree  to  this  course,  because  they  had 
reached  a  period  of  the  Session  when  it 
was  very  important  that  they  should 
make  progress  with  certain  portions  of 
their  Business,  which  had  to  be  got 
through  by  a  particular  date.  There 
was  a  good  deal  of  Business  which  it  was 
essentially  necessary  to  get  through  be- 
fore Easter.  They  had  spent  much  time 
— though  he  would  not  say  it  had  not 
been  well  spent — in  the  discussion  of  a 
measure  of  great  urgency  and  import- 
ance,  and  had  now  arrived  at  the  close 
of  February.  It  was  really  important, 
therefore,  that  they  should  not  lose  any 
time  in  making  progress  with  their  work, 
and  he  was  strongly  impressed  with  the 
necessity  of  concluding  the  debate  before 
the  close  of  this  week.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  propose  a  Sitting  on  Saturday  ; 
but,  if  necessary,  he  should  not  shrink 
from  making  even  that  proposal.  He 
hoped,  however,  that,  if  his  proposal 
were  acceded  to,  the  Business  in  hand 
would  be  completed  within  a  coippara- 
tiyely  short  time.  The  discussion  of  the 
previous  day  was  of  a  character  which 
mduced  him  to  think  that  they  were 
tolerably  well  agreed  about  the  necessity 
for  the  Besolution  which  he  had  pro- 
posed. The  questions  of  detail  which 
itUl  remained  to  be  settled  were  not  such 
as  necessarily  to  g^ve  rise  to  a  very 
lengthened  debate.  He  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  the  whole  of  the  Amendments 
would  be  got  through  in  a  very  few 
hours.  The  Notice,  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power),  which 
now  stood  first  on  the  Paper,  was,  no 
doubt,  one  which  excited  a  good  doal  of 
interest  among  the  Irish  Members.  The 
hon.  Member,  however,  originally  stood 
no  chance  of  being  able  to  proceed  with 
his  Motion  so  as  to  have  a  division  upon 
it,  bet^ause  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Chebter 
(Mr.  Baikes)  stood  before  him  with  a 
Motion  on  which  he  intended  to  ask  for  a 
division.  The  hon.  Member  for  Chester, 
however,  had  taken  his  Notice  off  the 
Paper  that  day,  so  that  the  Notice  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  now  held 
the  first  place  on  the  Paper.     If  the  Re- 


solution relating  to  Obstruction  were  dis- 
cussed at  a  moderate  length,  it  would 
not  take  up  more  time  than  would  have 
been  taken  up  by  the  discussion  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  there- 
fore, if  he  consented  to  postpone  his 
Notice,  would  have  as  early  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  his  Motion  forward 
as  he  would  have  had  supposing  the  No- 
tice of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester  had 
not  been  withdrawn.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  would  con- 
sider these  circumstances;  but  he  did  not, 
of  course,  know  whether  he  had  been 
successful  in  inducing  him  to  see  how 
advantageous  a  position  had  been  se- 
cured for  him.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  course  which  he  pro- 
posed should  be  taken,  and  allow  the 
Order  for  going  into  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  be  suspended  in  order  that 
the  debate  on  the  Amendment  to  his 
Resolution  might  be  proceeded  with. 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  was  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  followed  the  usual  and  desirable 
course.  There  were  many  occasions 
upon  which  it  became  necessary  to  call 
upon  private  Members  to  surrender  the 
position  which  they  had  secured  on  the 
Notice  Paper  in  order  that  Business  of  a 
very  urgent  nature  might  be  considered ; 
but,  as  far  as  he  could  recollect,  it  had 
always  been  the  practice,  when  such  a 
sacrifice  was  called  for,  to  make  an  ap- 
peal to  hon.  Members  who  had  Motions 
on  the  Paper.  [The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  :  I  did  that.]  Then  there 
must  be  some  misapprenension.  He 
understood  that,  after  the  adjournment 
of  the  Debate  was  moved,  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  said  that  it  would 
be  desirable  that  the  debate  should  be 
resumed  to-day,  and  that,  therefore,  he 
would  move  the  suspension  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  then  rose,  and  said  that  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  an  appeal  to  him ;  and  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Uartington)  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  reply,  **  I 
make  no  appeal.''  In  the  present  case 
there  were  very  strong  reasons  why  such 
an  appeal  should  have  been  made ;  and 
lie  thought  it  was  very  unfortunate  that 
a  precedent  should  be  established  putting 
it  in  the  power  of  a  Government  to  move 
the  suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders 
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whenever  they  might  have  pressmg 
Business  of  their  own.  The  question 
relating  to  the  Privileges  of  the  House 
was  one  which,  of  course,  affected  the 
interests  of  the  whole  country,  and  hon. 
Members  would  naturally  be  disposed  to 
second  any  appeal  which  might  be  made 
to  them  by  the  Leader  of  the  House  on 
such  a  subject.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  if  the  appeal  now  made  were  agreed 
to  it  would  not  be  regarded  as  a  prece- 
dent for  the  purpose  of  forwarding  the 
ordinary  Business  of  the  Government. 
He  regretted  that  there  should  be  any 
misapprehension  as  to  the  fact  of  an  ap- 
peal having  been  made  to  hon.  Members 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
the  previous  evening ;  and  he  was  glad 
to  be  able  to  afford  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman an  opportunity  of  explaining 
how  the  matter  stood. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  sorry  there  should 
have  been  any  misunderstanding.  When 
he  said  last  night  that  they  were  obliged 
to  adjourn  the  debate  he  was  anxious 
that  it  should  be  resumed  the  next  even- 
ing ;  and  he  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chester  (Mr.  Raikes), 
not  publicly,  but  repeatedly  in  private, 
to  give  way  and  allow  the  debate  to  pro- 
ceed. His  hon.  Friend  declined  several 
times  to  give  way,  and  as  his  consent 
was  that  which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary, he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) had  no  other  course  but  to  move 
tke  Amendment  to  suspend  the  Stand- 
ing Orders.  That  womd  override  the 
scruples,  and  overcome  the  coyness,  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  R.  Power),  because  he 
stood  in  a  position  that  rendered  it  rather 
advantageous  to  him  to  give  way. 

Mr.  R.  rOWER :  Sir,  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  do  not  see  the  advantages  of 
the  position  in  which  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  has  placed  me.  I 
should  have  been  very  happy  to  have 
witnessed  the  interview  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chester ;  but  I  may  remind  the 
House  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  made  an  appeal 
to  you.  Sir,  on  the  previous  evening, 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester 
had  a  right  to  move  his  Resolution  at 
all ;  and  it  is  still  a  doubtful  matter  whe- 
ther he  has  a  right  to  do  so.    However 

27ie  Marquess  ofHartington 


Sir,  as  regards  this  question  of  appeal,  I 
was  rather  surprised,  last  night,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refused  to  make 
an  appeal  to  mo.  I  took  it  for  granted 
he  would  have  done  so,  and  at  that  hour 
of  the  night,  when  we  were  under  more 
pleasant  circumstances  than  at  present, 
there  is  no  knowing  what  might  have 
happened.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man having  declared  that  he  would  not 
make  an  appeal  to  me,  I  came  down  here 
to-day  determined  not  to  yield  to  him.  I 
am  not  sure,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  right  in  not  making 
this  appeal ;  for,  in  this  matter  of  appeals, 
there  ought  to  be  some  reciprocity. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  made  several  appeals  to  the 
Treasury  Bench,  and  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  of  these  were  acceded  to.  But 
what  I  object  to  in  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  he  pro- 
poses, without  precedent,  to  take  m>m 
private  Members  a  day  in  the  vexr  first 
month  of  the  Session.  Now,  Sir,  is 
there  any  nreat  hurry  about  these  Reso- 
lutions ?  I  do  not  tmnk  there  is,  and  I 
do  not  believe  the  Government  think 
there  is.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  has  declared  that  tJ^ere  has  been 
no  obstruction  this  Session;  and  then, 
with  a  curious  desoription  of  logic, 
brings  forward  these  Kesolntions.  I 
have  never  thrown  any  obstacle  willingly 
in  the  way  of  Public  Business,  and  1 
shall  be  happy  to  give  way  on  certain 
conditions.  [/ '  Hear,  hear !  "J  The  hon. 
Member  has,  I  am  afraid,  cheered  a 
little  too  soon.  He  had  better  wait  and 
see  what  the  conditions  are.  One  is 
that  the  Government  should  grant  the 
Committee  I  ask  for.  That  would  be 
the  shortest  and  quickest  way  to  dispose 
of  it.    The  other  is  that  iliey  iJiould 

S've  me  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  my 
otion.  I  am  not  so  unreasonable  as 
to  ask  for  a  day  before  Easter.  We 
know  very  well  that  every  day  is  engaged 
up  to  Easter;  but  between  this  and 
Easter  many  things  may  happen-*  acci- 
dents will  happen  in  the  best  regulated 
Governments — and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  promise  to  ffive  me  a  day 
after  Easter,  and  if  the  noble  I/nd  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  will  gire  a 
similar  undertaking,  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  withdraw  my  Motion.  I  do,  however, 
object  to  this  infringement  on  the  rights 
of  private  Members.  What  appaan  to 
me  to  be  partScularlj  hard  is  ffais.    I 
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eame  over  on  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
■ion  to  ballot  for  this  day.  Irish  Mem- 
bers have  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and  in- 
convenience in  coming  over  to  England. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  English  Members 
who  can  come  up  from  the  country  and 
go  back  the  same  night.  But  the  Insh 
nave  a  bit  of  water  to  cross  that  thoy 
call  the  mill  pond,  or  the  duck  pond, 
and  that  is  sometimes  a  great  obstruc- 
tive ;  indeed,  so  much  so,  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers very  often  reach  London  more  dead 
than  alive,  and  are  really  of  no  use  for 
two  or  three  days.  Now,  I  particularly 
object  that  they  should  punish  me  for 
this.  I  have  never  been  an  obstructive, 
and  probably  that  is  the  reason  they 
pnnish  me.  Their  policy  is  only  in 
keeping  with  the  fumbling  and  stumbling 
policy  as  to  obstruction.  Personally,  I 
do  not  care  whether  you  pass  this  Bule 
or  not.  I  can  tell  you  that  you  will 
never  suspend  me  by  these  Bules,  or  by 
any  other  means.  My  own  opinion  is 
that  they  are  the  most  milk-and-water 
arrangements  ever  proposed,  and  that 
one  determined  to  obstruct  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  driving  a  coach-and-six 
through  them.  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  give  me  a  day  after 
Easter  for  the  discussion  of  my  Motion ; 
and  I  think  that  is  not  an  unreasonable 
request,  considering  the  importance  of 
my  Motion  and  the  utter  insignificance 
of  his. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman,  no 
donbt,  anticipated  the  answer  which  he 
lelt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  give  to  the 
soggestion  that  the  Government  should 
agree  to  his  Motion — that  ho  could  not 
undertake  to  do  so,  nor  could  ho  promise 
to  find  a  day  for  its  discussion  before 
Easter.  Tho  hon.  Gentleman  would, 
he  thought,  do  well  to  try  the  ordinary 
means  to  procure  a  day  for  the  purpose  ; 
and  if  he  were  not  successful,  ho  should 
be  glad  to  see  what  could  be  done  to 
meet  his  convenience  later  on  in  the 
Session. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  was  glad  to  say 
any  expectations  which  had  boon  formed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
had  strengthened  their  position  in  view 
of  the  coming  Elections  by  theso  Resolu- 
tions  were  nullified  by  the  ingenious 
■pirit  displayed  by  the  noble  I^rd  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  last  even- 
ings eame  Ibrwara  and  expressed  himself 
anti-obstructive  than  the  Treasury  I 


Bench  itself.  As  a  specimen  of  the 
amiable  consistency  with  which  they  were 
treated,  he  would  refer  to  what  had  hap- 
pened that  morning.  The  Standard 
had  officially  announced  in  its  editorial 
columns  that — 

**  In  conBcquence  of  the  receipt  of  a  telegram 
from  Mr.  Pamcll,  l^Ir.  Bip^gar  had  resolved  to 
disregard  the  expressed  wish  of  the  moderate 
section  of  the  Home  Rule  Party  and  to  oppose 
the  utmost  resistance  in  detail  to  the  Resolutions 
on  obstruction.*' 

That  had  been  palmed  off  in  some  mys- 
terious way  on  the  editor  of  The  Standard, 
Seeing  the  manner  in  which  that  respect- 
able Ministerial  journal  had  inserted 
such  a  calumny,  ho  believed  it  must 
have  boon  received  from  a  very  high 
authority  indeed,  and  he  should  like  to 
know  what  that  authority  was.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  General  had, 
he  might  add,  on  the  previous  evening 
warned  the  House  that  the  temper  within 
its  walls  was  nothing  to  that  which 
existed  out-of-doors  with  regard  to  ob- 
struction ;  but  he  would  show  the  House 
how  the  exasperation  of  the  country,  if 
it  did  really  exist,  was  manufactured. 
The  Globe  newspaper,  speaking  of  his 
own  action,  said  that  he  had  a  fow  dozen 
Amendments  to  the  Bosolutions  of  the 
Government  to  propose  on  his  own  ac- 
count ;  but  that  was  an  absolute  false- 
hood, for  thore  were  in  all  only  six  or 
seven  Notices  of  Amendmonte  set  down 
in  his  name,  two  of  which  were  verbal 
Amondmonts,  and  the  others  being  prac- 
tically alternative  Amendments  of  a  sub- 
stantial character.  Yet  he  was  held  up 
by  a  Ministerial  journal  as  an  Obstruc- 
tionist. In  spite  of  tho  patriotic  attitude 
of  the  Leaders  of  tho  Opposition 

Mr.  speaker  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  in  Order  in  dis- 
cussing these  matters  on  a  Motion  re- 
lating to  the  Order  of  Business. 

Mh.  O'DONNELL  accepted,  of  course, 
the  Speaker's  ruling.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, intend  to  refer  to  any  matter  out- 
side the  subject  under  discussion,  and 
his  object  merely  was  to  show  that  the 
Government  had  no  claim  to  courtesy 
from  that  side  of  the  House.  He  might 
add,  in  conclusion,  that  the  subject  which 
ho  had  put  upon  tho  Paper  that  evening 
was  of  the  most  urgent  character,  and 
that  he  could  not  in  these  circumstances 
assent  to  the  Motion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheouer.  If,  however,  he  was 
allowed  to  bring  on  his  Motion  he  waa 
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willing  to  promise  not  to  occupy  more 
than  Beven  minutes  in  doing  bo. 

Captain  PIM,  who  had  also  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper,  said,  he  should  not  op- 
pose the  Motion ;  but  he  gave  way  with- 
out making  any  conditions,  in  order  to 
heap  coals  of  fire  on  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  BIOaAE  considered  that  the 
reaeona  given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exohequer  for  his  Motion  came  with  a 
bad  grace  from  him.  It  was  notorious 
that  up  to  the  present  time  the  Govern- 
ment  had  wasted  three  nights  of  the  Ses- 
sion with,  purely  electioneering  busineas. 
They  had  occupied  a  large  amount  of 
time  in  debating  a  question  which  was  a 
perfect  truism ;  and  after  doing  so  he  did 
not  see  bow  they  could  ash  to  set  aside  a 
Motion  of  the  greatest  importance  such 
as  that  relating  to  absenteeism  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  DODSON  regretted  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  appealed  in  the  usual 
way  to  hon.  Members  baring  Notices  on 
the  Paper  to  allow  the  discussion  on  the 
Business  of  the  House  to  continue  to- 
night. He  trusted  that  the  House  would, 
without  any  further  parley,  come  to  a 
deoieion  on  the  question. 

Mb.  SHAW  hoped  that  the  House 
would  decide  without  a  division,  and 
that  the  Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  allowed  to  pass. 
He  did  not  think  the  right  course  bad 
been  adopted ;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
it  bad  been  inadvertent.  He  was  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
deliberately  oast  a  slight  upon  anyone, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  bon.  Member 
for  Waterford    would  not  go  to  a  di- 

Majoe  O'GORMAN  said,  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  Member  forDungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  been  ruled  by  the 
Speaker  to  be  irregular.  He  wiuied  to 
ask  if  any  Member,  when  the  House 
was  not  in  Committee,  had  the  piivilege 
of  speaking  three  times  on  the  same  sub- 

i'sct  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
lad  done  ? 

Mr.  E.  power  expressedhis willing- 
ness to  withdraw  Ms  Motion  on  the  un- 
derstanding given  him  by  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Motion  agrtti  to. 

Stuiding  Order  relatiTe  to  Sapplf  or  Wsyi 
Mid  Meuu  ituidiiia  the  fint  Oidat  of  the  Dav 
on  HViday  read,  ud  mupendod. 
JTr.  ODDmtt 


Burning  the  Adjouined  Debate  on  Biuiiien  of 
the  House  (Order  in  Debate}.— (JTr.  dutnetlhr 
afihtSxehequtr.) 

ORDER     OF    TBE    DAY. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE  (ORDEH   TS  DEBATE)— EESO- 
LUTION. 
ADJOPttNED  DXBATB.     [sBCONn   NTaHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  fSSth  February]! — See  page 
1463.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
"  during  a  Debate,  whether  in  the  Honae  or  in 
Committee,  an;  Member  may  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Choir  to  mivooadoel  on  Qm  part  of  a 
Member  who  in  oddrewiiig  the  Honas  may  per- 
uBtentlf  eadeavQur  to  pnvent  the  Prwrau  of 
BiuincBs,  b^  rising  in  hia  place  anil  taking 
Notice  that  the  Member  for  u  vil- 

fully  ohetructing  the  Buaineii  of  thii  HouM. 

"  Whereupon  (unless  in  the  jodgment  of  the 
Choir  the  interraption  is  &ivolona  and  m- 
fonnded,  in  which  case  ha  shall  call  on  the 
Member  in  po»aei«ioQ  of  the  Hooie  to  proceed), 
Mr.  Bpeoker  (or  the  Chairman)  shall  ferthwith 
pat  the  Question  '  That  bs  not 

further  heard, 'which  Question  shall  be  decided 
without  amendment  or  debate,  bnt  the  Uution 
ahsll  not  be  corned  by  a  m^or"       '  ' 


o-thirds  if  a  Division  is  railed 


d  from  these 
eek. 
*'Aiiy  Member  p 


]«  of  the  Honae  tot  one 
3  silenM  twice  in  the 


shall  stand  suspended  from  the 
service  of  the  Hoose  for  one  calendar  month, 
and  for  such  further  period  nntil  he  shall  hava 
submitted  himself  to  the  Honae  and  givm 
aaaiuaDoe  that  he  will  not  so  offand  amin," — 
(Jfr.  Sampion  Lh^d,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  th» 
word  '  whenever '  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 


Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  did  not  iuteod  to 
occupy  the  House  at  any  great  length ; 
but  he  wished  to  say  somethiDg"  on  the 
general  question.  He  oonld  not  obJMt, 
epenking  generally,  to  ^a  Besdations 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exi^equHr,  for 
he  thought  them  preferable  to  the  other 
Resolutions  on  the  Paper.  If  snythia^ 
were  done  he  would  ntaer  h«Te  watkaritj 
plaoed  in  the  hands  of  th»  8|»Mkar  in* 
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stead  of  the  matter  being  left  to  the 
indiscriminate  action  of  the  House.  A 
Speaker's  decisions  were  almost  always 
unchallengeable,  and  never  had  they 
been  more  so  than  in  the  case  of  the  pre- 
sent occupant  of  the  Chair,  in  whose 
hands  every  hon.  Gentleman  would  feel 
himself  perfectly  safe.  He  thought  it 
would  be  invidious  to  call  on  the  House 
to  vote  upon  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker ; 
and  he  should  not  like  such  a  decision 
to  be  left  to  the  few  who  were  in  the 
House  when  the  offence  was  committed, 
or  to  the  many  who  might  be  called  in 
by  the  ringing  of  the  bell,  and  who 
would  know  nothing  of  what  had  taken 
place.  He  was,  therefore,  strongly  in 
favour  of  leaving  the  whole  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  Speaker.  But  the 
second  part  of  the  Itesolution  relating  to 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  required 
much  more  consideration.  He  had  not 
a  word  to  sav  against  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  held  that  position  at  present, 
and  who  discharged  his  duties  with  great 
ability  and  impartiality.  But  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  was  generally  re- 
mrded  as  part  of  the  machinery  of  the 
Government — he  was  a  Party  man,  and 
voted  on  Party  questions  ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  undesirable  to  place  in  his 
bands  the  question  of  suspending  a 
Member  of  the  House.  Moreover,  in 
some  protracted  Sittings  there  was  a  suc- 
cession of  Chairmen,  and  a  matter  of 
such  importance  as  the  suspension  of  a 
Member  ought  not  to  be  intrusted  to  a 
temporary  Chairman.  As  to  the  degree 
of  punishment  in  the  Besolution,  ho 
thought  that  if  any  Member  should  com- 
mit the  offence  three  times  in  one  Ses- 
sion the  punishment  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not  at 
all  too  severe.  He  did  not  see  any  ob- 
ject in  making  a  change  in  the  proposal 
before  the  House,  because  he  hoped  that 
if  this  Eule  were  passed  the  Speaker 
would  very  seldom  or  never  have  to  act 
under  it.  The  higliest  and  best  feeling 
of  every  Member  of  that  House  would 
rise  up  in  every  case  and  aid  the  Speaker 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  If  it  were 
found  that  a  Member  offended  three 
times,  he  should  consider  him  such  an 
unmitigated  fool  that  the  amount  of 
punishment  would  be  of  little  conse- 
quence. It  would  be  impossible  to  cure 
such  an  offender  by  increasing  the  punish- 
ment. For  his  own  part,  he  deemed 
it  an  honour  to  have  a  seat  in  that  House; 


he  had  never  done  anything  to  interfere 
with  the  Business,  and  he  should  give 
his  aid  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  to  the  Speaker,  as  presiding  over 
that  Assembly,  in  maintaining  the  dig- 
nity and  facilitating  the  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
understand  how  any  men  could  deli- 
berately think  that  by  persistent  Ob- 
struction they  could  do  any  good  to 
themselves  or  to  any  cause  they  had  at 
heart.  It  had  been  said,  he  believed, 
that  the  House  would  in  time  bo  so  dis- 
gusted by  persistent  obstruction  that  it 
would  do  something  which  eertain  hon. 
Gentlemen  very  much  desired.  The 
thing  was  perfectly  absurd.  He  had 
seen  the  idea  stated  in  Irish  newspapers, 
and  had  treated  it  as  childish  nonsense. 
The  matter  was,  in  fact,  beyond  the  pale 
of  reasoning  altogether.  If  any  man 
was  so  absurd  in  his  ideas  of  public  life 
as  to  think  that,  a  year  or  two  in  that 
House  would  cure  him.  Another  view 
had  also  been  lately  taken.  It  had  been 
stated  that  after  the  next  General  Election 
the  Home  Rulers  would  come  into  the 
House  in  such  strength  of  numbers  that 
they  would  make  an  alliance  with  the 
Liberal  Party  and  force  them  to  carry 
out  their  views.  That  had  boon  stated, 
ho  thought,  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House ;  it  had  certainly  been  stated  in 
newspapers  which  were  tho  organs  of 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  Nothing 
could  be  more  absurd  and  childish.  If 
such  a  course  were  possible  nothing 
could  bo  more  discreditable  and  dis- 
honourable to  the  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  But  there  was  nothing  in  the 
history  of  the  Party  to  justify  the  insult- 
ing aspersion  that,  for  the  sake  of  the 
paltry  pay  and  tho  honour  of  sitting  for 
a  few  years  on  tho  Treasury  Bench,  its 
holders  would  deliberately  give  up  their 
principles,  and  carry  out  a  policy  which 
they  disapproved.  If  that  was  the  hope 
of  the  Homo  Kulers  they  would  bo  miser- 
ably disappointed.  Ho  believed  that 
there  were  two  ways  by  which  a  nation 
might  gain  its  ends — ono  was  by  figlit- 
ing,  if  it  were  able  to  fight ;  the  other 
was  by  constitutional,  rational,  intelli- 
gent agitation.  Tho  only  hope  the  Home 
Kulors  had  of  gaining  their  ends  was  by 
bringing  the  public  opinicm  of  this  coun- 
try into  the  groove  in  which  they  wished 
it  to  run.  He  trusted  the  objects  sought 
for  would  be  so  presented  that  the  Eng- 
lish people  would  come  to  see  their  fair- 

ISeeond  Night.'\ 
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ness  and  their  justice.  He  would  not  sit 
there  a  moment  if  he  did  not  think  that 
in  course  of  time  the  Home  Bule  Party 
could  accomplish  their  ends.  Those 
ends,  ho  believed,  were  fairly  within  the 
possibilities  of  constitutional  political 
action,  and  entirely  within  the  bounds  of 
political  agitation .  He  had  the  fullest  and 
most  complete  faith  in  the  ultimate  de- 
cision of  the  English  people,  although 
they  sometimes  had  fits  of  insanity,  as  all 
strong  people  and  animals  did  when  they 
got  too  fat.  But  they  came  to  their 
senses  at  last,  and  no  people  in  the  world 
were  more  capable  of  judging  fairly  and 
acting  rightly.  It  was  only  by  consti- 
tutional action  and  by  bringing  public 
opinion  round  to  their  views  that  he 
would  for  a  moment  think  of  seeking 
the  ends  which  the  Home  Bule  Party 
had  at  heart.  Here  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  making  one  or  two  sug- 
gestions. One  was  that  the  Government 
should  endeavour  to  introduce  measures 
suitable  to  the  different  sections  of  the 
Empire.  Ireland  was  far  behind  Eng- 
land in  social  and  political  advancement. 
Legislation  was  required  in  reference  to 
a  number  of  questions  which  it  would  be 
absurd  to  legislate  about  in  England. 
The  English  people  were  in  an  indepen- 
dent position,  and  they  could  not  at  all 
understand  the  position  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  or  those  who  pleaded  for  them. 
He  would  entreat  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
look  carefully  at  those  great  questions 
which  were  the  foundation  of  national 
prosperity.  Self-dependence  in  England 
had  made  everything.  Let  it  be  fostered 
and  cherished  in  Ireland,  and  let  the 
people  be  helped  to  obtain  the  same  re- 
sults. Were  tne  Government  doing  this  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  Were  they  endea- 
vouring to  foster  a  good  spirit  between 
the  two  peoples  ?  He  would  only  refer 
to  a  speech  recently  delivered  in  the 
North  oy  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
was  a  Member  of  the  present  Gt)vern- 
ment,  and  who  said  bands  of  marauders 
went  about  at  night  in  Ireland  inflicting 
all  kinds  of  injuries  on  unofifending  men. 
Was  that  true?  Was  there  any  such 
thing  in  Munster,  Ulster,  or  Leinster? 
There  might  have  been  a  few  oases  in 
Connaught ;  but  it  was  wrong  to  compare 
the  Ireland  of  to-day  in  that  respect  with 
the  Ireland  of  40  or  50  years  ago ;  and 
it  was  most  extraordinary  that  a  Gentle- 
man occupying  such  a  position,  taking 
the  money  of  the  State  to  do  the  work  <u 

Mr.  Shaw 


the  State,  should  have  made  a  speech  to 
leave  on  the  minds  of  his  hearers  an  im- 
pression that  that  was  the  condition  of 
the  whole  country.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  ask  how  people  could 
wonder  at  the  gentlemen  of  Ireland 
being  absentees,  when,  if  they  went  to 
their  estates,  the  first  tiling  thev  received 
was  a  missive  with  a  drawing  ox  a  death's 
head  and  cross  bones. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  rose  to  a  point  of 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  with  reference  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land were  pertinent  to  the  question  of 
the  re-organization  of  the  discipline  of 
the  House,  which  was  now  before  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  is  making  some  general  obser- 
vations with  reg^ard  to  the  development 
of  Ireland.  I  did  not  interpose ;  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  those  observations 
do  not  appear  to  me  to  be  closely  rele- 
vant to  the  Question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  would  not  per- 
severe in  that  line  of  remark.  They 
were  now  considering  the  Business  of  the 
House,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
very  wise  thing  for  the  House  to  regard 
the  question  in  rather  a  broader  view 
than  that  of  making  a  change  in  the 
powers  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
presided  over  their  deliberations.  Would 
it  not  be  worth  while  for  the  Gk>Yem- 
ment  and  the  Leaders  of  the  House  to 
link  themselves  together  in  order  to  place 
on  a  solid  foundation  the  Business  for 
consideration?  Did  anvone  imagine 
that  the  House  could  do  the  boaineas  of 
the  three  countries  ?  Was  it  not  the 
pressure  of  Business  that  caused  the  un- 
pleasantness there  had  been  on  both 
sides  of  the  House?  Such  a  mass  of 
Business,  extending  over  the  whole  Em- 
pire, was  brought  forward  that  it  was 
physically  impossible  to  get  through  it. 
Would  it  not  oe  wiser,  instead  of  trying 
to  suppress  and  repress,  to  endeavour  to 
lay  down  some  new  lines  for  the  conduct 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  ?  He  was 
entirelv  in  favour  of  the  suggestion  that 
they  should  have  Grand  Committees  of 
the  House ;  and  if  some  Bills  affecting 
Ireland,  such  as  had,  even  that  Seeaion, 
occupied  night  after  night,  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  a  properGrandOommittee,  thsty 
would  have  occupied  hardly  aaj  of  the 
time  of  the  Housci  and  would  have  been 
passed  in  a  much   mote  huiinnai  likn 
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form  than  they  had  been.  Business  and 
common  sense  would  then  have  found 
their  proper  place,  and  everything  like 
nonsense  would  have  disappeared.  Busi- 
ness would  then  come  down  to  the  House 
in  a  shape  capable  of  being  discussed. 
He  hoped  Qovemment  would  look  at 
this  fully,  and  endeavour  to  make  some 
arrangements  for  facilitating  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  The  question  was, 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  Resolution  ? 
He  did  not  want  to  occupy  time  in  going 
over  the  debate;  but  it  had  been  said  it 
had  been  of  an  electioneering  character. 
He  was  rather  afraid  it  was.  He  was 
not  disposed  to  put  the  worst  construc- 
tion on  human  nature ;  but,  looking  at 
the  whole  case,  it  must  be  acknowledged 
to  have  something  of  an  electioneering 
character.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
said  that  the  Government  were  coerced 
by  public  opinion  on  this  subject.  He 
did  not  believe  there  was  any  great  mass 
of  public  opinion  on  it.  The  newspapers, 
it  was  true,  were  writing  in  a  very  un- 
fortunate style  on  this  subject.  But  how 
was  that  public  opinion  originated  ?  The 
first  note  of  it  was  struck  by  the  Prime 
Minister  when  he  made  the  extraordi- 
naty  declaration  that  those  who  were  in 
iavoor  of  Home  Eule  were  traitors  to 
their  country  and  their  Sovereign.  Of 
coarse,  it  was  the  merest  piece  of  bun- 
combe done  in  the  highest  style  of  art. 
There  was  nothing  he  more  regretted 
himself  than  not  having  heard  it,  because 
he  remembered  many  of  those  things, 
and  he  remembered  the  style  in 
which  they  were  done  at  the  Table  in 
front  of  the  Speaker.  That  was  followed 
by  a  lot  of  writing  in  the  newspapers  in 
Iiondon ;  but  there  was  no  public  opinion 
in  England  generally  against  Home  llulo. 
There  was  a  public  opinion  in  England 
just  as  much  as  in  Ireland  against  per- 
sistent and  senseless  obstruction ;  but 
there  was  no  public  opinion  against 
Home  Bule  within  the  lines  of  the  Con- 
stitution. The  hon.  and  learned  Mcmu- 
berfor  Louth,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  went  back  a  few 
years  for  the  origin  of  this  obstruction, 
and  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  would  follow  their 
example.  One  of  the  most  extraordinary 
pieces  of  obstruction,  and  conducted  in  a 
most  scientific  manner,  was  recorded  in 
the  Lt/e  of  Lord  George  lientincky 
and  it  wes  performed  in  the  House  of 


Commons  in  1846  or  1847.  The  Lrish 
Coercion  Bill  was  run  against  the  Corn 
Laws.  It  was  done  in  the  most  scientific 
way  possible ;  but  then  it  was  done  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Prime  Minister,  so 
it  could  not  have  any  harm  it.  But,  in 
fact,  there  was  hardly  a  period  in  which 
obstruction  had  not  been  the  imperative 
duty  of  the  minority  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  As  for  the  writings  in  the 
newspapers,  and  this  attempt  to  get  up  a 
spirit  of  hatred  between  England  and 
Ireland,  it  was  one  of  the  things  above 
all  others  to  be  reprobated.  It  was  one 
that  might  lead  to  results  that  no  man 
in  his  senses  could  look  forward  to  with- 
out fear  and  trembling.  Was  it  nothing 
that  two  peoples  who  must  live  side  by 
side  and  with  sympathies  in  common 
should  have  good  feelings  towards  each 
other  ?  Was  it  nothing  that  for  mere 
political  purposes,  for  certain  temporary 
objects,  there  should  be  an  attempt  to 
create  a  feeling  against  a  certain  class, 
and  that  the  worst  passions  of  Party 
should  be  fanned  into  a  flame  ?  It  was 
one  of  the  most  deplorable  things  that 
could  occur.  They  might  talk  about 
agitations  in  Ireland  in  which  England 
was  denounced ;  he  acknowledged  that 
there  was  something  of  the  sort.  He 
deplored  it ;  but  was  that  a  reason  why 
men  in  high  position  in  England  should 
indulge  in  that  kind  of  speaking  and 
writing  to  which  he  had  referred  ?  He 
trusted  that  when  this  Hesolution  was 
passed  the  thing  might  come  to  an  end. 
But  was  it  the  intention  to  prevent  the 
full  and  free  discussion  of  any  measure 
that  mi<^ht  be  brought  forward  ?  The 
professed  intention  was,  of  course,  to 
put  down  deliberate  and  senseless  ob- 
struction, lie  was  surprised  to  read  a 
published  statement  by  a  noble  Lord  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  that  obstruction  was 
almost  an  hourly  occurrence.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the  con- 
trary, had  said  that  there  was  nothing 
of  tho  kind  this  Session.  At  any  rate, 
ho  hoped  there  would  be  no  attempt  to 
prevent  Members  from  discussing  any 
Bill  they  objected  to.  Such  a  course, 
he  believed,  would  bring  disaster  to  the 
Empire.  If  they — the  Irish  Members— 
found  that  tliey  could  not  get  fair  play, 
that  thoy  were  voted  down,  and  crushed 
down,  their  duty  would  be  plain.  It 
would  be,  as  a  body  to  leave  the  House ; 
and  he,  for  one,  would  not  hesitate  for  a 
moment  to  take  the  responsibility  of  ad- 
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vising  that  course.  They  would  leave 
this  House,  and  say  to  their  constituents 
that  they  could  get  no  justice  here,  no 
consideration,  nothing  but  force;  that 
they  might  do  some  good  at  home,  but 
none  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  better  feelings  and  princi- 
ples would  gain  the  mastery,  and  he  was 
sure  that  those  who  were  responsible  for 
the  conduct  of  Public  Business  would 
not  attempt  to  repress  an  honest  and  free 
discussion.  Men  of  little  sense  and  nar- 
row minds  might  try  to  draw  the  Loaders 
to  a  different  course  of  action ;  but  he 
was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  led  that  House  would  always  beat 
down  such  interference,  and  that  in  the 
future,  as  to  a  great  extent  in  the  past, 
they  would  have  the  fullest  liberty  to  ex- 
press their  opinions. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
but  think  that  Members  of  this  House 
in  general  must  have  listened  to  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  down,  although  he  may  have  de- 
parted in  some  degree  from  the  literal 
and  technical  forms  of  discussion,  with 
strong  emotions  of  sympathy  and  re- 
spect. I,  of  course,  am  not  of  the  opi- 
nion professed  by  my  hon.  Friend  upon 
the  important  question  to  which  he  re- 
fers ;  but  I  must  say  that  the  spirit  of 
thorough  manliness  in  which  he  ap- 
proaches this  question,  and  which  he 
unites  with  a  spirit  of  thorough  kindli- 
ness to  us,  and  with  an  evident  dispo- 
sition to  respect  both  the  functions  of 
this  House  and  the  spirit  of  the  English 
Constitution,  does  give  hope  that  if  the 
relations  between  England  and  Ireland 
are  to  become  thoroughly  satisfactory 
the  most  important  contribution  to  that 
essential  end  will  have  been  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend  and  those  who  speak 
like  him.  I  do  not  think  it  right  to  al- 
low this  subject  to  pass  with  only  a  silent 
vote  on  my  part ;  because,  although  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  make  any  im- 
portant contribution  to  the  materials  of 
judgment  possessed  by  the  House,  yet, 
considering  the  novelty  of  the  subject — 
the  strangeness  of  the  subject,  com- 
bined with  its  importance — it  is,  per- 
haps, right  that  one  who  has  passed,  I 
think,  more  hours  within  the  walls  of 
this  House  than  anyone  who  now  sits 
within  it,  should  not  evade  the  respon- 
sibility of  taking  his  part  either  in  ap- 
probation or  in  objection  to  the  course 
adopted  by  the  Government.     In  the 
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first  place,  I  thoroughly  oonciir  with  my 
noble  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion as  to  the  deference  due  to  the  Gt)- 
vemment  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  not 
only  because  of  their  general  responsi- 
bility— exceeding  that  of  all  others — for 
the  good  conduct  of  the  Business  of  the 
House,  but  likewise  because  they  have, 
after  all,  a  more  thorough  and  con- 
tinuous knowledge  of  what  has  taken 
place,  and  of  the  amount  of  necessity 
for  action  that  can  possibly  belong  to 
any  of  us  who  are  private  and  inde- 
pendent Members.  I  myself  am  bound 
to  say  that,  not  being  as  good  an  at- 
tendant of  this  House  as  I  have  been  in 
earlier  years,  I  have,  perhaps,  less  origi- 
nal knowledge  of  the  necessity  of  the 
proposal  than  a  great  many  of  those 
who  are  at  this  moment  listening  to  me. 
But  I  am  not  wanting  in  disposition  to 
refer  to  those  who  have  greater  oppor- 
tunities of  knowledge;  and  it  appears 
to  me  the  presumption  is  that  a  case 
has  arisen  in  which  it  is  desirable  for 
this  House  to  take  some  measure  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  the  proposal  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I 
must  further  say  that  if  deference  is 
due  to  the  Government  officially  in  re- 
gard to  the  proposal  that  they  now 
make,  I  think  their  claim  is  very  much 
strengthened  by  the  tone  and  spirit  of 
the  speeches  that  have  been  maae  from 
the  Ministerial  Bench.  I  heard  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  speech  of  the  Postmaster 
General  last  night ;  and  if,  as  has  been 
said  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last, 
there  has  been  anything  in  the  mind  of 
anyone  of  an  electioneering  spirit  in  con- 
nection with  the  production  of  these 
Besolutions,  it  must  be,  I  think,  in  can- 
dour admitted  that  there  was  not  the 
slightest  trace  of  that  spirit  in  either  of 
those  speeches.  And  I  go  f^her,  and 
say  this — that  it  is  quite  evident,  if  the 
Government  had  chosen  to  make  a  pro- 
position of  a  more  stringent  character, 
they  would,  though,  perhape,  at  a  greater 
expenditure  of  time,  have  been  able 
probably  to  carry  it  through  the  House. 
I  think  the  Postmaster  General  laid 
down  a  just  and  true  principle,  when 
he  indicated  that  it  was  not  the  datj  of 
the  Government  in  a  matter  of  this  kind 
to  excite  feeling,  but  rather  to  twnper 
and  restrain  it ;  and  that,  on  the  whole, 
the  safe  course  for  them  to  take  is,  if 
there   must  ]i>e   error,  to  ecr  on  tlM 
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aide  of  leniency  rather  than  on  the  op- 
posite side.  In  truth,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  great  importaoce  of  a  Hesolution 
of  this  kind,  after  all,  does  not,  perhaps, 
lie  exclusively  or  mainly  in  the  particu- 
lar condition  it  emhodies  ;  but  it  lies  in 
this — that  it  is  a  strong  indication  of  the 
sense  and  determination  of  the  House 
to  perform  its  duty  and  maintain  its 
dignity ;  and  it  is  a  pledge  given  by  the 
House  to  the  country  that  whatever 
measure  it  may  find  in  the  course  of  its 
experience  to  be  necessary  for  those 
ends  it  will  fearlessly  adopt.  With  re- 
gard to  the  particulars  of  these  Resolu- 
tions, I,  following  my  noble  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  will  say  at 
least  as  much  as  he  said.  I  have  no 
intention  of  making  any  proposal  in  op- 
position to  what  may  be  the  ultimate 
and  well-considered  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  first  point  on  which  I 
will  say  one  word  is  a  point  that  I  have 
not  yet  heard  introduced  by  either  of 
those  Cabinet  Ministers  who  have  ad- 
dressed the  House.  It  is  sufficiently 
exhibited  by  the  two  words  **or  other- 
wise" in  the  fifth  line  of  the  Resolu- 
tion ;  and  I  must  seek  for  an  explana- 
tion of  those  words,  or  of  the  necessity 
for  any  words  of  that  description.  As 
far  as  I  understand  the  matter,  we  are 
not  here  engaged  in  discussing  the 
ll^Deral  weakness  or  insufficiency  of  the 
Boles  of  the  House  ;  but  we  are  discuss- 
ing a  particular  evil  which  it  is  thought 
necessary  to  meet  by  some  special  mea- 
sare.  That  evil  has  been  carefully  de- 
fined in  the  Eesolution  by  the  words 
"persistently  and  wilfully  obstructing 
the  Business  of  the  House ; ''  but  the 
Hesolution  goes  beyond  the  persistent 
and  wilful  obstruction  of  the  Business, 
and  states  that,  apart  from  any  such 
thing  as  persistent  and  wilful  obstruction 
of  the  House,  if  there  shall  have  been  by 
any  Member  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  then  the  penalties  contemplated 
by  the  Resolution  shall  come  into  force.  I 
own,  at  the  present  time,  in  the  absence  of 
explanations  on  this  subject,  that  evi- 
dently the  dictate  of  prudence  and  common 
sense  is,  while  adopting  means  sufficient 
for  our  needs,  to  confine  ourselves  strictly 
to  business  connected  with  the  end  we 
have  in  view,  and  not  to  attempt  to  con- 
•titate  a  new  Order,  and  still  less  to  call 
into  existence  an  Order  giving  a  new  and 
undefined  power  for  classes  of  offences 
upon  which  we  have  not  said  a  word, 


and  for  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  there 
is  not  the  smallest  reason  to  believe  that 
they  have  existed,  or,  at  all  events,  that 
they  have  existed  in  any  degree  greater 
than  has  been  borne  in  other  times  or  in 
our  own  time  with  any  intolerable  incon- 
venience. I  hope  that  that  observation 
will  be  felt  not  in  any  manner  to  touch 
the  vital  portion  of  this  measure  and  the 
object  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  in  view,  and  I  nave  no  doubt  that 
it  will  receive  your  careful  consideration. 
Next  to  that  I  come  to  the  term  that 
**  such  Member  shall  be  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House,*'  and  I  do  hope 
that  there  will  be  such  thought  given  to 
the  question  whether  it  is  worth  the 
while  of  the  House  to  extend  the  penalty 
to  the  voting  of  the  inculpated  Member. 
I  do  not  now  speak  in  the  slightest 
degree  in  the  interest  of  the  Member 
who  has  offended.  If  it  is  a  question 
of  the  amount  of  his  offence,  and  the 
insufficiency  of  the  punishment  inflicted, 
I  would  give  him  a  larger  punishment 
if  necessary — but  I  am  reluctant  to 
punish  constituencies.  Now,  there  are 
many  cases  in  the  House  in  which  this, 
obstruction  might  occur  in  which  the 
constituents  might  have  a  very  strong 
and  special  interest,  and  where  they 
might  suffer  seriously  and  severely  from 
the  disqualification  of  their  Member 
from  voting.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
obvious  that  the  voting  of  a  Member 
does  not  obstruct  the  House.  It  does 
not  delay  its  proceedings.  I  speak  in 
ignorance  of  the  considerations  which 
may  have  governed  the  Administration 
in  making  this  proposal ;  but  I  am  at 
present  so  strongly  under  the  distinct 
impression  that  the  disability  of  voting 
is  in  so  large  a  degree  a  punishment 
inflicted  upon  the  constituency  for  the 
offence  of  the  Member,  that  constituency 
not  being  in  the  view  of  the  House 
guilty  in  any  degree  of  sharing  the 
offence  of  the  Member  or  responsible  for 
it,  that  I  hope  the  subject  may  receive  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  Government. 
I  presume  that,  as  the  words  now  stand, 
the  words  *  *  suspended  from  the  service 
of  the  House  "  include  what  I  may  call 
corporal  expulsion  from  the  walls  of  the 
House,  because  the  Member  who  is  pre- 
sent, even  without  speaking,  yet  votes 
upon  all  those  questions  which  are 
carried  without  a  division.  I  conclude 
there  is  no  doubt  of  the  meaning  of  those 
words;  but  I  may  say  that  it  is  very  desir- 
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able  that  any  words  which  may  be  used 
should  be  perfectly  clear  and  unam- 
biguous, and  that  if  is  the  intention  of  the 
House  to  have  this  corporal  expulsion 
it  should  be  plainly  and  distinctly  ex- 
pressed in  the  Besolution.  Then  we  come 
to  the  very  serious  and  very  difEcult 
question  with  regard  to  supporting,  or 
appearing  to  support,  the  j  udgment  of  the 
Speaker  by  the  votes  of  the  House.  I 
own  that  I  share  the  opinion  that  has  been 
given  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  and  especially,  I 
may  say,  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down,  that  the  judgment  should 
proceed  from  the  Chairman,  and  that 
both  the  House  and  the  Speaker  would 
be  placed  in  something  of  a  false  position 
by  the  preference  of  the  House  itself.  In 
such  an  event  there  might  be  some  risk 
of  a  trial  of  the  Speaker.  But  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  was  the 
first  person  who  has  unfolded  a  little  the 
difficult  question  which  I  dare  say  Her 
Majesty's  Government  felt  in  regard  to 
the  Chairman  of  Committees.  But  it 
is  not  only  the  official  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees that  we  have  also  to  consider ; 
we  have  also  to  keep  in  view  the  casual 
and  temporary  Chairman  of  Committees. 
It  is  possible  that  this  consideration  and 
the  necessity  of  some  confirmatory  vote 
may  have  an  influence  in  determining 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  course 
they  may  take  ;  and  I  thoroughly  ag^e 
with  my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last  that 
there  is  a  much  greater  difficulty  in  that 
portion  of  the  case  than  in  the  portion 
of  the  case  which  concerns  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair,  and  all  I  can  say  is  that 
whatever  may  be  the  Besolution  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  upon  the  subject 
I  shall  not  venture  to  dissent  from  it  by 
an  adverse  vote.  There  is  one  more 
question  on  which  I  think  I  may  say  a 
word,  although  I  believe  it  is  in  the  2nd 
Besolution  before  the  House.  I  do  not 
see  the  advantage  of  constituting  this 
new  scheme  at  once  a  Standing  Order. 
I  do  not  see  what  is  gained  for  it  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Government. 
The  whole  thing  is  necessarily  exi>eri- 
mental.  That  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
Government ;  but  it  is  extremelv  difficult 
to  tell  beforehand — I  am  sure  those  who 
have  considered  the  matter  most  will 
feel  the  truth  of  what  I  say — ^what  will 
be  the  precise  effect  and  operation  of  the 
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different  parts  of  the  Besolution,  if, 
which  we  all  deprecate,  it  should  become 
a  practical  measure.  Why  deprive  your- 
selves of  the  benefit  of  experiment? 
Tou  want  to  make  a  provision  for  the 
present  Parliament ;  why  are  we  to  at- 
tempt, considering  the  extreme  limita- 
tion of  our  own  knowledge  of  the  matter, 
and  the  great  difficulty  of  forming  con- 
fident forecasts  in  a  matter  so  entirely 
new — why  are  we  to  deal  with  it  conclu- 
sively ?  Why  not  leave  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, which  will  have  to  consider  the 
subject,  perfectly  free  and  open  for  its 
consideration  ?  I  am  entirelv  ignorant 
what  advantage  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  obtain  from  mak- 
ing this  a  Standing  Order.  Further 
consideration  of  the  matter  must  be,  and 
I  ask  that  the  further  consideration 
should  be,  as  free  and  unprejudiced  as 
possible.  I  will  not  push  further  any 
of  these  remarks.  I  must  give  in  my 
concurrence  to  what  was  said  both  by 
my  noble  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  by  my  hon.  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  as  to  the  comparatiYely 
limited  nature  of  the  proposals  we  have 
before  us,  and,  in  fact,  of  the  subject  to 
which  they  relate.  The  disposition  to 
obstruct  wherever  it  exists — and  do  not 
let  us  conceal  for  ourselves  that  in  its 
minor  and  more  innocent  forms  of  de- 
velopment it  exists — ^veiy  recently  and 
very  widely  for  temporary  and  special 
purposes  perhaps  ;  but  the  disposition  to 
obstruct  is  mainly  fostered  by  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  position  in  which  the  House 
finds  itself  in  consequence  of  the  enor- 
mous mass  of  Business  it  has  to  Ao. 
Here  lies,  Sir,  the  root  of  Uie  matter. 
I  was  reading  only  to-day  in  a  news- 
paper an  account  criven  by  the  a^ent  of 
that  newspaper  of  an  interview  which 
he  had  been  fortunate  enough  to  obtain 
with  Prince  Bismarck,  and,  after  having 
endeavoured  to  extract  from  the  deep 
mind  of  the  Prince  all  that  he  could 
with  regard  to  foreign  and  Continental 
politics,  the  journalist  proceeded  to  feel 
his  pulse  on  the  subject  of  "RngV^h 
politics.  The  principal  thing  he  was 
able  to  get  out  of  Prince  Bismaick — a 
man  of  few  words,  and  aJl  those  wcxrds 
pithy  and  stronfl^was  contained  in 
these  few  terms  '*  The  TgngliA  have  too 
many  irons  in  the  fire."  ^ow,  it  is  the 
number  of  irons  in  the  fire— it  is  the 
enormous  mass  of  Business  attaobed  to 
the  House  as  it  now  eadsts  in  its  jrestnt 
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funotionB — under  the  most  favourable 
droamstances  a  mass  of  Business  beyond 
the  power  of  any  Assembly  to  transact — 
that  g^ves  facility  and  temptation  to 
obstruction,  and  that  it  is  which  calls 
for  some  effectiye  measure  if  this  is 
possible.  Beference  has  been  made  to 
the  practice  abroad  of  what  is  termed  the 
eldture ;  but  let  us  observe  and  bear  in 
mind  that,  whatever  the  cldture  may  be 
as  a  means  of  saving  the  time  of  a 
deliberative  Assembly,  it  is,  I  think — 
and  so  I  presume  Her  Majesty's  Gro- 
▼emment  have  thought — inapplicable  to 
the  present  discussion,  because,  as  a  penal 
measure,  it  would  surely  be  altogether 
inappropriate.  The  cldture  is  not  the 
stoppage  of  a  particular  Member  who  is 
supposed  to  have  offended,  it  is  the 
stoppage  of  the  debate ;  and,  therefore, 
to  bring  in  the  eldture  for  the  purposes 
which  this  Besolution  contemplates 
would  be  simply  to  enact  that  the 
House  would  punish  itself,  and  the  great 
interests  with  which  it  is  charged,  in 
consequence  of  the  offence  of  a  particular 
Member.  I  do  not  know  whose  bappy 
lot  it  may  be  to  see  the  day  when  there 
may  be  wisely  devised  and  successfully 
carried  through  this  House  an  important 
and  effectual  measure  for  the  devolution 
of  such  portions  of  its  powers  as  can  be 
safely  devolved,  with  a  view  to  lighten- 
ing the  duties  of  the  House.  It  is  quite 
impossible  that  the  House  can  discharge 
its  duties  effectually  until  some  such 
measures  can  be  devised  and  shall 
be  carried  out.  Do  not  let  it  be 
supposed  that  if  there  be  those 
who  complain  of  the  idleness  of  the 
House  in  general,  or  of  this  particular 
Parliament,  that  I  am  disposed  to  join 
in  that  complaint.  Certainly,  Sir,  with 
respect  to  the  present  Parliament,  it  has 
been  my  misfortune  to  differ  very  largely 
and  widely,  indeed,  from  its  proceedings; 
bat  this  testimony  I  most  readily  bear — 
that  I  do  not  believe  there  has  ever  boon 
a  Parliament  and  an  Administration 
more  diligent  in  the  discharge  of  its 
duties.  It  is,  therefore,  not  from  want 
of  diligence  that  the  difficulty  has  arisen. 
The  main  causes  lie  in  the  enormous 
functions  that  have  really  gone  boyond 
what  the  human  mind  and  strength,  and 
the  time  allotted  to  us,  can  possibly  dis- 
charge. I  am  very  glad  that  my  noble 
Friend  Tthe  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
and  my  non.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw)  have, 
bj  a  few  words,  directed  the  attention 


of  the  House  and  the  country  to  this 
subject.  I  am  afraid  there  is  out-of- 
doors,  and  in  some  portions  of  the  Press 
— and  I  may  almost  say  it  has  been  visible 
in  certain  speeches  delivered  elsewhere — 
a  disposition  to  magnify  enormously,  to 
exaggerate  the  question  that  we  are  now 
in  immediate  course  of  dealing  with, 
and  to  propogate  an  idea  that,  provided 
we  can  only  pass  a  good  Hesolution 
upon  this  subject,  the  difference  will 
disappear,  that  everybody  will  be  able 
to  make  his  Motions  and  carry  his  Bills, 
and  that  nobody  will  be  able  to  say  at 
the  end  of  the  Session  that  there  is  an 
arrear  of  Business.  That  is  a  gross  de- 
lusion, and  it  is  impossible  to  be  too 
earnest  in  our  endeavour  to  dissipate 
this  idea.  The  causes  really  lie  else- 
where, far  deeper  than  the  mischiefs 
with  which  we  are  now  endeavouring  to 
deal.  But  it  does  not  follow  that  it  is 
not  most  reasonable  to  deal  with  those 
systematic  mischiefs ;  and  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  acknowledge  the  fair  and  con- 
siderate spirit  in  which  they  have  thus 
far  been  dealt  with  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mr.  MOWBEAY  said,  that  if  any- 
thing could  prove  that  the  Hesolutions 
before  the  House  were  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  necessity,  such  proof  would  be 
afforded  by  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich and  that  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  First,  refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  the  proposal  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  the  decision  should 
rest  with  the  House,  and  not  with  the 
Speaker.  He  was  more  inclined  to  agree 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  that  the 
suspension  of  a  Member  should  take 
place  in  consequence  of  a  Standing 
Onler  of  the  House  rather  than  be 
brought  about  by  the  vote  of  that  House. 
He  thought  that  the  Speaker  was  the 
best  person  to  judge  of  the  conduct  of 
any  Sleniber.  There  was  this  danger — 
that  if  the  Speaker  appealed  to  a  thin 
House  and  a  division  took  place  in 
which  a  largo  number  of  the  Friends  of 
the  inculpated  Member  came  flowing 
into  the  House,  the  result  would  not  bo 
satisfactory.  As  to  the  punishment  to 
be  iutiicted,  he  thought  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ratlier  erred  on  the 
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side  of  leniency,  though  doubtless  it  was 
wiser  to  propose  the  matter  in  this  shape, 
leaving  its  complete  form  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  discussion.  It  would  be 
well  to  define  what  was  meant  by  a 
Sitting,  because  they  had  had  very  pro- 
tracted Sittings,  especially  in  July,  1877. 
This  Parliament  having  had  more  than 
three  years'  experience  of  obstruction,  it 
was  necessary  to  pass  these  Besolutions. 
There  was  no  desire  whatever  to  interfere 
with  the  legitimate  freedom  of  debate, 
or  with  the  privileges  of  hon.  Members. 
The  only  object  was  to  prevent  obstruc- 
tion. Let  them  hand  down  to  the  next 
Parliament  a  Standing  Order  for  this 
purpose.  It  was  the  only  way  to  deal 
effectually  with  this  gigantic  and  grow- 
ing evil.  The  whole  question  had  been 
brought  up  on  former  occasions  and  had 
been  re- opened.  They  had  carefully 
considered  every  suggestion  which  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  in  1878. 
Having  all  these  before  them,  they  were 
in  a  position  to  make  the  Hesolution  a 
Standing  Order  of  the  House  and  hand 
it  on  to  the  next  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  speak  at  length,  but  thought 
it  desirable  he  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing,  in  a  few  words, 
his  intention  of  supporting  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  steps  they  had  taken  to 
meet  what  might,  under  some  circum- 
stances, be  a  great  evil  in  the  conduct 
of  Business.  Technically,  the  House 
was  discussing  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Samp- 
son Lloyd);  but  as  it  was  understood 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  ready  to 
withdraw  it,  it  was  not  necessary  to  refer 
to  it.  The  Government,  in  taking  the 
initiative  in  regard  to  this  important 
change  in  the  Business  of  the  House, 
had  relieved  the  other  side  of  the  House 
of  much  responsibility.  He  had  always 
felt  that  any  hon.  Member  putting  for- 
ward a  proposition  such  as  that  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  put  upon 
the  Paper  was  assuming  a  responsi- 
bility that  really  belonged  to  Govern- 
ment ;  and  though  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  full  credit  for  his  motives, 
it  must  be  really  a  gratification  to  him 
to  find  the  Government  take  upon  them- 
selves the  responsibility  of  carrying  it 
through.  In  passing,  he  must  say  that 
in  the  preparatory  steps  the  Govern- 
ment   were    unfortunate    in  departing 
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from  the  usual  precedent  in  not  consalt- 
ing  with  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition 
upon  the  terms  of  the  Besolution  the 
Government  intended  to  lay  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
an  excuse  that  his  departure  from  the 
ordinary  course  was  because  they  had 
adopted  the  recommendation  of  the 
Select  Committee;  but  it  was  not  the 
fact  that  the  Committee  recommended 
exactly  such  a  Besolution  as  now  ap- 
peared, and  he  (Mr.  Bylands)  thought 
it  would  have  been  wiser  if  they  had 
g^ven  the  noble  Lord  an  opportunity  of 
making  suggestions  before  placing  the 
proposal  before  the  House.  The  pro- 
posal, however,  was  laid  on  the  Table 
without  such  a  consultation;  and  the 
result  was  that  the  noble  Lordi  in  a 
speech  which  must  be  admired  for  its 
clearness  and  ability,  though  he  pointed 
out  parts  of  the  Besolution  where  he 
thought  alterations  might  advantage- 
ously be  made,  yet  he  said  he  left  the 
ultimate  form  of  the  Besolution  to  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government,  and 
would  not  move  Amendments.  He  (Mr. 
Bylands)  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  it  was  unfortunate  Govern- 
ment had  not  consulted  the  leading 
Members  of  the  Opposition  side  ;  but 
having  heard  the  suggestion  from  the 
Front  Bench,  he  hoped  Gk>vemment 
would  be  prepared  to  modify  their  pro- 
posals without  putting  the  House  to  a 
division.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  in  favour  of 
making  it  a  Sessional  and  not  a  Stand- 
ing Order,  he  should  decline  to  support 
any  Amendments  that  had  not  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Government.  Thev  had,  on 
their  responsibili^,  brought  tlus  Beso- 
lution before  the  House,  with  the  object 
of  dealing  with  what  they  believea  to 
be  a  growing  evil  in  the  conduct  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Commons ; 
and  he  was  bound  to  say,  although 
some  Amendment  might  be  made  with 
advantage,  yet  they  had  treated  the 
question  with  prudence  and  moderation. 
They  were  not  now  entering  upon  a 
crusade  against  legitimate  obstruction 
— on  both  sides  he  hoped  there  was  no 
wish  to  destroy  that,  because  it  was  one 
of  the  essential  matters  in  connection 
with  a  deliberative  Assembly  that  a 
minority  should  retain  the  power   of 
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cheokiog  the  action  of  the  majority. 
All  the  Eules  of  the  IIcmBe  of  Com- 
mon a  implied  the  cxietcnco  of  fhih 
lej^timate  obetTuction,  aod  oncourog^ed 
full  opportiinily  for  the  exprtiin  of  tho 
poirer  in  discussing  tho  Burcral  btng<?a 
of  Bills.  Tlie  Vutea  iu  Supply,  the 
lleport  of  Supply,  tlio  Appropriatioii 
Bill,  in  fact,  in  every  direction,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  on'angemtnts  of  tliv 
House  of  CoDituons  hud  hci-n  winely 
made  to  secure  the  minority  opportuni- 
ties liy  means  of  iibstructi<iu  of  rvtii stint; 
the  will  of  tho  mojoiity,  who  porhops 
by  hasly  logiulation  were  tuking  ii  t'ourso 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  \\l\n, 
but  for  that  chfck  of  the  uiinnrity, 
might  pass  measures  having  an  evil  uiid 
permanent  elTect.  Ito  would  not  be  a 
party  to  remove  that  iKiwer  bi'inuse  of 
the  obstruction  in  former  rarliiiuiinls. 
Bight  hon.  Gent li' nun  oppos-ite  ob- 
structed certain  mi'asurcs  tlicy  thought 
objectionable,  and  he  had  nut  a  woi'd  to 
say  against  their  eonduct.  Un  the  I.ibi- 
ral  side  there  had  been  oliKtrui'tiun  al^o 
to  Tueasurea  thought  obji'ttioniiblf,wKitlL 
es  hod  prevenlnl  the  pussncc 
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bonds  of  union  between  the  English  and 
Irish  people.  As  he  had  said,  it  was 
hin  intention  to  support  the  Government, 
and  he  was  anicioua  to  aay  that  becauae 
thero  had  bccu  a  persistent  attempt  by 
writers  iu  cei-tnin  uewepapers  to  fasten 
on  the  liberal  Party  a  deeire  to  thwart 
iho  Government  in  tho  passing  of  this 
Itesolution — it  had  been  suggeated  that 
tliG  minority  had  entered  into  some  kind 
of  league  with  a  certain  section  of  the 
IIousu  with  the  view  of  obstructing  the 
Government  measures;  that  was  alto- 
gether an  unjustiiioblo  imputation,  and 
when  it  was  repudiated  by  the  front 
lienth.  then  the  same  nowapapor  re- 
peated tho  charge  against  the  Eadical 
Members  in  tho  Uouao,  Now,  apeaking 
for  himself,  and  also  for  those  with  whom 
he  usually  acted,  he  could  aay  they  did 
not  wish  to  encourage  wilful  and  per- 
sintent  obstnietion  calculated  in  any  way 
to  impair  tho  fuuetiona  of  the  House  ; 
they  were  only  anxious  to  preserve  the 
rights  of  the  minority,  to  guard  the 
hherty  every  lion.  Member  enjoyed ;  and 
ho  believed  that,  without  those  riphts. 
the  IIouBO  of  Coinmone  would  fdl  in 


tiovenimcnt  had  been  nbK'  to  carry  tin 
measures  contrary  to  tho  jndf;iiieiit 
the  minority.  Itut,  on  the  wholf,  Irgi 
mate  obstruction  was  right  and  ust-li 
Ho  was  not  iher...  however,  I.,  jii-li 
what  could  be  calleil  illijriliiimte  u 
struction.  Ho  could  not  justify  a  poll 
of  exasperation.  He  tillojriihir  wi 
with  tho  sp..eeh  of  tlii-  IruM.'d  I.,a,; 
of  tho  Irish  I'urtv  Mr.  Sbinv}.  who  w 
no  friend  of  tiiin  pohey  i.f  ex.i-[.i  mlii 
and  ho  believed  tliat  niiinv  M.-mberi 
thu  Irifb  Tarty  f-ll  willi  lleir  l.eu. 
that  if  they  wanted  to  g<l  .iii.-.tii  -■  f.ir  1 
land  theyniuft  cnltiviite  tli"  ^-mil  li'''b 
of  tho  English  peojile—nol  liy^tliTiipti 
to  control  the  House  oi  {'miitiioiis  ; 
tbey  took  any  suih  cour.-e  it  must  <ii 
lead  to  extiting  tliee.iiiil.iilive  teeliii^' 
the  KngU.-h,  iind  tli-  re.-ull  '.I  iiuy  si, 
attdupt  would    at 
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public  estimation,  and  graduaUr  Jgge  & 
hirge  amount  of  puWic  support  The 
proposal  that  there  should  he  an  anneftl 
nmi  the  .Speaker  te  the  House,  wien 
he  ollence  contemplated  by  the  Hoaoiu- 
lion  shoul.l  have  been  committed  was 
m  b,s  opin.on  8  very  unferlrmate  one,' 

(ut  thccaae  was  rather  different  with 
the  atlion  of  the  Cisimum  7yv^y^ 
nn.l  Means,  where  it  migtit  be  desirable 
tos.^nre««ie,^p^.    HeSed 
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succeed  in  collecting  for  electioneering 
purposes  in  America  or  elsewhere.  He 
should  be  glad  to  be  set  right  if  he  were 
wrong,  but  he  understood  that  the  ori- 
ginal object  of  the  visit  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  to  America  was  to  collect 
money  for  the  promotion  of  that  political 
movement  with  which  he  was  connected ; 
and,  although  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was  the  nominal  Leader  of  theHomeEule 
Party  in  Parliament,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  really  had  the  control  of  that 
Party  in  Ireland.  Therefore,  if  a  penalty 
was  to  be  imposed  for  obstruction  at  all 
it  ought  to  be  severe.  It  would  be  un- 
fortunate, in  his  opinion,  to  make  any 
ch&mge  in  the  Bules  of  the  House  unless 
the  change  was  real  and  efficacious. 
That  the  Hesolution  ought  to  be  made  a 
Standing  Order,  however,  he  perfectly 
agreed,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  adhere  to  that  view. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  that 
if  there  was  any  Member  present  whose 
eyes  were  not  quick  enough,  and  whose 
ears  were  not  long  enough  to  detect  the 
presence  of  obstruction  in  the  House,  it 
would  bo  useless  to  waste  argument 
upon  him.  It  was  said  that  obstruc- 
tion was  an  evil  of  old  standing.  Well, 
that  was  no  doubt  so,  but  never  before 
the  existence  of  the  present  Parliament 
had  it  assumed  the  form  of  a  general 
tilt  at  all  legislation  whatsoever.  It 
had  usually  been  directed  against  one 
measure  only,  of  which  the  Obstructives 
disapproved.  In  the  present  House  of 
Commons,  however,  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  talking  machines,  who  went  on 
with  the  greatest  facility  from  hour  to 
hour,  stopping  every  kind  of  Business 
which  happened  to  be  on  the  Paper. 
The  result  was  that  the  House  had  al- 
most ceased  to  be  a  legislative  body, 
and  if  a  check  were  not  put  upon  them 
it  would  soon  cease  to  be  even  a  deli- 
berative body,  ilf  everyone  of  those 
Members  went  back  to  Ireland,  into  the 
far  West,  and  brought  back  with  him 
seven  other  spirits  more  wicked  than 
himself,  it  was  obvious  that  the  last 
state  of  that  Honse  would  be  worse  than 
the  first.  The  Resolutions  of  the  Go- 
vernment certainly  did  not  err  on  the 
side  of  severity.  He  rather  feared  that 
such  nets  would  prove  effective  only 
against  the  smaller  fry,  and  that  the 
big  fishes  would  break  through  them. 
It  would  be  a  repetition  of  the  old  story — 
"  Dat  veniam  corvia,  vexat  censura  columbu." 

Mr.  Plunhet 


The  Resolution,  as  it  stood,  seemed  to 
place  them  in  this  dilemma,  that  the 
House  must  either  vote  adversely  to  the 
Speaker,  or  else  it  might  happen  that 
an  offence  would  be  committea  in  the 
presence  of  a  dozen  Members,  and  the 
penalty  might  be  inflicted  by  two    or 
three  hundred.     Of  course,  if  the  Rule 
worked  badly,  no  one  would  wish  that  it 
should    be    a    Standing    Order.       But 
these  were    matters    of    detail.       The 
Leader  of  the  House,  backed  by  the 
opinion  of  a  Select  Committee,  and  re- 
cognizing the  responsibility  of  his  posi- 
tion,  said — ''This  is  what  I  want;    I 
cannot  get  on  without  it ; "  and  that 
being  so,  it  became  the  duty  of  every 
Member  to  g^ve  the  Resolution  a  cordial 
and  a  loyal  support.    It  was  intelligible 
compared  with  the  series  of  proposi- 
tions put  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
than  which  nothing  more  involved  had 
been  committed  to  paper  since  the  days 
of   Thucydides.     Sooner   or    later  the 
House  would  have  to  re-consider  the 
Rules  of  its  debates.    The  Honse  had 
outgrown  them ;  they  were  made  for  a 
different  state  of  thines,  and  also  for  a 
different  class  of  Members.   The  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  not  quite  fairly 
dealt  witn  in  regard  to  what  he  said 
about  the  cUture,    It  was  an  un-English 
word  ;  but  if  we  called  the  thing  "  shut 
up,"   or  something  of   that  kind,   we 
should  take  to  it  better;  and  sooner  or 
later  we  must  come  to  something  of  that 
kind.     Half-a-dozen   times    a    Session 
Bills  were  fully  debated  on  the  second 
reading,  and  again  the  same  questions 
of  principle  were  raised  on  the  Motion 
to  go  into  Committee,  and  the  arguments 
that  had  been  thrashed  out  in  the  first 
debate  were  repeated  ad  nautsam  in  the 
second.      If  this  was    debate,  aU   he 
could  say  was,  we  paid  a  high  price^r 
the  privilege.    In  12  years' experience 
he  had  often  seen  a  minority  aouse  its 
rights,  but  only  on  one  occasion  had  he 
known  a  majority  to  do  so.    There  was 
the  best  reason  why  the  majority  should 
not  do  it,  for  the  consequences  wonld 
recoil  on  itself.    Every  Irish  question 
that  was  brought  forward  honestly  and 
in  good  faith  ought  to  receive  the  fblleet 
consideration;  but  it  was  quite  a  different 
thing  when  speeches  were  made  simply 
for  the  sake  of  speaking,  and  attempts 
were  made  to  oount  the  House  >2^npljy 
for  the  purpose  of  wasting  time.    This 
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was  not  the  way  in  which  Irish  Members 
would  ever  obtain  justice  for  Ireland; 
nor  was  it  right  they  should  obtain  it  in 
this  way.  The  House  of  Commons 
would  not  allow  itself  to  be  bullied  or 
worried  into  doing  anything  it  would 
not  otherwise  do.  It  was  one  of  the 
most  patient  Bodies  that  ever  existed ; 
but  there  was  one  thing  it  would  not 
stand,  and  that  no  Assembly  ought  to 
stand,  and  that  was  that  any  person  or 
body  of  men  should  use  the  Torms  of 
the  House  simply  to  bring  it  into  dis- 
credit and  contempt. 
Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  intended  to 

five  his  support  to  the  Besolutions,  but 
e  desired  to  call  attention  to  one  point 
which  was  worth  the  consideration  of 
the  Qovemment.  He  had  seen  a  good 
deal  of  what  was  called  obstruction ; 
and  he  attributed  much  of  its  success  to 
the  existence  of  the  Bule  that  certain 
opposed  Business  could  not  be  begun 
after  half-past  12  a.m.  When  thatEule 
was  adopted,  then  obstruction  became 
successful  in  interfering  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  He  had  always  op- 
posed that  Bule,  because  there  was 
business  that  might  be  fairly  and  pro- 
perly discussed  in  a  small  House  of 
Members  after  the  termination  about 
midnight  of  the  principal  Business  of  the 
evening.  It  was  only  within  the  last  10 
years  that  it  had  been  con  si  dor  od  ad- 
visable that  this  power  of  stopping  Busi- 
ness should  be  vested,  not  in  the  House, 
but  in  any  Member.  The  result  had 
been  obstruction  of  the  ordinary  course 
of  Business.  It  had  been  carried  so  far 
that  the  letter  ^'a''  had  been  placed 
against  the  Criminal  Code  Bill,  so  that 
the  Attorney  General  was  provontod 
from  advancing  it  a  stage,  notwithstand- 
ing the  consideration  it  had  previously 
received.  Frequently  pages  of  Amend- 
ments were  placed  upon  the  Notice 
Paper  in  order  to  prevent  Bills  of  great 
importance  being  discussed ;  and  often 
hon.  Members  who  had  given  Notice  of 
Amendments  were  not  in  their  places 
when  the  Amendments  wore  reached. 
It  was  impossible  to  attribute  the  stop- 
paffe  of  Public  Business  to  what  was 
called  obstruction  when  such  facilities 
for  obstruction  existed  in  the  Standing 
Orders.     Believing,  as  he  did,  that  the 

12.30  Rule  was  the  causeof  much  of  this 
interference  with  business,  he  regretted 
that  it  had  become  a  Standing  Order. 

It  would  be  idle  to  pass  this  Besolution 


as  a  temporary  measure,  and  not  to  leave 
it  to  their  successors.  If  they  did,  after 
another  Session  had  been  wasted,  the 
subject  would  have  to  be  dealt  with 
again.  He  could  not  promise  to  support 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr.  Fini- 
gan),  unless  the  Government  supported 
his  proposal;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  fair  to  a  constituency  that  a 
suspended  Member  should  not  be  allowed 
to  record  his  vote.  Divisions  were  some- 
times close,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to 
justify  the  carrying  of  any  measure  by  a 
majority  of  one  while  the  vote  of  a  sus- 
pended Member  was  excluded. 

Sir  CHAIiLES  FORSTER  would 
cordially  support  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  although  he  was  of  opinion 
it  fell  short  of  that  stringency  which  was 
required  if  a  check  were  to  be  given  to 
obstruction.  It  must  be  admitted  that 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  gave 
great  facilities  for  obstruction,  and  even 
seemed  to  invite  it.  They  were  framed 
in  former  times  to  protect  freedom  of 
debate  and  to  protect  minorities.  No 
one  valued  the  right  of  free  discussion 
more  than  he  did,  but  it  must  not  be 
suffered  to  interfere  with  the  transaction 
of  the  Business  of  the  country.  Much 
as  he  disliked  a  tyrannical  majority,  he 
thought  a  factious  majority  worse.  One 
form  of  obstruction  was  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  when  an  Answer 
was  given  that  did  not  satisfy  the  Mem- 
ber who  asked  the  Question.  English 
Members  were  as  great  offenders  in  this 
matter  as  the  Irish.  Another  Parlia- 
mentary scandal  was  the  system  of 
talking  out  questions  on  Wednesday. 
Owing  to  that  practice,  the  Wednesday, 
which  was  reserved  for  Private  Mem- 
bers' Bills,  was  seldom  utilized.  He 
suggested  there  should  be  a  new  Stand- 
ing Order  that  at  20  minutes  to  6  the 
question  should  bo  put  without  further 
debate.  If  the  House  could  not  other- 
wise protect  itself  against  a  factitious 
minority,  he  should  very  reluctantly  be 
driven  to  the  adoption  of  the  cldture. 
Ho  would  not  vest  the  cloture  in  the 
hands  of  a  bare  majority ;  but  if  three- 
fourths  of  the  House  considered  that  the 
debate  might  be  closed,  it  might  fairly 
be  so  without  being  charged  with  unduly 
restricting  discussion.  Out-of-doors 
there  was  great  impatience  of  the  re- 
peated delays  of  Public  Business. 
Speech  was  silvern,  silence  golden,  and 
what  they  wanted  was  less  Uilking  and 
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more  voting,  fewer  speeches  and  more 
frequent  legislation.  It  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  the  business  of  a  future  House 
of  Commons  to  revise  the  Standing 
Orders,  with  the  double  view  of  expedi- 
tion of  Business,  and  with  full  considera- 
tion of  what  was  being  done. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  coincided  almost  entirely 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down.  He  had  been  in 
dread  that  if  obstruction  continued,  the 
House  would  have  to  suffer  what  the 
nurse  of  Horace  predicted  would  be  his 
fat< 


"  Huno    neque    dira    Tcnena,  neque   hosticus 

auferet  en  sis, 
Nee  laterum  dolor,  aut  tussis,  nee  tarda  podagra; 
Garrulus    hunc   quando    consumet    cumque; 

loquaces, 
Si  sapiat,  yitet,  simul  atque  adoleverit  aetas." 

That  they  would,  in  fact,  be  talked  to 
death.  After  the  discussions  of  the  pre- 
tIoub  night,  bearing  in  mind  that  niey 
had  still  to  discuss  in  detail  various 
Amendments  placed  on  the  Paper,  he 
thought  they  had  now  arrived  at  the 
time  when  they  might  come  to  a  decision 
on  the  question  immediately  before  them. 
That  question  was  whether  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  or  that  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Sampson  Uoyd)  should  form  the  staple 
of  their  consideration.  His  hon.  Friend 
objected  altogether  to  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  and  proposed 
a  different  form  of  procedure.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  a  few  words  on  his  proposal 
by  anticipation  before  it  was  made,  and 
he  would  not  go  into  those  objections 
again.  He  thought  the  general  feeling 
was  in  favour  of  adopting  theltesolutions 
of  the  Government  as  a  basis  of  proceed- 
ing, and  he  understood  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  be  willing  to  withdraw 
his  Hesolution.  If  that  were  so,  he 
would  say  a  very  few  words  on  some  of 
principal  observations  which  had  been 
made  on  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Of  course,  when  they  came  to 
the  different  Amendments  he  should  con- 
sider it  his  duty  to  express  an  opinion  on 
them;  but,  speaking  generally,  there 
were  three  or  four  points  which  had 
been  particularly  urged  during  the  dis- 
cussion. He  wished,  before  touching  on 
them,  to  express  his  acknowledgments 
for  the  manner  in  which  the  question 
had  been  discussed.  Even  among  those 
less  disposed  to  look  favourably  upon 

Sir  Charles  Foreter 


the  Resolutions,  there  had  been  a  fair 
tone  and  an  amount  of  temperate  lan- 
guage for  which  the  House  might  be 
grateful,  and  for  which  the  Gt)vemment 
were  grateful.     Throughout  the  debate 
there  had  not  occurred  an3rthing  which 
was  not  consistent  with  the  character 
and  dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  did  not  wonder  that  a  good  deal  of 
criticism  had  taken  place  on  a  Resolu- 
tion which,  after  all,  was  of  a  novel  cha- 
racter, and  it  was  quite  right  that  it 
should  be  tested  in  every  possible  way. 
He  thought,  on  the  whole,  thej  had  rea- 
son to  be  satisfied  with  having  adopted 
a  course  which  was  neither  too  severe 
nor  yet  insujfficient  for  its  immediate 
purpose.    The  immediate  purpose  of  the 
Resolution,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind, 
was  not  to  alter  the  Rules  of  the  House 
or  to  affect  the  mode  of  doing  Business 
fairly,  but  to  prevent  those  occasional 
interruptions  which  were  unseemly  and 
prevented  the  Rules  of  the  House  from 
having  fair  play.    The  question  was  one 
which  had  oeen  carefully  considered  and 
repeatedly  discussed.   It  was  the  subject 
of  examination  before  the  Committee, 
and  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee   the     Resolution    was     mainly 
founded.    When  the  Government  came 
to  consider  the  matter  carefiilly    they 
found  it  necessary  to  make  some  changes 
in  the  Resolution  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee.   The  right,  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
in  a  speech  which  was  generally  very 
friendly  to  their  proceedings,  commented 
on  certain  points.    In  the  first  place,  he 
observed  on  the  words  "  or  otherwise," 
and  he  asked  what  those  words  meant, 
and  what  new  offence    they    covered. 
The  words  were  inserted  in  the  Resolu- 
tion, at  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  (Mr.  WhitbreadV  after 
''Rules  of  the  House,  persistently  and 
wilfully    obstructing   the    Business    of 
the  House,"  by  a  majority  of  9   to  6, 
the  noble  Lord  leading  the  Opposition 
voting  with  the  majori^.   The  intention 
was  to  prevent  any  quibble  arising  in 
the  definition  of  obstruction.     Nothing 
was  more  difficult  than  to  define  obstruc- 
tion.   It  must  be  left,  as  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated,  to  the  instinct  of  the 
House ;  and  if  the  Speaker  should  de- 
cide that  an  hon.  Member  was  guilty  of 
abusing  the  Rules  of  the  House  ho  would 
undoubtedly  brinff  himself  within  the 
Resolution.    Anomer  queotion  WM  of  a 
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more  serious  character;  when  a  Mem- 
ber was  to  be  dealt  with,  should  it  be  by 
suspending,  or  only  by  putting  him  to 
silence  ?  The  power  of  suspending  was 
that  exercised  by  Parliament  in  old  times. 
It  was  rather  frequently  resorted  to.  In 
the  17th  century  there  were  a  good  many 
instances;  but  in  Sir  Erskine  May's 
booky  after  giving  a  number  of  instances 
down  to  1692,  he  said  by  temporary 
suspension  of  a  Member  the  rights  of 
the  electors  were  in  a  manner  infringed, 
but  the  House  had  the  unquestionable 
power  of  imprisonment,  and  if  the  House 
could  imprison  the  House  could  unques- 
tionably also  suspend.  In  the  Commit- 
tee of  1878,  he  put  the  question  to  the 
Speaker,  whether  he  would  prefer  put- 
ting the  Member  offending  to  silence 
only  or  to  suspension,  and  the  answer 
was,  "I  should  say  suspension  during 
the  Sitting  of  the  House."  And 
to  the  question,  **  Suspension  from 
taking  part  in  the  Business  of  the 
House  in  any  form?"  Mr.  Speaker 
replied,  "  Yes,  in  any  form."  That, 
therefore,  was  the  opinion  both  of  Mr. 
Speaker  and  of  Sir  Erskine  May.  He 
mast  say  there  would  be  considerable 
awkwardness  in  allowing  a  Member  to 
sit  in  the  House  if  the  power  of  speaking 
were  taken  from  him.  For  they  all  know 
that  obstruction  was  very  much  a  matter 
of  arrangement  and  prompting ;  and  it 
might  happen  that  a  Member  who  had 
been  named  and  put  to  silence  might, 
without  rising  to  address  the  House, 
take  a  very  active  part  in  prompting 
further  measures  of  obstruction.  It 
would  be,  therefore,  more  advisable  that 
the  punishment  should  be  suspension 
from  the  service  of  the  House.  It  might 
even  be  that  the  Member  would  bo  in 
snoh  a  state  of  excitement  that  he  would 
find  it  difhcult  to  sit  in  his  place  without 
interrupting  others.  It  would  bo  a  more 
reasonable  thing  if  they  found  a  person 
setting  himself  deliberately  to  obstruct 
Badness  to  make  him  leave  the  House 
altogether.  He  did  not  think  that  it 
was  a  question  of  punishing  the  consti- 
taency.  It  was  just  as  well  that  the 
constituency  should  have  notice  that  the 
Member  had  conducted  himself  in  that 
particular  way,  and  if  the  constituency 
were  dissatisfied  with  his  conduct  and 
with  the  loss  of  their  rights  and  privi- 
leges, they  might  take  measures  to  com- 
municate with  him,  and  request  him  for 
the  future  so  to  conduct  himself  that  he 


might  be  of  use  to  them  in  that  House . 
As  to  another  point  which  had  received 
a  good  deal  of  consideration,  it  was  a 
most  difficult  question  to  determine  in 
what  form  the  act  of  suspension  should 
take  place  The  first  impression,  no 
doubt,  was  that  it  would  be  better  it 
should  be  by  the  act  of  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman.  It  was  said  that  the 
Speaker  was  the  guardian  of  their  Kules, 
and  when  he  saw  that  a  Member  had  so 
far  misconducted  himself  that  he  was 
obliged  to  call  him  to  Order,  name  him, 
and  bring  him  within  the  reach  of  the 
new  Bule,  that  ought  to  be  done  by  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Speaker  himself,  and 
there  should  be  no  reference  to  the 
House  to  support  the  authority  of  the 
Chair.  The  noble  Lord  put  it  in  this 
way — *'  "What  was  the  House  called  upon 
for  ?  "Was  it  to  support  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker,  or  to  neutralize  or  negative 
the  Speaker's  authority?  In  the  first 
case  it  was  unnecessary,  and  in  the 
second  mischievous."  If  the  House  had 
nothing  to  do  but  to  consider  the  action 
of  Mr.  Speaker,  there  would  be  a  good 
deal  of  force  in  these  arguments.  In 
the  evidence  taken  in  1878,  the  Speaker 
expressed  his  preference  for  a  decision 
taken  by  the  Chair ;  at  the  eauio  time  he 
saw  no  objection  to  a  vote  being  taken, 
provided  it  was  taken  without  amend- 
ment or  debate.  But  they  must  remem- 
ber they  had  to  deal,  not  only  with  the 
case  of  Mr.  Speaker,  but  with  a  much 
more  difficult  case — that  of  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means.  In  speaking  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  he  spoke 
with  the  most  perfect  and  entire  respect 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  occupied  that 
distinguished  position,  and  he  was  sure 
tliat  no  one  would  bo  elected  to  the  posi- 
tion of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in 
whose  impartiality  the  House  would  not 
have  confidence.  But,  of  course,  the 
position  of  '*tho  official  Chairman,"  as 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
called  him,  was  very  diiferent  from  that 
of  Mr.  Speaker,  because  when  the  House 
was  not  in  Committee  ho  was  accustomed 
to  take  his  seat  on  the  benches  of  the 
House,  and  to  bear  a  part  in  the  debates ; 
and  he  might  occasionally  have  to  exer- 
cise his  functions  in  keeping  Order  in  the 
case  of  a  Gentleman  who  might  be 
reckoned  as  a  political  opponent.  That 
was  not  the  case  with  Mr.  Speaker,  who 
was  so  entirely  removed  from  their  Party 
struggles,  that  no  question  could  be  raised 
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as  to  bis  impartiality.  And  then  they 
had  to  bear  in  mind  that  they  had  to 
consider  the  position  not  only  of  the 
official  Chairman  of  "Ways  and  Means, 
but  of  some  other  Gentlemen,  who,  in 
the  absence  of  the  Chairman,  and  with- 
out his  experience,  might  from  time  to 
time  be  asked  to  take  the  Chair.  The 
feeling  which  prompted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Chester  (Mr.  Baikes)  in  giving  his 
evidence  before  the  Committee  of  1878 
was  one  which  they  ought  to  respect. 
The  hon.  Member  said  on  that  occasion — 

*'The  power  of  dealing  with  any  oflfunce  of 
this  description  appears  to  me  to  reside  in  the 
House,  or  in  the  other  case  in  the  Committee 
rather  than  in  the  Chair.  I  should  prefer  to 
see  any  punitive  or  corrective  power  placed  in 
the  hainas  of  the  Committee  or  the  House,  as  the 
case  may  be,  rather  than  in  those  of  the  Chair." 

That  was   an   opinion  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chester  still    entertained. 
Well,  if  that  was  the  case  with  regard  to 
the  Chairman  in  Committee,  it  became 
very  difficult  to  adopt  a  different  course 
with  respect  to  Mr.   Speaker.     There 
could  be  no  doubt  that,  after  the  Speaker 
had  taken  the  solemn  decision  involved 
in  naming  a  Member,  the  House  would 
support  his  ruling.     There  was  no  doubt 
of  that.     But  a  considerable  amount  of 
odium  would  be  taken  off  the  Chair  by 
the  prompt  recognition  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  the  justice  of  the  decision.     It 
was  easy  to  imagine  what  might  happen 
in  such  and  such  circumstances.     He  did 
not  believe  that  on  a  case  of  obstruction 
arising,    the    Speaker   would    be    left 
without    a    considerable     number    of 
Members    in   the    House.       It    would 
be  the  duty   of  those  responsible  for 
for  the  conduct  of  Business  to  see  that 
there  was  a  proper  number  present  to 
support  Mr.  Speaker  in  any  action  he 
might  think  necessary.     Though  holes 
might  be  picked  in  any  scheme  which 
might  be  laid  before  the  House,    he 
thought  it  would  be  better  for  them  to 
accept  the  main  lines  of  the  Government 
scheme,  even  though  they  thought  it 
desirable  that  some  Amendments  in  de- 
tail should  be  moved.     One  of  the  great 
difficulties  under  which  they  laboured 
in  dealiugj  with  these  cases  of  obstruc- 
tion arose  from  a  sort  of  confusion  in 
the  minds  of  some  Gentlemen  of  high 
authority  from  the  novelty  of  the  case 
and  uncertainty  as  to  the  precedents  to 
be  applied.     Something  occurred  sud- 
denly which  seemed  to  require  action 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


which  should  be  taken  promptly.     A 
discussion  ensued,  and  a  Member  was 
in  doubt  as  to  the  precedents  he  could 
lay  his  hands  on.     Perhaps   some  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  rushed  out  and  came  back 
with  a  volume  of  HatselPs  Precedenie,  and 
perhaps  found  in  those  precedents  some 
difficulty  as  to  the  course  which  should 
be  pursued.     Then  there   would   be  a 
failure  of  justice,  and  the  House  would 
be  in  a  distinctly  worse  position  for  the 
hasty  and  ill-considered  step  which  had 
been  taken.     There  were  Gentlemen — it 
was  only  human    nature — who,    while 
they    disliked     disorderly  proceedings, 
would  not  be  sorry  to  see  their  oppo- 
nents take  a  wrong  step.     It  was  neces- 
sary, therefore,  that  they  should  make 
some  arrangements  by  which  they  might 
have  some  promptitude  and  certainty. 
He  was  told  that  the  Resolution  was  too 
mild  and  would  probably  be  futile,  and 
that  the  Order  of    1877  was  a  futile 
Order.     He  did  not  recognize  the  truth 
of  that  saying.     It  was  said  nobody  was 
suspended  under  that  Order  except  Mr. 
Whalley,    who  was  not  particularly  in 
contemplation  when  the  Order  was  made. 
It  did  not  follow,  because  an  Order  was 
not  often  acted  npon,  that  it  was,  there- 
fore, inefficacious.    The  effect  of  that 
was  to  prevent  for  the  remainder  of  that 
Session  any  breach  of  Order  of  the  kind 
which  had  been  aimed  at.     So  a  solemn 
declaration  by  the  House  that  it  consi- 
dered these   cases  of  obstruction  to  be 
serious  matters,  and  that  it  had  prorided 
the  machinery  for  dealing  witn  them, 
would  go  a  long  way  indeed  in  strength- 
ening the  hands  of  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman,  and  in  impressing  on  hon. 
Members    themselves  the  necessity  of 
conforming  their  conduct  to  the  Bules 
of  the  House.     He  agreed,  too,  with  his 
noble  Friend  the  Postmaster  General, 
that  Eules  which  were  not  too  stringent 
were  far  more  likely  to  be  observed  and 
made  use  of  than  Rules  which  were 
somewhat  severe.    He  abstained  firom 
going  into  the  question  of  the  amount 
of  punishment,  or  whether  the  second  or 
the  third  offence  should  be  taken  as  the 
occasion  for  a  more  lengthened  suspen- 
sion. These  were  details  which  could  be 
discussed  at  the  proper  time.  He  thouffht 
that  if  they  did  not  make  the  Reoolation 
a  Standing  Order,  they  wonldnotbe  doing 
their  duty.    They  had  mnoh  Utter  ex- 
perience of  this  partionlar  finm  of  ob* 
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Biraction,  and  tbej  thought  they  had 
devised  a  probable  method  of  stopping 
it.  They  had  no  right  to  hand  down  an 
evil  which  had  grown  up  under  them- 
selves  without  making  an  earnest  at- 
tempt to  check  it.  He  believed  the 
proceedings  of  the  new  Parliament 
would  be  very  greatly  facilitated  if  they 
were  armed  with  what,  after  the  most 
careful  consideration,  was  believed  to  be 
the  best  remedy  against  obstruction. 
He  earnestly  trusted,  therefore,  that  if 
the  Rule  were  adopted,  the  House  would 
not  question  the  propriety  of  making  it 
a  permanent  and  Standing  Order.  In 
conclusion,  he  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
House  vould  bear  in  mind  the  import- 
ance of  getting  on  as  fast  as  they  could, 
and  of  keeping  as  close  to  the  actual 
business  of  the  Kesolutions  as  was  con- 
sistent with  freedom  of  debate. 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  thought  it 
would  accord  with  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  if  he  asked  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.     [**No!"] 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
remarked  that,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
he  felt  that  if  he  persevered  with  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice he  should  place  himself  in  such  hos- 
tility to  the  Bosolutions  that  he  should 
be  imperilling  what  he  wished  to  see — 
namely,  their  safe  passage  through  the 
House.  Still,  if  anyone  else  thought  fit 
to  move  his  Amendment,  he  should  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  it.  He  regretted, 
indeed,  the  course  which  the  Chuucellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  taken,  in  first 
asking  the  House  to  consider  the  general 
spirit  of  his  Besolutious  before  dealing 
with  the  various  Amendments,  and  after- 
wards, in  the  speech  to  which  they  had 
just  listened,  entering  himself  into  tlie 
details  of  all  those  Amendments.  That 
which  he  (Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen) 
proposed  involved  a  great  Constitutional 
principle,  and  he  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  had  it  fairly  and  fully  discussed. 
What  did  they  want  to  do  ?  To  put  an 
end  to  obstruction.  Now,  the  obstruc- 
tion complained  of  was  caused  by  undue 
prolixity  of  speech,  or  repetition  of 
speeches,  with  the  evident  intention  of 
wearying  the  House  and  delaying  its 
Business,  and  this  they  would  at  once 
stop  if  they  decided  to  deprive  the 
offending  Member  of  the  privilege  of 
addressing  the  House.  It  they  pro- 
osodod  further  they  went  beyond  the 


actual  remedy  they  required,  and  might 
be  accused  out-of-doors  of  being  actuated 
by  vindictive  feeling  against  an  indi- 
vidual, instead  of  only  a  desire  to  re- 
move an  obstacle  to  the  progress  of 
Business.  But  there  was  a  much  graver 
question  behind.  When  they  suspended 
a  Member  from  speaking,  it  was  the 
Member  they  punished  ;  but  when  they 
deprived  him  of  his  vote,  they  punished 
his  constituency.  It  was  no  violent 
stretch  of  imagination  to  suppose  that 
the  victim  of  this  Resolution  might  be 
an  Irish  Member.  The  names  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Meath,  Cavan,  and 
Mayo  had  been  mentioned  in  the  debate. 
Suppose  that  one  of  these  Members  was 
suspended  during  the  discussion  of  an 
Irish  question.  The  suspension  might 
be  right  enough  as  regarded  the  speech ; 
but  what  reason  was  there  that  an  im- 
portant Irish  constituency  should  be  pre- 
vented from  expressing  its  opinion  upon 
a  question  in  which  it  was  interested  by 
the  vote  of  its  Representative?  The 
constituency  had  committed  no  crime 
against  the  House ;  it  had  no  power  to 
get  rid  of  its  Member,  even  if  it  desired 
to  do  so,  before  a  General  Election,  and 
it  was  unjust  to  depnvo  it  of  the  right 
given  to  it  by  the  Constitution.  There 
was  also  another  important  considera- 
tion. Many  hon.  Members  whom  he 
(Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen)  was  address- 
ing had  only  experience  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1874,  or  of  that  of  1868,  in  one 
of  which  a  Liberal  and  in  the  other  a 
Tory  Government  had  a  large  majority. 
But  he  had  sat  in  Parliaments  in  which 
Parties  were  much  more  evenly  balanced, 
and  it  was  not  so  long  ago  that  the  fate 
of  a  Ministry  had  been  decided  by  one 
vote.  Now,  he  was  not  one  of  those 
who  abused  his  political  opponents,  and 
he  said  that,  from  whatever  political 
Party  the  Government  was  constructed, 
they  were  likely  to  be  men  of  high  cha- 
racter and  honour.  But  in  what  a  posi- 
tion would  such  men  be  placed  by  this 
Resolution  in  times  of  evenly- balanced 
Parties  and  political  excitement.  They 
might  fear  to  apply  it,  lest  they  should 
be  accused  of  an  attempt  to  get  rid  of  a 
political  opponent  at  a  critical  moment, 
or,  thinking  it  their  duty  to  apply  it, 
they  might  be  opposed  on  such  grounds, 
and  a  most  undesirable  Party  conflict 
would  follow.  As  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Manners)  had  observed,  the  se- 
verity of  the  punishment  would  defeat 
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its  own  object,  and  the  Besolution  would 
very  likely  remain  a  dead  letter  in  con- 
sequence. Still,  the  desirability  of  pass- 
ing these  Resolutions  was  beyond  every- 
thing else,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to 
move  any  Amendment.  He  cordially 
supported  the  proposal  of  the  Q-overn- 
ment  to  make  the  Resolution  a  Standing 
Order,  considering  that  the  present 
House  of  Commons  had  had  full  experi- 
ence of  obstruction,  and  ought  not  to 
leave  the  burden  of  providing  against 
it  to  their  less  experienced  successors. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that  as 
this  debate  had  proceeded  it  had  un- 
dergone a  great  change,  inasmuch  as 
while  at  first  many  hon.  Members  had 
expressed  an  intention  to  oppose  the 
Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  few  had  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion upon  them  gone  further  than  to 
criticize  their  details.  All  opposition 
seemed  to  be  at  an  end.  That  change  in 
the  nature  of  the  debate  well  illustrated 
the  position  in  which  the  Home  Rule 
Members  were  placed.  Since  he  first 
entered  that  House,  he  had  been  witness 
of  no  attempt  which  had  been  so  utterly 
futile  as  that  which  had  been  made  by 
the  Home  Rule  Party  to  oppose  these 
Resolutions.  The  support  which  these 
Resolutions  had  received  from  the  Libe- 
ral Party  was  cordial  and  unanimous, 
and  he  never  recollected  hearing  such  an 
enthusiastic  cheer  as  that  which  greeted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  an- 
nounced his  intention  of  adopting  the 
course  he  had  done. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY,  resuming 
his  observations,  said,  it  was  also  evi- 
dent there  was  considerable  feeling  out- 
of-doors,  and  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  were  strongly  backed  up, 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  it  wise  and 
right  to  propose  much  more  stringent 
measures  than  he  had  done,  he  would 
only  have  excited  greater  enthusiasm 
among  all  Parties  in  his  favour,  and 
would  probably  have  had  no  difiiculty  in 
passing  them.  Without  stopping  to  in- 
quire into  the  cause  of  the  great  unan- 
imity of  opinion  on  the  subject,  he 
wished  to  enter  his  protest  against  the 
objects  and  intentions  conveyed  by  these 
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Resolutions.  He  was  aware  that  they 
were  about  to  be  carried,  and  that  it 
would  be  futile  for  him  to  propose  any- 
thing in  their  stead.  He,  however,  as  a 
Member  of  the  minority  on  this  ques- 
tion, had  a  right  to  vote  against  them, 
and  to  sot  forth  with  as  little  bitterness 
as  possible  his  view  of  their  fault  and 
vice.  In  his  opinion,  these  Resolutions 
wore  calculated  to  leave  the  problem 
they  were  intending  to  deal  with  still 
unsolved,  and  would  not  be  effectual  in 
putting  down  obstruction  in  its  Protean 
forms.  In  saying  that,  he  did  not  speak 
in  the  spirit  of  a  threat  or  with  any  de- 
sire that  difficulties  should  be  thrown  in 
the  way  of  the  GK>vemment  by  the 
House.  In  searching  out  the  origin  of 
obstruction,  he  had  been  led  to  consider 
why  the  proceedings  of  the  Home  Rule 
Party  had  assumed  an  aspect  so  dis- 
agreeable to  the  House  as  to  lead  to  the 
introduction  of  these  Resolutions.  He 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  bad  taken  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Home  Role  Party 
since  1874,  and  there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  tendency  to  adopt  those  measures 
which  had  aroused  the  indignation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  of  so 
many  hon.  Members  had  been  brought 
about  by  the  manner  in  which  Irish 
proposals  had  been  treated  by  the  Go- 
vernment and  by  the  House.  He  spoke 
not  now  of  the  Home  Rule  proposals, 
but  of  proposals  for  the  amendment  of 
particular  laws  which  had  been  laid 
before  the  House  with  the  assent  of  the 
vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people ;  and 
the  fate  of  those  proposals  bad  been 
uniformly  unfortunate.  It  waa  true 
that  those  proposals  had  received  a  full 
and  fair  hearing  by  that  House;  but 
that  fact  had  merely  aggravated  the 
disappointment  and  the  exasperation  of 
Irishmen  with  regard  to  the  questions 
in  which  they  were  so  deeply  interested. 
Thus  the  question  of  tne  Land  was 
brought  forward,  but  the  Land  Laws 
stood  at  the  same  point  as  after  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870 ;  and 
there  was  profound  disappointment  in 
Ireland  at  their  remaining  in  that  state. 
The  Home  Rule  Members  and  the  people 
of  Ireland  believed  that  a  great  deaf  of 
the  misfortunes  which  now  afflicted  that 
country  would  not  have  arisen  had 
there  been  timely  alteration  of  the  Land 
Laws.  The  Gt)vemment  was  repre- 
sented in  Ireland  by  a  right  hon.  Oen* 
tleman  who  regarded  all  pToposals  on 
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that  subject,  such  as  those  suggested  by 
the  Home  Rule  Members,  and  which 
were  desired  by  the  large  body  of  the 
Irish  people,  as  a  progress  in  the  direc- 
tion of  Oommunism.  The  important 
Aot  in  reference  to  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  was  only  obtained  after 
a  delay  of  three  or  four  years,  and  con- 
siderable pressure  from  the  active  Irish 
Party  in  the  House  ;  and  the  Irish  Uni- 
versity question  was  only  settled  after  a 
long  series  of  debates,  which  would 
doubtless  be  termed  obstructive,  on  the 
Estimates  for  the  Queen's  University. 
This  was  the  fate  of  a  variety  of  other 
Irish  questions  of  very  great  interest,  on 
which  the  majority  of  the  Irish  people 
felt  very  deeply  and  with  great  unan- 
imity. His  late  Leader  and  Colleague 
(Mr.  Butt)  brought  forward  measures 
repeatedly,  and  won  sympathy  on  all 
sides  by  his  eloquence  and  geniality. 
But  for  his  hard  work  in  connection 
with  those  questions,  he  would  have 
been  alive  to-day  ;  but  after  four  years' 
labour  on  the  principles  adopted  by  Mr. 
Butti  nothing  had  been  done.  Every- 
thing ability  and  earnestness  could  do 
on  the  Land,  Education,  Franchise,  and 
Grand  Jury  questions  was  tried  by  Mr. 
Butt,  and  K)und  of  no  avail.  That  being 
00,  the  Irish  Members  had  discussed 
among  themselves  the  advisability  of 
using  another  leverage  in  the  transac- 
tion of  Irish  affairs,  namely — by  making 
their  weight  felt  in  English  and  Im- 
perial matters.  They  thought  that  their 
Predecessors  had  too  much  confidence  in 
themselves  in  speaking  on  Irish  affairs, 
and  that  if  they  had  asserted  a  strong 
and  independent  position  on  otlier  ques- 
tions, they  might  have  effected  some- 
thing more  of  a  practical  nature  in  the 
Business  of  their  own  country.  Tho 
idea  lay  dormant  while  Mr.  Butt  brought 
his  measures  before  the  House,  but 
finally  it  entered  the  heads  of  some 
Home  Bule  Members  to  try  what  tho 
new  leverage  could  do.  The  view  he 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnossy)  had  always  taken 
of  that  course  was  that  as  long  as  Irish 
Members  were  discussing  English  or 
Imperial  affairs  to  move  the  judgment 
of  the  House  upon  them,  they  were  not 
only  literally  within  their  rights,  but 
that  they  were  acting  according  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Oonstitution.  He  was  also 
of  opinion  that  when  an  hon.  Member 
stood  up  in  the  House  for  tho  mere  pur- 
pose of  permaneutly  occupying  its  time. 


from  that  moment  he  advanced  into  what 
deserved  to  bo  called  "  obstruction."  In 
saying  that,  he  did  not  wish  to  be  un- 
derstood as  saying  that  in  no  circum- 
stances was  deliberate  obstruction  un- 
justitiablo,  bocanse  almost  all  the  pro- 
posals they  had  made  in  the  interest  of 
their  country  had  been  rejected.  What 
struck  him  about  obstruction  pure  and 
simple  was  that  it  would  be  an  extremely 
imprudent  thing  for  a  small  minority  to 
make  use  of  obstruction,  because,  while 
an  active  interference  by  Irish  Members 
in  English  and  Imperial  affairs  was  a 
strong  lever  to  influence  the  conduct  of 
the  House  and  the  Government,  the 
weapon  would  surely  be  broken  if  it 
were  overstrained.  He  therefore  thought 
that  in  order  to  retain  the  power  of  acting 
vigorously  on  English  and  Imperial 
subjects,  that  weapon  should  be  used 
cautiously.  The  cure  that  he  would 
suggest  for  obstruction  was  that  the 
House  should  deal  in  a  fairer  and  more 
adequate  manner  with  Irish  questions. 
He  was  sure  that  if  the  Irish  demands 
for  reform  had  even  been  partially  con- 
sidered, with  a  view  to  their  being  dealt 
with  in  a  business-like  way,  during  the 
last  three  or  four  years,  there  would 
have  been  no  obstruction.  He  could 
speak  as  to  this  from  personal  know- 
ledge, for  he  had  known  cases  in  which 
a  fair  hearing  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  led  to  an  immediate  cessation 
of  obstruction.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  told  him  that 
if  the  Government  would  bring  forward 
tho  Intermediate  Education  Bill,  and  do 
their  best  to  pass  it,  and  state  their  in- 
tention to  deal  at  a  future  time  with  the 
University  question,  he  would  put  no 
difficulties  in  their  way  for  the  rest  of 
tlio  Session.  The  Government  did  bring 
in  the  PMucation  Bill ;  and  though  they 
made  no  promise  as  to  the  University 
question,  there  was  no  sign  of  obstruc- 
tion during  the  remainder  of  the  Session. 
Scmie  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  that  the 
Resolutions  would  be  successful ;  others 
were  of  opinion  that  they  were  too  weak. 
For  his  part,  he  thought  they  would 
have  no  effect  whatever  in  checking  an 
active  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Members.  The  only  danger  which  Irish 
Members  were  likely  to  incur  was,  that 
if  they  followed  the  example  and  the 
precedent  set  by  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  in  former  years — if  they  be- 
came real   Obstructionists — indignation 
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would  no  doubt  be  raised  against  them, 
and  their  measures  would  bo  defeated  ; 
but  if  they  pursued  an  active  policy 
with  regard  to  English  and  Imperial 
affairs,  he  believed  that,  avoiding  ob- 
struction, and  using  that  leverage  for 
the  furtherance  of  Irish  measures,  they 
could  bring  such  an  influence  to  bear  on 
the  counsels  of  that  House,  and  would 
acquire  such  a  power  as  would  no  doubt 
carry  their  point  on  many  subjects  as  to 
which  they  now  had  little  hope  of 
success,  and  be  more  powerful  in  having 
adopted  reforms  which  they  had  long 
advocated  outside  the  question  of  Home 
Hule.  There  was  one  prospect  arising 
out  of  the  passing  of  these  Eesolutions 
which,  he  confessed,  he  viewed  with 
some  pleasure,  and  that  was  that  they 
would  become  a  united  Party.  Should 
that  occur,  he  believed  that  a  united 
Irish  Party,  acting  with  discrimination 
in  English  and  Imperial  affairs  in  that 
House,  would  produce  such  a  'spirit  of 
readiness  on  the  part  of  hon.  Q-entle- 
men,  both  Whig  and  Tory,  according  to 
which  Government  might  be  in  power, 
to  deal  with  Irish  affairs  as  would  make 
those  affairs  much  less  a  burden  than 
they  now  were  to  those  who  had  to  ad- 
minister the  government  of  the  country. 
Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  ho 
would  confine  the  few  observations  he 
had  to  make  to  a  single  point — namely, 
the  suspension  of  a  Member.  That  was 
a  very  important  subject,  and  a  much 
more  serious  one  than  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seemed  to  think.  It  was 
not  merely  a  question  of  punishing  a 
Member,  but  a  great  Constitutional 
question,  arising  out  of  the  Common 
Law  of  this  country,  was  involved.  He 
was  prepared  to  state  that  there  was  no 
precedent  for  such  suspension,  although 
there  had,  he  admitted,  been  suspension 
of  individual  Members  in  evil  days — 
during  the  reign  of  Charles  I.  and 
Charles  II. — a  time  it  was  very  unsafe 
to  draw  precedents  from.  He  would 
mention  one  or  two  instances.  On  the 
6th  of  November,  1641,  Sir  Norton 
Knatchbull  was  suspended  from  his 
privileges  as  a  Member  during  the 
pleasure  of  the  House.  Again,  Mr. 
Fry  was  suspended  from  sitting  in  the 
House  until  he  gave  satisfaction  to  the 
House.  On  the  3rd  of  July,  1661,  Mr. 
Long  was  suspended  for  not  having  re- 
ceived the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's 
Supper  and  until  he  communicated.    In 
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April,  1670,  Sir  John  Prettyman  was 
suspended  until  he  produced  Robert 
Holmes,  who  claimed  privileges  as  his 
and  in  March,  1 692,  Mr.  Carring- 
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ford  was  suspended  from  the  exercise  of 
his  privileges  until  he  should  attend  in 
his  place — a  sentence  which  might  be 
regarded  as  somewhat  of  an  Irish  bull, 
for  he  could  not  exercise  the  privileges 
from  which  he  was  suspended  until  he 
attended  in  his  place.  But  all  these 
were  arbitrary  acts,  and  were  totally  in- 
applicable and  unsuited  to  the  present 
day.  This,  too,  he  could  assert — that 
for  200  years  there  was  no  precedent  to 
be  found  of  a  Member  being  suspended 
from  his  privileges  as  a  Member  of  that 
House.  He  might  be  told  that  the  im- 
prisonment of  a  Member  involved  his 
suspension;  but  that  he  denied,  for 
''  suspension "  meant  an  actual,  and 
not  a  consequential,  deprivation  of  a 
privilege.  Then,  again,  if  they  de- 
prived a  Member  of  the  opportunity  of 
discharging  the  duty  of  voting  in  that 
House,  they  would  really  abrogate  for 
the  time  being  the  franchises  vested  in 
the  constituency,  franchises  conferred 
by  Common  Law  or  Statute,  and  which 
could  only  be  taken  away  by  an  Aot  of 
the  Legislature.  He  would  remind  the 
House,  too,  that  it  was  a  fundamental 
principle  of  Common  Law  that  every 
Member  of  that  House  represented  not 
only  his  own  constituenpy,  but  all  the 
Commons  of  England  and  Scotland.  If 
he  wished  to  stand  for  any  borough  or 
constituency,  he  should  first  vacate  his 
seat,  and  for  the  reason  he  had  just 
stated.  A  Member  was  not  a  delegate 
sent  up  by  a  particular  constituency  to 
do  what  they  thought  right,  but  a  Mem- 
ber for  the  whole  Commons  of  the 
Realm,  and  was  bound  to  take  a  course 
which  was  beneficial  to  the  Commons  of 
the  whole  United  Kingdom.  A  Member 
of  that  House  represented  not  onlj  his 
own  constituency,  but  also  the  Commons 
of  the  Realm,  and  the  right  to  vote  was 
vested  in  him  not  only  by  the  Common 
Law,  but  also  by  Statute ;  and  they  could 
not  repeal  Common  Law  and  Statate 
Law  by  a  mere  Resolution  of  the  House, 
or  by  anything  short  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Therefore,  it  was  utterly  ille- 
gal and  unconstitutional  to  deprive  a 
Member  of  his  vote  in  ihe  waj  pro- 
posed, either  for  a  time  or  altogetner. 
It  was  a  proposal  which  could  not  be 
justified  by  precedent ;  it  might  be  aup- 
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ported  by  instances  not  worth  the  name 
of  precedents,  taken  from  the  evil  times 
of  our  history,  but  it  was  undoubtedly 
illeg^  and  unconstitutional.  It  was  not 
a  question  of  punishing  a  Member  or 
a  constituency,  but  it  was  a  question  of 
attempting  to  alter  the  law  of  the  land 
by  a  Resolution  of  the  House.  It  was 
quite  sufficient  if  a  Member  was  silenced, 
and  not  allowed  to  speak.  It  was  by 
speaking  he  would  have  been  guilty  of 
obstruction,  and  it  was  quite  enough  to 
deprive  him  of  the  power  he  had  abused. 
But  it  was  only  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment that  the  law  of  the  land  could  be 
altered. 

Mr.  O'CLERY,  after  expressing  his 
surprise  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer should  have  attempted  to  close 
the  debate,  said,  that  he  felt  bound  to 
notice  the  extreme  alacrity  with  which 
the  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party  had 
responded  to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  They  found  both  that  on 
the  preceding  night,  and  on  the  present 
occasion,  the  occupants  of  the  front  Op- 
position Bench  and  hon.  Members  above 
the  Gangway  generally  vied  with  each 
other  how  they  could  best  show  their 
readiness  to  support  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  hon.  Members  sitting  be- 
low the  Gangway  were  also  represented 
as  entertaining  a  similar  disposition. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands),  who  seemed  to  arrogate  to 
himself  the  position  of  Representative  of 
the  English  Radicals  in  that  House, 
wished  to  convey  that  the  Radicals  as  a 
Party  supported  the  Resolutions.  He 
(Mr.  O'Clery)  did  not  know  whether  it 
was  by  reason  of  the  result  of  the  elec- 
tions of  Liverpool  and  Southwark  that 
the  Liberals  were  manifesting  a  tendentry 
to  separate  themselves  from  the  Irish 
Memoers ;  but  he  hoped  his  country- 
men would  note  the  fact  that  Liberals 
and  Radicals  were  equally  as  ready  as 
Conservatives  to  curtail  the  privileges 
that  had  been  used  by  a  certain  sectiuu 
of  Members  of  the  House.  He  said  a 
certain  section,  because  he  was  bound  to 
say  these  Resolutions  were  mainly  di- 
rected against  the  Representatives  of 
the  Irish  nation.  They  had  been  told 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  f Mr.  Sullivan),  in  the  course  of  a 
very  aole  speech,  of  the  obstruction 
which  was  practised  in  1 870  by  Conser- 
vative Members,  who  were  then  in  a 
minority ;  and,  no  doubt,  the  I^bernl  ma- 


jority of  that  time  uttered  many  bitter 
complaints ;  but  no  one  dreamt  then  of 
putting  in  force  a  Draconian  Code  such 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now 
proposed  to  the  House.  And  why  was 
that?  Because  the  obstructives  in  that 
case  were  Englishmen,  who  were  natu- 
rally jealous  of  their  individual  rights  in 
that  House.  But  it  became  quite  a  dif- 
ferent matter  when  Irishmen  attempted 
to  carry  out  the  ordinary  freedom  of 
debate  enjoyed  by  English  Members. 
Then,  indeed,  a  cry  of  obstruction  was 
immediately  raised.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  Irish  Representatives 
did  not  always  represent  constituencies 
in  the  sense  in  which  English  Members 
represented  counties  and  boroughs.  The 
former  represented  a  nation  whose  Par- 
liament had  been  suppressed,  and  a  Go- 
vernment which  had  been  taken  away, 
and  in  putting  forward  this  Code  the 
House  endeavoured  to  stifle  as  much  as 
possible  the  voice  of  that  nation.  It  was 
not  the  first  time  that  the  House  had,  in 
various  ways,  endeavoured  to  curtail  the 

f)Ower  of  the  Irish  Members.  He  be- 
ieved  that  there  had  not  been  a  single 
measure  submitted  to  the  House  by  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  Representatives 
since  the  General  Election  of  1874  which 
had  not  been,  directly  or  indirectly,  ob- 
structed. A  Motion  with  reference  to 
the  development  of  the  Irish  fisheries 
had  been  carried,  but  nothing  had  been 
done  by  the  Government  to  give  effect 
to  it.  How  often  had  the  late  Mr.  Butt 
failed  to  obtain  due  consideration  for 
measures  he  introduced  ?  How  often,  on 
"  Irish  Wednesdays,'*  had  English  Mem- 
bers declined  to  listen  to  the  debate,  and 
tlu»n  voted  in  the  majority  against  the 
Irish  Members  ?  This  was  obstruction  in 
its  grossest  form.  Over  and  over  again 
the  question  of  the  assimilation  of  the 
franchises  had  been  brought  before  the 
House,  and  on  one  occasion  the  Irish 
IHU  was  only  lost  by  six  votes ;  but  care 
was  taken,  by  the  issue  of  a  strong  Whip, 
that  it  slnmld  not  occur  again.  To-nignt 
the  question  of  Irish  absenteeism  had 
been  shunted,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  resume  the  discussion  of  this  Reso- 
lution, which  was  of  no  importance  to 
the  Irish  people  compared  with  the  ex- 
penditure of  absentee  landlords.  But 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
bound  to  carry  his  Resolution,  because 
the  Press,  which  seemed  to  rule  the 
country,  taunted  him  witli  want  of  back- 
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bone  and  with  being  unstable  in  his 
Leadership.     In  his  heart,  no  doubt,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  saw  the  justice  of 
the  case  of  the  Irish  Members  ;  and  as 
a  freedom -loving  Englishman,  he  could 
not,  imtil  overborne  by  the  Press,  come 
forward  with  this  Draconian  Code  to 
stifle  the  freedom    of  debate.      Three 
years  ago  he  (Mr.  O'Clery)  expressed  an 
opinion  that  the  highest  duty  of  the  Irish 
Members,    under  the  circumstances  in 
which  they  found   themselves,  was  to 
withdraw  from  the  House.      He  cited 
the  case  of  the  Hungarian  Representa- 
tives in  the  Austrian  Reichsrath,  who 
withdrew  from  the  House,  with  the  re- 
sult of  hastening,  instead  of  retarding, 
the  restoration  of  the  Hungarian  Con- 
stitution.    In  that  way  they  expedited 
the  solution  of  the  difficulties  which  for- 
merly existed  between  Austria  and  Hun- 
fary.     He  hoped  the  attention  of  the 
rish    people  would  be  called   to   the 
question  of  the  withdrawal]  of  the  Irish 
Members  from  that  House,  and  that  they 
would  sanction  it.     He  knew  that  a  de- 
liberate attempt  had  been  made  to  arouse 
a  feeling  of  English  prejudice  against 
Ireland,  and  he  thought  that  was  a  very 
dangerous  thing  indeed,  for  the  Irish 
people  of  the  present  day  would  not  allow 
their  national  aspirationsHo'^be  stifled  in 
the  manner  whicn  was  being  attempted. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Resolutions 
were  mainly  directed  to  prevent  the  feel- 
ing of  dissatisfaction  which  the  arbitrary 
conduct  of  the  Majority  of  the  House 
would  create  ;  but  the  Liberals  and  the 
Radicals  who  sat  in  that  House  ought 
not  to  have  allowed  themselves  to  fall 
into  the  trap  sot  for  them.     "With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  withdrawal,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  persevered  with  his 
Resolutions,  and  enforced  them  to  the 
letter,  and  continued  to  manifest  the 
tendency  which  was  now  shown  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  to  fetter  the 
expression  of  Irish  opinion  in  that  House, 
he  believed  it  would  be  the  duty  of  Ire- 
land to  recall  her  Representatives  from 
an  Assembly  in  which  they  practically 
had  no  voice.     He  opposed  the  Resolu- 
tions in  totOy  and  considered  they  were 
aimed  directly  at  Irish  Members. 

The  0/DONOGHUE  said,  he  looked 
on  the  situation  as  a  verv  serious  one, 
and  he  looked  forward  with  alarm  to  the 
consequences  which  he  thought  must  re- 
sult from  the  proposed  changes  in  the 

Mr,  G'Clery 


Rules  of  the  House.  Nothing  in  the 
world  was  more  certain  than  that  these 
Resolutions  were  framed  in  anticipation 
of  action  which  might  be  taken  by  Irish 
Members.  He  believed  they  had  been 
framed  with  a  view  to  what  might  occur 
in  the  new  Parliament.  The  Govern- 
ment, for  reasons  which  they  could  not 
call  on  them  to  divulge,  but  the  nature 
of  which  they  could  easily  conjecture, 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
be  less  difficult  to  carry  these  Resolu- 
tions now  than  when  the  constitution  of 
Parliament  had  been  re-invig^rated  by 
the  admixture  of  new  blood.  The  Re- 
solutions were  intended  to  meet  the 
action  of  the  Irish  constituencies  at  the 
approaching  General  Election.  The 
Government  did  not  doubt  that  diffi- 
culties, which  the  Resolutions  were  in- 
tended to  meet,  would  exist  in  a  more 
formidable  shape  in  the  new  Parliament, 
and  this  would  g^ve  rise  to  unpleasant- 
ness after  the  new  Rule  had  been  in 
operation  for  some  time.  He  charged 
the  Government  with  having  an  elec- 
tioneering object  in  view  in  propos- 
ing at  the  present  time  to  deal  with  ob- 
struction in  the  way  suggested.  They 
were  doing  their  best  to  rouse  the 
fiercest  passions  of  the  people  of  England 
and  Scotland,  and  to  tuni  them  in  the 
direction  most  likely  to  serve  thepolitical 
necessities  of  the  Tory  Party.  The  Re- 
solutions were  the  offspring  of  a  long- 
deliberated,  carefully-matured  plan  for 
the  execution  of  which  they  thought 
this  the  most  opportune  time ;  they  were 
the  machinery  designed  to  enable  a 
majority  of  that  House  to  subject  to  the 
dignity  of  enforced  silence  and  the  de- 
privation of  legislative  functions,  the 
Representatives  of  Ireland  who  should 
have  the  temerity  of  pressing  with  im- 
portunate earnestness,  that  the  wishes, 
opinions,  and  demands  of  the  Irish 
people  should  receive  legislative  sanc- 
tion. He  must  complain  of  the  allega- 
tion on  the  part  of  certain  newspapers 
against  hon.  Members  of  the  House, 
because  of  the  course  they  had  adopted 
in  moving  and  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty  re- 
plying to  the  Most  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  He  held  that  not  only 
was  it  right,  but  it  was  their  duty,  to 
criticize  the  conduct  of  Her  Majeshr's 
Government  with  respect  to  theqnestion 
of  relief  to  the  Irish  poor.  £&  ooold 
make  that  statement  with  a  dear  oon- 
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sdeiiee,  because  he  had  not  taken  any 
part  in  that  debate,  that  the  claims, 
wishes,  and  demands  of  the  Irish  people 
should  receive  legislative  sanction.  The 
Goremment  intended  to  deal  with  ob- 
struction without  being  able  to  define 
what  obstruction  really  was,  and  in  the 
absence  of  that  definition  the  efTect  of 
the  Besolution  must  depend  on  the 
temper  of  the  Speaker  and  the  temper 
of  tne  House.  If  the  Speaker  should 
happen  to  be — what  he  had  been  often 
before,  and  might  be  again — a  man  of 
Tiolent  temper,  of  unsound  judgment, 
of  unblushing  partizanship,  and  with 
strong  anti-Insh  prejudices,  it  was  im- 
possible to  see  a  limit  to  the  confusion, 
the  disorder,  the  tumult  in  and  out  of 
Parliament  to  which  these  Eesolutions 
must  give  rise.  If  the  Speaker  directed 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  an  hon. 
Member  whose  conduct  he  (the 
O'Donoghue)  would  describe  by  the 
term  obstruction,  the  House  must  al- 
most of  necessity  suspend  that  Member 
from  the  Business  of  the  House.  For 
the  House  not  to  do  so  would  be  equiva- 
lent to  a  Vote  on  Censure  on  the 
Speaker,  and  would  expose  him  to  ridi- 
cule and  inevitably  lower  his  authorit}'. 
Even  if  they  were  ensured  that  all 
Speakers  would  be  endowed  with  all  the 
high  qualities,  which  every  Member  of 
the  House  gladly  recognized  in  the  pre- 
sent occupant  of  that  Chair,  a  hard  strain 
would  be  put  upon  the  Speaker  to  resist 
the  feeling  of  the  House,  if  it  were  in 
a  frame  of  mind  for  vindicating  tho  su- 
premacy of  the  House  over  a  (garrulous 
and  querulous  minority  for  vindicating 
the  right  of  England,  endeavouring  to 
regulate  everything  for  Irishmon  ac- 
cording to  English  notions  of  right  and 
wrong,  or  English  whims  and  prejudices. 
If  they  could  depend  on  tho  character 
of  future  Speakers,  and  on  their  being 
always  strong  and  upright  men,  and  aI^^o 
on  the  calmness  and  good  temper  of  the 
House  at  any  time  when  a  question  of 
obstruction  was  to  be  considered,  then 
they  might  conclude  that  these  Bosulu- 
tions  would  be  a  dead  letter,  l^ut  when 
they  could  not  count  upon  cither  of  those 
things,  then  the  passing  of  these  Resolu- 
tions must  imperil  the  rights  of  the  Irish 
Members,  make  their  position  precaricnis, 
and  leave  them  to  take  their  chance  be- 
tween the  caprice  of  a  Speaker  and  the 
caprice  of  the  House.  What  was  called 
obtirttotion  in  its  permanent  and  formid- 


able shape  was  of  modem  creation.  No 
doubt  Parliamentary  history  furnished 
instances  of  Members  who  had  from 
time  to  time  resisted  the  opinion  of  the 
House  and  endeavoured  to  press  their 
own  peculiar  views  upon  it.  The 
most  memorable  instance  he  could 
recall  was  that  of  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
when  opposing  the  Divorce  Bill.  He 
moved  countless  Amendments,  made  in- 
numerable speeches;  for  days  and  weeks 
he  held  the  House  captive  and  enthralled 
by  tho  charms  of  his  genius,  and  his 
many  assailants  at  bay  by  the  power  of 
his  giant  intellect.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  many  pigmy  imitators, 
such  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Judge  Advocate  General.  But  all  imi- 
tators alike,  whether  giant  or  pigmy, 
felt  that  if  they  carried  resistance  beyond 
a  certain  point,  they  would  have  made 
themselves  ridiculous,  for  the  action  of 
these  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
been  dictated  by  reasons  of  a  self-suffi- 
cient character.  It  was  begun  as  an  ob- 
jection to  the  particular  measure,  and 
their  opposition  ceased  when  it  was  evi- 
dent that  to  persevere  further  was  use- 
less and  absurd.  More  recently  the  hon. 
Members  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell),  Cavan 
^Mr.  Biggar),  Mayo  (Mr.  0*Connor 
Power),  Dungarvan  (Mr.  Q'Donnell), 
and  others  had  taken  a  course  not  very 
satisfactory  to  the  House.  Would  any- 
one say  that  these  hon.  Members  had 
been  acting  merely  as  individuals,  and 
that  in  what  they  where  saying  and  doing 
they  were  uuTcly  expressing  their  own 
opinions  ?  No  one  would  venture  to  say 
so,  because  it  would  not  be  true.  He 
believed  tliat  his  hon.  Friends  and  those 
who  acted  with  them,  commanded  the 
absolute  approval  of  their  constituents, 
and  had  acquired  the  universal  confi- 
dence of  their  country,  llis  hon.  Friends 
stood  behind  an  imjaj^gnablo  barrier — 
the  duty  they  owed  their  country,  and 
that  duty  must  be  fullilled,  no  matter 
how  disagreeable  it  might  l)e  fnr  English 
Members  to  see  that  thev  couhl  not  over- 
ride  and  si)urn  the  denionds  of  tho  Irish 
people.  The  difliculty  thev  had  got  into 
had  arisen  from  compelling  the  I*arlia- 
ment  of  Irelaiul  to  sit  there,  and  they 
were  now  endeavouring  to  wriggle  out 
of  the  dilticulty  by  branding  those  who 
faithfully  discharged  their  duties  to  their 
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Tote  upon  a  question  which  they,  neces- 
sarily, could  know  nothing  about.  He 
would  oppose  any  such  proposal.  But 
if  the  Chancellor  of  tne  Exchequer 
would  undertake  tliat  only  those  within 
the  House  at  the  time  should  vote  on 
the  alleged  obstructionist  conduct  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment.  He 
was  not  anxious  to  carry  on  any  obstruc- 
tion in  that  House,  nor  did  he  think 
any  of  his  Colleagues  were.  [^Laughter .'] 
He  said  that  in  all  sincerity,  for  the 
obstructive  tactics  of  the  past  had  been 
forced  upon  them  by  the  comedy  of 
legislation  which  had  been  played  in 
that  House  by  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland.  But  when  the  next 
Election  should  return  20  or  30  sup- 
porters of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath, 
the  Tory  Party  would  not  always  have 
a  brutal  majority.  [^Criei  of  '*  Order ! "J 
Mb.  speaker  said,  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  Member  himself  must  see  that 
such  an  expression  was  most  irregular, 
and  should  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  would  at 
once,  with  pleasure,  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression, and  substitute  the  word 
'*  sweeping."  What  he  meant  to  say 
was  that  Parties  would  be  more  equally 
balanced  in  the  next  Parliament,  and 
that  there  would  be  no  necessity  to  prac- 
tise what  was  now  called  obstruction. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  in  the  next 
Parliament,  when  the  Liberals  changed 
sides,  they  would  not  see  obstructive 
tactics  practised  by  the  Lowthers',  the 
Beutincks',  and  the  Cecil  Raikes'.  His 
object  in  addressing  the  House  was 
chiefly  to  express  the  wish  that  the  Be- 
solutions  would  be  agreed  to,  not  as  a 
Standing  Order,  but  as  a  Sessional  Order. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Wexford  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  had 
pointed  out  that  the  House  was  not  able 
constitutionally  to  suspend  a  Member 
from  his  service  in  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Finigan)  trusted  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  seriously 
consider  that  matter,  and  would  not 
hurry  this  measure  through  the  House 
as  so  many  other  measures  had  been 
hurried  through  it.  He  should  oppose 
any  such  injustice  as  the  House  was  now 
endeavouring  to  force  upon  the  Irish 
Members. 

Sir  1'ATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  why 
no  such  measure  as  this  was  brought 
forward  in  1877,  when  so  much  was  said 
about  British  interesta  being  damaged 
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hj  fire,  or  six,  or  seyen  hon.  Gentlemen  ? 
He  bad  never  been  an  advocate  of  ob- 
struction, and  bad  severed  bimself  from 
tbat  section  of  tbe  Irisb  Members  on  tbe 
question ;  but  be  wisbed  it  to  be  under- 
stood tbat  wben  matters  of  tbis  important 
description  arose,  be  could  not  always 
refrain  from  giving  bis  vote.  Tbe  ques- 
tion of  obstruction,  so  called,  arose 
several  Sessions  ago,  and  attempts  were 
tben  made  to  deal  witb  it,  without  effect 
— tbat  was  to  say,  so  far  as  tbe  view  of 
tbe  Government  was  concerned.  He 
therefore  protested  against  the  Govern- 
ment coming  down  now,  at  the  end  of 
tbe  existence  of  the  Parliament,  and 
imposing  these  regulations,  merely  to 
mcJce  an  electioneering  cry  out  of  them. 
Tbe  Government  brought  forward  the 
Resolutions  now  because  they  would, 
within  a  short  time,  have  to  appeal  to 
the  country.  By  bringing  forward  this 
question  on  tbe  eve  of  a  General  Elec- 
tion, they  were  preventing  the  House 
from  considering  great  measures  re- 
quired for  placing  England  in  an  emin- 
ent position  in  the  eyes  of  foreign 
nations,  and  all  for  the  sake  of  going  to 
the  country  with  a  cry  against  the  Home 
Rulers.  He  protested  against  the  ac- 
tion of  tbe  Government,  and  denied 
their  right  to  sit  upon  them  by  new 
arrangements.  While  admitting  that 
any  hon.  Member  who  interfered  with 
tbe  Public  Business  of  the  country  ought 
to  be  prevented  from  doing  so,  he  was 
yet  of  opinion  that  for  those  who  wore 
prepared  to  oppose  obstruction,  the  field 
was  tbe  place.  [ Laughter. 1  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  laugh  ;  but  he  believed  those 
who  took  up  obstruction  were  not  tlie 
fellows  to  take  up  the  position  to  which 
be  alluded.  While  he  admitted  that, 
be  protested  against  the  action  of  the 
Government.  He  was  prepared  to 
stand  by  tbe  old  lines  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. He  was  not  there  to  stand  up  for 
obstruction;  but  this  question  was  not 
one  to  be  dealt  witb  by  an  expiring  Par- 
liament. As  an  electioneering  cry  it  was 
unworthy  of  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, and  he  trusted  the  country  would 
not  be  misled  by  the  humbugging  Reso- 
lutions which  had  been  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  that  he  Mi 
oonscious  of  a  difficulty  in  addressing 
the  House  after  a  long  debate  ;  but 
on  tbe  general  principles  which  bore 
Upon  the  question    before   tho  House 


be  felt  that  there  was  still  a  ^reat  deal 
to  be  said  which  bad  not  been  said 
either  on  that  night  or  tbe  night  before. 
He  was  constrained  to  say  that  he  was 
rather  alarmed  by  the  singular  unan- 
imity which  prevailed  in  the  House. 
It  did  not  appear  to  be  consistent  witb 
their  duties  or  independence  as  Members 
of  that  House.  There  had  been  a  singular 
unwillingness  to  look  at  the  real  facts  of 
the  situation.  But  he  thought  that  as 
they  were  compelled  to  deal  witb  the  facts 
of  the  case,  they  must  pay  attention  to 
them  to  qualify  them  to  deal  witb  tbe 
question.  They  were  brought  face  to  face 
with  a  remarkable  phenomenon.  There 
had  come  into  that  House  certain  Mem- 
bers who  disdained  its  traditions,  who 
had  no  respect  for  its  unwritten  laws, 
who  did  not  observe  the  morality  which 
bad  hitherto  regulated  the  conduct  of 
its  Members,  and  who  were  not  amen- 
able to  the  external  influence  of  electoral 
opinion.  When  a  man,  in  former  years, 
had  contravened  the  common  sense  of  the 
House  he  very  soon  got  conscious  of  what 
he  had  done,  and  withdrew  from  that 
line  of  action.  But  he  would  bring  be- 
fore them,  as  the  first  fact  of  tbe  existing 
situation,  that  there  were  men  among 
them  upon  whom  no  such  influence  pro- 
duced any  effect,  men  who  did  not  care 
a  straw  about  being  reprobated  by  the 
mass  of  the  House.  There  was  another 
fact  to  be  remembered.  If  a  man  acted 
in  the  way  he  had  described  there  was 
another  power  he  had  to  meet — the 
power  of  his  constituency.  If  a  man 
offended  in  that  way  his  constituency 
would  not  return  him  again  to  Parlia- 
ment. But  they  knew  that  that  was 
not  always  the  fact  now.  They  had  not 
only  Members  who  disregarded  the 
traditions  of  the  House,  but  constitu- 
encies tliat  approved  of  this  contempt 
on  the  part  of  their  Representatives. 
How  did  they  propose  to  deal  witb 
such  Members  ?  They  proposed  to  in- 
flict a  penalty  wliich  would  only  make 
them  more  popular  with  their  con- 
stituencies, and  which  offered  them  tho 
opportunity  of  obtaining  a  cheap  sort 
of  martyrdom.  It  was  thought  by 
those  Pf'solutions  to  cure  the  evil,  with- 
out understanding  the  weakness  of  the 
method  employed.  They  had  to  do 
with  men  who  disdained  the  traditions 
of  the  House ;  they  had  to  deal  with 
constituencies  which  did  not  blame  the 
conduct  of  such  men.     Of  tbis  they  bad 
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had  an  instructiye  example  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  last  Session.  It  was  a  pity 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  not  present;  the  discussions 
on  the  Besolutions  would  have  possessed 
much  more  vitality  if  he  had  been  there. 
In  his  absence,  reference  might  be  per- 
mitted to  an  historic  incident.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them,  the  very 
last  night  they  had  gone  into  Committee 
on  the  Army  Discipline  and  Begulation 
Bill  last  Session,  that  he  was  obliged  to 
leave  them,  inasmuch  as  he  was  going  to 
assist  in  the  election  at  Ennis.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  went  to  Ennis  and  brought 
back  the  present  Member  (Mr.  Finigan) 
as  the  prize  for  his  conduct  on  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Begulation  Bill.  He 
would  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  third  point.  What,  after  all,  was 
obstruction  r  They  had  been  talking  for 
two  nights,  and  he  had  not  yet  heard  a 
single  Member  attempt  to  define  it.  It 
was  only  a  slip-shod  answer  to  say  that 
everybody  knew  what  it  was.  For  a 
single  Member  to  talk  for  two  nights — 
was  that  obstruction?  There  were  a 
great  many  slip- shod  answers  to  that 
question,  covering  much  confusion  of 
thought.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had,  in  his 
effective  speech,  quoted  cases  of  repeated 
Divisions  as  instances  of  obstruction. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  referred  to  other  such 
cases.  He  (Mr.  Courtney)  did  not  re- 
gard many  speeches  and  repeated  Divi- 
sions as  necessarily  constituting  ob- 
struction, and  there  were  many  things 
which  had  been  called  obstruction  which 
were  not  obstruction  at  all.  It  would 
be  dangerous  to  attempt  to  define  it; 
but  he  would  say  that  it  did  not  consist 
in  making  many  or  long  speeches,  and 
in  taking  many  Divisions;  but  itconsisted 
in  doing  any  one  of  these  things,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  informing  the  mind  of 
the  House  or  bringing  it  to  consider  the 
question  at  issue,  or  of  informing  the 
mind  of  the  country,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  the  House  from  dealing 
with  the  question  before  it — simply  and 
solely  doing  so  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  Business  of  the  House 
being  done.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd),  in  his 
speech  on  the  previous  evening,  referred 
to  the  action  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  and  on  the  South  Africa 
Bill.     The  hon.   Member  seemed  to  be 

Mr,  Courtney 


of  opinion  that  the  conduct  of  hoo. 
Members  who  opposed  the  Irish  Church 
Bill  did  not  amount  to  obstruction,  but 
that  in  the  case  of  the  South  Africa 
Bill  there  was  obstruction,  pure  and 
transparent.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Courtney) 
was  of  exactly  the  contrary  opinion. 
Why?  Because  the  Irish  Church  Bill 
was  introduced  after  its  principle  had 
been  raised  in  a  previous  Parliament, 
and  a  General  Election  had  been 
taken  on  the  issue  involved  in  the 
question  with  which  it  dealt,  and  be- 
cause a  Parliament  had  been  elected 
with  a  view  to  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church.  The  principles  of  the 
Bill  having  been  thus  accepted,  there 
remained  nothing  to  do  but  to  discuss  its 
details ;  and  to  go  on  opposing  the  Bill 
simply  to  prevent  its  passing  was  unmia- 
takeable  obstruction.  If  anyone  en- 
deavoured to  stop  a  thing  only  because 
he  did  not  like  it,  he  was  obstructiog. 
But  in  the  case  of  the  South  Africa  BiU, 
how  totally  different  was  the  situation ; 
for  when  the  Bill  came  before  the  House 
there  were  not  10  Members  who  knew 
anything  about  it,  and  the  country  was 
absolutely  ignorant  on  the  subjeot. 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  was  the 
business  of  honest  men  to  stir  up  public 
opinion  both  in  the  House  and  out  of  it. 
He  held,  therefore,  that  when  the  South 
Africa  Bill  was  first  brought  in,  it  was 
not  obstructed,  whatever  obstraotion 
might  have  occurred  afterwards.  In 
what  did  obstruction  lie?  Not,  as  he 
had  said,  in  the  making  of  many 
speeches,  nor  in  the  making  of  speeches 
of  considerable  length,  but  in  the  motire 
with  which  they  were  made.  When  try- 
ing to  ascertain  whether  obstruction  was 
taking  place,  they  should  consider  whe- 
ther a  man  was  endeavouring  to  atop 
Business  to  give  expression  to  hia  own 
self-will  and  obstinacy,  or  trying  really 
to  improve  the  character  of  the  action 
of  the  House  by  making  it  more  de- 
liberate or  more  in  consonance  with  the 
opinion  of  the  country.  The  House 
would  see  how  judicial  and  deliberative 
should  be  the  temper  of  the  tribunal 
appointed  to  determine  queations  of 
obstruction.  In  dealing  with  this 
question  of  obstruction,  it  had  been  as- 
sumed that  they  must  rely  either  upon 
the  popular  vote  or  upon  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees.  The  popular  Tote  wma 
the  ancient,   constitutional,  xeoogniMd 


1688    PmrUam&nt^Bu9%neB9    [Febbuaby  27,  1880] 


of  the  House, 


1684 


method  of  procedure;  but  those  who 
understood  what  it  really  was  would  be 
Tery  alow  to  assent  to  its  acceptance 
as  a  means  of  meeting  obstruction.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  advocat- 
ing the  claims  of  that  mode  of  procedure, 
said  it  was  important  to  have  tne  opinion 
of  those  who  had  seen  and  known.  But 
was  the  popular  vote  the  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  those  who  had  seen  and 
known  ?  No,  it  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Thej  were  in  great  danger  from  obstruc- 
tion ;  but  they  would  be  in  greater 
danger  still  were  they  to  accept  the 
popular  vote  as  the  test  of  obstruction. 
The  result  in  practice  would  be  that 
when  the  bells  of  the  House  rang  hon. 
Members  would  flock  in  from  the  va- 
rious rooms  of  the  House  where  they  had 
dispersed,  to  decide  peremptorily  on  the 
conduct  of  a  man  whose  action,  which 
they  had  not  seen  or  watched,  might, 
perhaps,  be  of  the  most  patriotic  cha- 
racter— as  in  the  opposition  in  the  first 
stages  of  the  South  African  Bill.  Should 
they  then  be  driven  to  accept  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Speaker?  Was  that  the 
only  altematiye  ?  He  ventured  to  think 
that  it  would  be  very  injudicious  even  to 
expose  the  Speaker  to  the  odium  and 
difficidty  of  having  to  fasten  on  any 
particular  Member  and  point  to  him  as 
having  been  guilty  of  obstruction.  This 
course  involved  the  danger  of  placing 
the  Speaker  in  an  attitude  of  apparent 
hostility  to  a  section  of  the  House.  And 
then  there  was  this  difficulty — that  if 
they  were  to  invest  the  Sneaker  with  the 
authority  to  which  he  had  referred,  they 
must  invest  the  same  power  in  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  and  he  himnelf  drew 
an  immense  dilTerence  between  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. The  present  Chairman  was  a 
staunch  Party  man,  as  might  be  fully 
seen  from  his  speeches  at  Chester,  Lut 
had  always  preserved  an  admirable  im- 
partiality in  the  Chair.  They  could  not, 
however,  tell  what  kind  of  Chairman 
they  might  get  in  the  future ;  ho  might 
be  puxzle-headed  or  ineomiietent,  for  the 

S)sition  might  be  filled  by  many  hon. 
entlemeu  in  the  same  Sitting.  It 
should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  a 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  generally 
a  strong  Party  man,  so  that  it  would  be 
a  dangerous  btep  to  give  him  so  vast  a 
power  as  that  of  deciding  upon  the 
motives  of  a  particular  Menilx  r  ;  and  it 
should  also  be  reniembt  red  that  tlie.se 
obstructive  measures  wi  re  cliiefiy  adopted 

VOL  CCTi.        [thiup  sEini>.] 


in  Committee.     Eeasoning  in  this  way, 
I  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  had  been  drawn  to  the 
!  conclusion  that  the  best  way  to  meet  the 
difficulties  of  the  case  would  be  the  in- 
stitution of  a  Committee  of  Order.    The 
House,  as  had  been  said,  was  jealous  of 
I  its    authority ;    but,   in    spite    of   that 
jealousy,  it  had  always  parted  with  it 
j  in  forming   an  opinion  whenever    the 
rights  of  individuals  were  concerned ; 
and   why  should  it  not  do  so  in  this 
matter  too?    Private  Bills  were  rele- 
gated to  Committees  upstairs,  because 
they  affected  the  rights  of  individuals ; 
a  similar  practice  was  followed  when  a 
question  arose   as  to  whether  an  hon. 
Member  had  vacated  his  seat,  and  the 
Fame    course   was   adopted,  under  Mr. 
Grenville's  Act,  in  the   case  of  Elec- 
tion   Petitions,  in    order    that   private 
individuals  might  not  be  prejudiced  by 
a  chance  decision  of  the  House.     Now, 
the  question  of  obstruction  was  a  ques- 
tion involving  the  rights  of  individuals; 
and,  therefore,  following  the  precedents 
that  existed,  they  should  also  refer  ques- 
tions of  obstruction  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.    For  that  reason,  he  had  sug- 
gested that  when  a  Member  was  sup- 
posed to    offend    his    case   should    be 
examined  by  a  Committee  of  Order,  who 
should  repoi-t  to  the  House.     He  should 
not  enter  into  particulars  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee  he  proposed, 
as  they  were  in  print  and  spoke  for  them- 
selves.    In  this  way,  the  feebleness  of 
the  penalty  of  the  Hesolutions  of  the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer,   which 
everyone  had  remarked  upon,  would  be 
I  got  over,  for  the  House  would  never 
!  think  by  a  deliberate  vote  to  sentence  a 
I  man  to  only  one  day*8  silence.     It  was 
;  because  the  proposed  tribunal  was  not 
1  sufficiently    deliberative,    authoritative, 
:  and  final,  that  the  sentence  was  so  feeble. 
,  If  a   question   of   obstruction   were  re- 
ferred to  a  tribunal  that  would  have  the 
I  authority  of  a  Select  Committee  and  then 
I  r(?i)orted  as  a  real  case  of  obstruction, 
j  the  penalty   that  would  follow    would 
I  surely  be  greater  tban  one  of  suspension 
I  for  one  night.    Let  them  make  the  initial 
I  procedure  stronger,  and  they  would  be 
'  able  to  enforce  a  stronger  penalty.     Tho 
!  penalty,  ho  contended,  should  only  in- 
'  volve  the   silencing,  not    voting,    of  a 
Member,  because  by  speech  his  offence 
'  would  originate,   and  by   silencing   his 
speech   the  offmce  would  be  cund.     A 
ivAUi  f(tr  the  first  lime  niiglit  proj  erly  bo 
,  sus}  1  iH^td  for  a  fortnight  or  a  month. 
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The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal , 
appeared  also  to  be  open  to  condemn  a-  | 
tion  in  the  necessity  which  it  involved  of 
a  discussion  in  the  House  if  a  third 
offence  should  be  perpetrated.  Now, 
the  very  thing  which  ought  to  be 
avoided,  in  his  opinion,  was  the  pro- 
voking of  discussions  in  the  House  upon 
such  questions.  Let  the  original  ques- 
tion be  sent  to  the  tribunal  of  a  Com- 
mittee, and  let  the  Committee  determine 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  a  Member, 
and  then  let  the  penalty  for  the  offence 
be  inflicted  without  any  discussion  at 
all.  In  such  a  course  there  was  a  speedy 
and  sufficient  remedy.  He  did  not  mean, 
he  might  add,  to  move  his  plan  as 
an  Amendment  to  the  Eesolutions,  be- 
cause he  would  rather  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  plan  was 
tried.  But  he  wished  to  protest  against 
the  language  he  had  heard  from  several 
hon.  Members  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House  against  making  any  alteration  at 
all.  They  must  be  feeble  indeed  if  they 
were  to  listen  to  any  such  advice.  They 
must  be  terrified  indeed  at  what  had 
happened  at  Liverpool  and  elsewhere,  if 
they  could  not  consider  such  a  question 
of  detail  as  a  difference  between  sus- 
pension and  speaking.  When  the  House 
came  to  consider  the  details  of  the  plan 
of  the  Government  free  criticism  would, 
he  hoped,  be  applied  to  it,  so  that  it 
might  receive  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  thought  it  stood  in  need. 

Mfi.  BIGGAB  said,  he  thought  there 
was  a  great  likelihood  that  even-handed 
justice  would  not  be  dealt  out,  under  the 
proposed  Besolutions,  to  all  Members 
alike.  ICries  of  *'  Divide  !  "]  He  did 
not  at  all  recognize  the  propriety  of 
those  cries,  inasmuch  as  the  question 
under  discussion  was  one  of  all  others 
on  which  he  had,  he  thought,  a  right  to 
speak ;  for  he  had  been  pointed  to  as 
being  an  Obstructionist,  although  he  en- 
tirely denied  the  justice  of  the  imputa- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  duty  of  a 
minority,  he  believed  it  was  to  criticize 
the  preposterous  conduct  of  the  majo- 
rity. That  was  the  object  they  had  to 
serve.  The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  had  asserted  that  when- 
ever an  allegation  of  obstruction  was 
made  against  an  hon.  Gentleman  it  was 
the  conscience  or  instinct  of  the  House 
which  should  forman  opinion  on  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  there  had  been  really 
obstruction  or  not ;  but,  for  his  part,  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  thought  ifthe  question  was 


Jl/r.  Courinfy 


to  be  determined  by  the  instinct  of  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members,  or  even  the  in- 
stinct of  the  Speaker,  they  would  lose 
the  action  of  the  Lrish  constituencies  at 
the  approaching  General  Election.  Thus 
the  Government  were  already  election- 
eering on  a  grand  scale,  and  were  doing 
what  was  best  calculated  to  arouse  the 
passions  of  the  people  of  England  and 
turn  them  in  the  direction  most  likely  to 
serve  the  purposes  of  the  Tory  Party. 
The  Eesolutions  were  intended  to  serve 
something  more  than  a  mere  Party  cry. 
They  were  the  offspring  of  a  long-deli- 
berated, long-matured  plan,  for  the  exe- 
cution of  which  the  present  was  thought 
the  most  opportune  time.  The  Eesolu- 
tions were  the  machinery  of  a  system 
which  was  designed  to  enable  the  majo- 
rity of  that  House  to  subject  to  the 
indignity  of  enforced  silence  and  depri- 
vation of  legislative  functions  the  Re- 
presentatives of  Ireland  who  should 
have  the  temerity  to  press,  with,  what 
English  Members  would  call,  the  importu- 
nate earnestness  which  was  carried  on 
by  hon.  Members  of  the  Party  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw)  was  the  Leader.  Comment- 
ing upon  their  conduct,  the  newspapers 
to  which  he  had  referred  suggested  that 
penal  measures  should  be  resorted  to. 
Such  newspapers  were  not  acting  pro- 
perly, and  he  maintained  that  they  nad 
no  right  to  pay  any  attention  to  these 
irresponsible  writers.  Although  no  at- 
tempt had  been  made  to  define  ob- 
struction, several  instances  of  alleged 
obstruction  had  been  cited  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite; but  he  could  only  remember 
two  or  three  cases  where  there  had  been 
special  obstruction  practised.  One  was 
the  South  African  Bill.  When  that 
Bill  was  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  no  explanation,  so  far  as  he 
could  recollect,  was  offered  by  him  as  to 
the  objects  it  had  in  view.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  understood  the 
whole  question,  and,  believing  it  was  an 
objectionable  BiU,  he  opposed  it  in  a 
most  determined  manner.  The  result 
was  that  the  Government,  joined  by  the 
front  Opposition  Bench,  came  to  an  un- 
derstandmg  that  they  would  force  theBill 
through  the  House.  What  followed? 
The  measure  was  passed  in  a  slipshod 
manner,  without  proper  examination,  and 
the  consequences  were  most  misohieToas. 
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This  coantrj  lost  Beveral  millions  of 
money  and  a  large  number  of  British 
soldiers.  Another  Bill  on  which  it  was 
said  there  was  obstruction  was  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Begulation  Bill,  which 
was  discussed  at  great  length.  A  dis- 
cussion was  raised,  chiefly  through  the 
efforts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
rlir.  Pamell),  on  the  question  of 
flogging.  That  question  of  flogging  was  | 
debated  in  Committee  on  Amendment  I 
after  Amendment.  A  great  deal  of  time 
was  consumed  ;  but  the  result  was  that 
the  front  Opposition  Bench  made  it  a 
Party  question,  and  flogging  in  the 
Army  was  abolished.  In  these  cases  of 
so-called  obstruction  the  public  interest 
was  served ;  and,  therefore,  it  could  not 
properly  be  called  obstruction.  He 
did  not  profess  to  give  a  definition  of 
the  word ;  but  he  understood  it  very  well. 
He  did  not  think  hon.  Members  could 
be  fairly  charged  with  obstruction,  if 
they  moved  to  report  Progress  at  a  late 
hour  of  the  night,  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  thoroughly  tired.  It  was  remark- 
able that  the  charge  had  been  brought 
against  hon.  Members  only  for  obstruc- 
tion when  the  House  was  in  Committee. 
At  Buch  times,  he  supposed,  there  was 
more  freedom  of  discussion  and  more 
liability  of  Members  on  the  Govern- 
ment side  to  get  excited  and  to  bring 
these  charges  of  obstruction.  For  him- 
self, he  was  not  annoyed  at  seeing  these 
stringent  Bules  being  passed,  because  he 
thought  the  day  was  not  far  distant  when 
the  people  of  England  and  Ireland, 
who  nad  the  power  of  returning  Eepro- 
sentatives  to  that  House,  would  turn  the 
tide  against  many  of  its  present  Mem- 
bers. When  that  day  came  they  would 
see  a  far  diflerent  House  of  Commons 
from  that  they  had  at  present ;  and  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite,  probably,  would 
like  to  be  at  liberty  themselves  to  im- 
pede the  progress  of  those  great  reforms 
which  were  impending,  and  which,  in 
accordance  with  their  traditional  policy, 
they  might  bo  desirous  of  opposing. ! 
Probably  they  would  some  day  have  a  | 
House  which  might  carry  a  Bill  to  abo-  < 
lish  the  House  of  Lords,  and  also  to  I 
abolish  Irish,  and  possibly  English,  land- ' 
lords.  Then  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  ! 
now  seemed  so  anxious  to  make  a ', 
ttrinffent  Pule  against  Irish  Members  | 
would  be  less  desirous  to  see  such  a  Kulo 
carried  into  effect.  He  certainly  had  on 
manv  occasions  called  t)ie  attention  of 
the  Speaker  to  the  fact  that  40  Members 


were  not  present ;  but  it  was  always  on 
public  grounds.  It  was  little  in  accord- 
ance with  their  theories  of  the  conduct  of 
Public  Business  to  see  an  able  Member 
of  the  House  addressing  two  or  three  of 
his  fellow-Members  only,  and  for  that 
reason  he  had  occasionally  resorted  to 
the  machinery  of  a  count  to  procure  an 
audience  for  his  hon.  Friends.  But  he 
had  never  moved  a  count  for  the  sake  of 
wasting  time.  He  did  not  object  to  the 
half-past  12  Hule,  because  it  was  a  very 
salutary  one,  and  it  made  it  impossible 
for  a  Bill  to  pass  without  some  explana- 
tion being  given.  As  for  breaches  of 
Order,  it  was  not  easy  for  a  private 
Member  to  avoid  occasionally  committing 
them — the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
himself  had  tripped — but  he  did  not  re- 
member a  single  case  of  the  ruling  of 
the  Chair  being  set  at  defiance ;  and, 
therefore,  the  Besolutions  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  uncalled 
for  and  unnecessary.  It  was  the  duty 
of  hon.  Members  to  criticize  everything 
which  came  before  the  House,  and  criti- 
cism was  not  obstruction,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  spoken  of  obstruc- 
tion ;  but  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  same  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  frequently 
**  talked  out "  Irish  Bills  on  Wednesday 
afternoons.  The  obstruction  had  been 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  he 
denied  that  he  or  any  of  his  Colleagues 
had  been  guilty  of  it.  More  time  was 
wasted  by  the  Government  in  their  con- 
duct of  Public  Business  than  was  wasted 
by  all  the  Irish  Members. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BIGGAE,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  efl'ect  that  no  charge  of  ob- 
struction should  be  brought  against  hon. 
Members,  if  after  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning  they  made  repeated  Motions 
for  adjournment,  said,  his  object  in 
doing  so  was  to  enable  hon.  Members  to 
do  so  without  being  liable  to  a  charge 
of  obstruction. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1, 
after  the  word  **  whenever,"  to  insert 
tlio  words  ••  before  one  o'clock  a.m.** — 
(J/r.  Jiiggar.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Mi:.  RPEAKER  pointed  out  that  the 
Ami  imIimi  lit  as  it  a}>pcarcd  on  the  Paper 

'Mi  2  ^Second Night'] 
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referred  to  "  one  o'clock  p.m."  He  sup- 
posed the  hoD.  Member  meant  a.m. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  it  was  a  mis- 
take of  the  printer.  He  intended  to  use 
the  letters  a.m. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJER  said,  he  was  unable  to  agree  to 
the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  afford  universal  licence  to  Mem- 
bers after  1  o'clock.  He  did  not  think  the 
Repolution  would  prevent  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  either  before  or  after  that  hour. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  para- 
graph which  appeared  in  The  Standard 
newspaper  of  Uiis  morning,  and  which 
says — **  We  are  informed  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  receipt  of  a  telegram  from 
Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Biggar  has  resolved  " 

[Cries  of  Order  I  "2 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 

the  hon.  Member  that  the  House  is  now 

considering  a  specific  Amendment,  and 

that  any  observations  made  should  be 

relevant  to  that  Amendment. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  regretted  he  was 
not  in  the  House  when  the  Amendment 
was  proposed.  It  was  an  Amendment 
which  he  thought  was  not  worth  a 
minute's  consideration.  The  House  had 
passed  a  Standing  Order  that  no  op- 
posed Business  should  be  taken  after 
half-past  12  o'clock  at  night,  and  the 
Amendment  would  invite  all  kinds  of  con- 
troversy after  1  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  remarked,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  seemed 
to  have  taken  up  obstruction  as  his  hSte 
noire,  vice  the  Jesuits  deposed ;  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  apparently,  knew  as 
little  about  the  one  subject  as  he  did 
about  the  other.  The  Amendment  would 
undoubtedly  give  general  license  after  1 
o'clock  ;  but  if  it  was  somewhat  wide  in 
its  scope  in  that  respect,  so  was  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  it  was  for  that 
reason  it  was  proposed.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  that  important  Business 
ought  not  to  be  taken  aner  that  hour. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  did  not  rise  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  but  to  make  an 
observation  on  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  did 
not  apprehend  that  the  new  Bule  would 
supersede  the  old  ones.  This  was  anew 
Bule;  but  the  method  of  procedure  it 
supplied  was  simply  cumulative  on  for- 
mer methods,  which  would  remain  in- 

Mr,  Speaker 


tact ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  correct  to 
say  that  there  would  be  universal  licence 
after  1  o'clock,  if  the  new  Bule  then 
ceased  to  be  operative. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  14;  Noes 
290:  Majority  276.— (Div.  list,  No.  28.) 

Mb.    O'DONNELL,    in   moving    an 
Amendment  providing  that  at  least  100 
Members  of  the  House  should  be  present 
during  the  act  relied  for  to  constitute  an 
offence  of  the  character  contemplated  by 
the  proposed  Bule,  said,  he  had  no  desire 
to  press  this  Amendment  to  a  division,  if 
he  received  some  satisfactory  assurance 
from  the  Government  on  the  subject; 
but  he  required  some  assurance  from  Her 
Majesty's    Ministers    that    they  would 
themselves  provide  such  Amendments  as 
would  make  it  a  matter  of  comparatively 
little  importance  whether  it  was  a  large 
or  a  small  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  present  durine  the  commission 
of  the  alleged  offence.    In  such  a  manner 
to  proceed  with  a  very  small  and  limited 
House  would   simply  be  to  bind  over 
Members  and  constituents    alike  to  a 
blind,  or  rather  purblind  vote,  which 
would  neither,  in  reality,  solve  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  nor  conduce  to  the  dignity 
of  the  House,  and  which  might  mfliot 
irreparable  wrong  upon  a  man  for  some 
alleged  offence  of  which  he  was  really 
innocent,  and  on  which,  if  he  were  guilty, 
he  ought  in  justice  to  have  a  right  and 
fair  trial.    If,  on  the  other  hand,  a  series 
of  offences  took  place  in  a  full  House, 
before  a  larg^  number  of  witnesses,  then 
whatever  might  be  formally  incorrect  and 
improper  in  the  situation  in  the  passing 
of  sentence  upon  a  Member  without  any 
previous  opportunity  of  explanation  or 
defence  would  disappear.    Bat  the  fact 
that  80  or  100  Members  could  speak  as 
to  the  conduct  which  had  been  pursued 
— [Interruption] — with  great  respect  to 
that  hon.  House,  he  ventured  to  submit 
that  during  the  present  debate,  full  of 
such  grave  consequences  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers themselves,  hon.  Gentlemen  ought 
not  to  indulge  in  private  conversation. 
He    had  been  endeavouxing  conscien- 
tiously to  discuss  the  question  before  the 
Chair,  and  he  did  not  think  that  up  to 
the  present  time  he  had  wasted  a  single 
moment  in  that  object.    He  trusted  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  called  upon, 
as  they  were  now,  not  merely  to  act  in 
the  ordinary  capacity  of  Members  of 
Parliament,  but  to  act  somewhal  in  a 


1641    Pwrliafmnt — Business     (Febbuaby  27,  1880] 


of  the  House, 


164  2 


judicial  capacity,  would  preserve  some- 
what of  the  decorum  of  the  Judicial 
Bench.  He  was  saying,  when  inter- 
rupted, that  if  there  was  a  good  House, 
consisting  of  the  number  of  Members  he 
had  named,  a  good  many  objections  sug- 
gested by  the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  disappear  in 
practice.  In  such  a  case,  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  fairly  trust  his  case  to  the 
judgment  of  those  who  had  been  the 
witnesses  of  his  conduct  during  the  even- 
ing; but  if  they  were  only  to  have  a 
handful  of  hon.  Gentlemen — if  there  was 
to  be  no  explanation  or  discussion,  and 
if  hon.  Members  were  to  be  called  up 
from  the  Smoking  Boom,  the  Library, 
St.  Stephen's  Club,  and  other  places,  to 
rote  about  what  they  knew  nothing,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  provide  some 
precaution  against  the  exercise  of  any 
such  arbitrary  power.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  omnipotent  and  could  do  everything. 
But  though  the  House  of  Commons  could 
do  everything,  it  did  not  follow  that  the 
House  should  do  anything  without  dis- 
crimination. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after 
the  word  **  Member,"  to  insert  the  words 
*'  at  least  one  hundred  Members  being 
present."— (i/r.  O'DonnelL) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

TiTE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  the  object  of  the  Eeso- 
lution  was  to  enable  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  to  enforce  his  decision  as  to 
the  orderly  or  disorderly  conduct  of  any 
Member,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  possible  to  limit  that  power  in  the 
way  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member.  If 
the  power  was  one  which  ouglit  to  bo 
given  at  all,  it  was  one  which  ought 
to  be  exercised  when  the  House  was 
complete  for  Public  Business — that  was 
to  say,  when  there  were  40  Members 
present.  Without,  therefore,  entering 
into  the  other  questions  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  raised,  and  which  could 
be  discussed  on  other  Amendments,  he 
had  only  to  say  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  one  now  proposed. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  in 
answering  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

auer,  that  no  power  was  conferred  on 
ie  Speaker  by  the  Amendment,  and, 
theretore,  no  power  was  taken  away  by 
ill  adoption.    He  would  suggest  that  no 


vote  should  be  taken  unless  40  Members 
were  present  when  the  Speaker  named 
the  offending  Member.  It  was  well 
known  that  when  the  division  boll  rang 
many  hon.  Members  from  the  Library 
i  and  elsewhere  always  flocked  in,  and,  in 
cases  of  this  kind,  would  vote  as  to  an 
offence  which  they  were  supposed  to  have 
witnessed,  but  of  which  they  knew  ac- 
tually nothing. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  there  were  three 
ways  of  getting  out  of  the  difficulty — 
leaving  the  matter  altogether  in  the 
hands  of  the  Speaker;  next,  shutting 
and  locking  the  door  when  a  Member 
was  named,  and  allowing  no  Member 
to  enter  until  a  vote  had  been  taken ; 
and,  thirdly,  allowing  the  Member  to 
defend  himself  before  the  House  pro- 
nounced judgment. 

Mr.  SHAW  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  make  a  concession  on  the 
point  under  discussion.  The  whole  thing 
was  an  experiment,  and  it  should  have 
a  fair  trial.  It  was  very  undesirable  that 
hon.  Members  who  knew  nothing  of  a 
particular  case  should  yet  be  allowed  to 
pronounce  judgment  upon  it;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  prefer  that  the  whole 
responsibility  should  be  loft  with  the 
Speaker. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the  Ee- 
solution  of  which  he  had  given  Notice 
was  in  accordance  with  the  practice  of  that 
House,  which  had  always  been  that  no 
Member  should  be  suspended  from  his 
functions  unless,  after  due  notice,  the 
House  came  to  a  decision  upon  his  case. 
He  did  feel  that  this  Ilesolution  was 
casting  upon  the  Speaker  an  invidious 
and  summary  jurisdiction ;  and  unless 
that  jurisdiction  were  supported  by  tho 
House  upon  a  division  tho  position  of  the 
Speaker  would  be  intolerable.  He  must 
beg  the  House  to  forgive  him  for  urging 
that  this  Hesolution  was  a  departure 
from  its  practice  of  many  hundreds  of 
years,  during  which  it  had  never 
allowed  tho  Privileges  of  the  meanest  of 
its  Members,  or  tho  Kepresentatives  of 
the  meanest  of  its  constituencies,  to  be 
interfered  with  without  passing  delibe- 
rate judgment  on  the  question. 

Major  O'GORMAN  rose  to  Order. 
What  did  the  hon.  Member  mean  by 
mean  constituencies?  Did  he  refer  to 
North  Warwickshire  ? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  his 
words  wore  intended  to  support  the  ar- 
gument of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
van.     Ho  said  that  the  House  would  not 
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allow  the  meanest  of  its  Members,  or  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  meanest  of  its 
constituencies— - 

MA.J0R  D'aORMA^N:  Exactly.  I 
rise  to  Order  again.  Sir,  I  maintain 
there  is  no  such  thing  known  to  the 
Constitution  as  a  mean  constituency. 

Mr.  NEWDEQATEsaid,  that  he  was 
endeavouring  to  urge  that  by  the  prac- 
tice of  this  House  no  Member,  or  the  ' 
Representative    of    no     onstituoncy —  ! 
— [Major  O'GoRMAN :  Bravo  I] — was  in-  | 
terfered  with  in  the  exercise  of  his  Pri-  ' 
vileges  until  found  guilty  by  the  House 
after  due  deliberation.     He  humbly  con- 
ceived  that  he   was  putting    the   case 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
yan  in  the  strongest  manner  he  could. 
He  did  think  that  the  proceedings  sug- 

gested  by  the  Notice  of  the  right  hon. 
rentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  a  means  of  exercising  a  very 
summary  jurisdiction,    and   constituted 
an  arbitrary  interference  with  the  rights 
not  only  of  Members  of  this  House,  but 
of  their  constituents  also,  which  was  not 
adequately  protected  by  the  very  slight 
remedy  which  was  added.     Because  he 
felt  that  it  was  an  interference  with  the 
privileges  of  hon.  Members,  he  should 
object  to  the  words  **  or  otherwise."-  He 
thought  that  the  adoption  of  those  words 
would  be  inflicting  penalties  infinitely 
more  severe  than  the  nature  of  the  case 
demanded.     He  did  not  think  that  any 
measure  of  expulsion  should  be   sanc- 
tioned by  the  House  which  superseded 
the  long  standing  privileges  of  Members 
to  have  their  cases  heard  and  determined 
by  the  House   after  due   notice.     He 
trusted  the  House  would  forgive  him  for 
urging  upon  it  that,  if  he  rightly  under- 
stood  the  words  of  the  Kesolution,  it 
cast  the  duty  of  acting  judicially  and 
after  notice  in  the  infliction  of  penalties 
upon  hon.   Members   upon  the  Chair, 
without  the  Member  in  question  having 
notice.     They  were  asked,  therefore,  to 
curtail  the  judicial  action  of  the  House 
always  exercised  after  due  notice,  and  to 
put  the  power  of  condemnation  and  of 
inflicting  penalties,  which  might  be  for 
the  gravest  oflences,   upon  the  Chair, 
supported  by  a  division   taken  imme- 
diately and  without  notice.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  there  would  be  two  manifest 
defects  in  this  Eesolution ;  and  he  could 
not  think  that  the  House  would  be  act- 
ing wisely  in  extending  the  purview  of 
this  Besolution    to  undefinea    offences 
which  the  words  *'  or  otherwise  "  would 

Mr,  N$wd$g€te 


cover.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  be  quite 
sufficient  to  limit  the  Resolution  to  the 
offence  of  obstruction. 

Mr.  FINIGANsaid,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
did  not  meet  with  the  acceptance  of  the 
House    three    alternative    propositions 
had  been  placed  before  it,  ana  would, 
he  hoped,  receive  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  the  House.     He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  very  carefully  consider  the 
principles  of  the  Amendment  then  before 
it.     It  would,  indeed,  be  a  sorry  spec- 
tacle for  the  British  House  of  Commons 
to  present  to  the  strangers  in  the  Gal- 
leries, or  to  the  Press  over  the  Speaker's 
Chair,  to  put  upon  them  the  duty  of  re- 
cording that  a  Member  had  been  sus- 
E ended  from  the  Privileges  of  the  House 
ecause  he  had — perhaps  through  too 
fine  a  sense  of  duty — been  led  into  what 
might  be  judged  by  the  Chair  to  be  an 
act  of  obstruction.     It  would  be  much 
worse  if  that  occurred  in  a  small  House 
which  should  be  called  upon  to  judge 
the    case.      Hon.  Members   would   be 
hurried  into  the  House   without    hav- 
ing heard  the  previous  parts  of  the  de- 
bate, or  without  having  witnessed  or, 
perhaps,  he  might  even  g^  so  far  as  to 
say,  without  being  willing  to  witness, 
or  willing  to  listen  to,  any  of  the  remarks 
which  constituted  the  alleged  obstructive 
conduct  of  the  offending  Member.     He 
thought  that  it  would  be  in  derogation 
of  the  spirit  of  British  or  English  fair 
play  for  the  House  to  condemn  any  Mem- 
ber without  giving  him  an  opportunity 
of  explanation,  or  without  giving  the 
House  itself  a  legitimate  opportunity  of 
forming  a  sound  and  fair  judgment  as  to 
whether  the  Member  was  guilty  of  the 
alleged  offence  or  not.     Hon.  Members 
upon  that  side  of  the  House,  and  parti- 
cularly the  hon.  Members  with  whom  he 
was  connected,  would  not  allow  any  cries 
of  **  Divide,  divide !  "  or  other  interrup- 
\  tions  to  interfere  between  them  and  their 
i  duty.     He  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
I  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezche- 
I  quer  would  make  some  compromise  based 
,  on  justice  and  in  the  spirit  of  fair  play 
with  those  who  differed  from  him  on  the 
'  subject  of  these  Resolutions.     He  was 
'  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  would  accept  that  compro- 
mise ;  and  it  would  show  the  House,  and 
would  show  not  only  to  England  but  to 
Ireland,   against  which  this  putkniltr 
measure  of  legislation  was  aimed,  that^ 
at  all  events,  u  any  of  its 
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tiyes  did  err,  they  would  not  be  judged  in 
an  unjust  or  unfair  manner.  {[He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see 
his  way  to  make  some  compromise. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  that 
he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
a  hope  that  the  Government  would 
accept  the  proposition  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
0*Shaughnessy)  that  there  should  be  at 
least  a  quorum — that  was,  40  Members 
— ^present  when  the  House  was  sum- 
moned to  decide  upon  any  case.  What 
did  that  proposition  involve  ?  It  only 
involved  the  necessity  of  a  quorum  of 
Members  being  kept  in  the  House  by 
whoever  was  in  charge  of  the  Business 
of  the  House.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
that  was  a  very  simple  requirement,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  very  proper  one 
to  accede  to.  He  did  not  think  that 
they  ought  to  sit  there  and  quietly  allow 
these  Hesolutions  to  be  passed  without 
any  guarantee  that  there  might  not  be 
more  than  four  or  five  Members  present 
when  questions  of  this  character  wore 
decided.  It  would  be  so  easy  to  prevent 
that  happening  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  that  he  hesitated 
to  believe  that  the  concession  would  be 
withheld.  That  was  the  first  occasion  on 
which  he  had  spoken  during  the  course 
of  the  debate,  and  he  had  hoped  that 
it  would  have  concluded  without  his 
having  to  do  so.  Ho  should  have  wished 
that  the  matter  had  been  presented  to 
the  House  in  a  less  objectionable  form. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  there  was  a 
great  principle  involved  in  the  ques- 
tion. During  the  present  Session  he 
had  heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  •  Cambridgo- 
Bhire  (Mr.  Bodwell)  make  a  speech, 
tinder  circumstances  which  seemed  to 
him  to  be  an  illustration  of  the  argument 
he  was  offering  to  the  House.  That  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  speaking  to  a 
House  composed  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  two 
other  hon.  Members.  What  judgment 
could  hon.  Members  come  to  upon  wliat 
had  been  going  on  in  the  House  in  a  case 
such  as  he  mentioned,  when  they  wore 
only  summoned  to  it  by  the  division  bell  ? 
Ought  not  those  Members  to  have  been 

5 resent  who  were  to  sit  in  judgment?  It 
id  seem  to  him  that  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  was  a  proper 
one,  and  that  it  was  only  right  that  on  an 
occasion  so  solemn  as  that  of  depriving 
a  Member  of  his  privileges  and  his  con- 
•titaents  of  his  vote,  and,  therefore,  of  ^ 


their  franchise,  that  a  quorum  of  the 
House  should  be  present,  and  that  that 
quorum  should  have  witnessed  what  had 
occurred.  He  trusted  that  there  might 
be  no  counting  into  Lobbies  on  this 
occasion,  for  the  greater  the  amount 
of  spontaneous  concession  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  framing  this  Rule  the  better 
would  it  be  received  by  the  country,  and 
the  bettor  would  it  act  in  the  long  run. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  said,  that  in 
discussing  the  Resolution  he  could  not  be 
accused  of  obstructing  Public  Business, 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  promised  that 
every  opportunity  should  be  given  to  hon. 
Members  to  consider  the  Resolution. 
With  the  greatest  deference  to  the 
House,  he  said  it  had  no  idea  what  kind 
of  obstruction  that  Resolution  was  di- 
rected against.  He  wished  to  state  one 
reason  why  he  thought  the  Amendment 
should  not  be  put  to  the  House ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  did  think  there  was 
so  much  in  the  observations  that  had 
fallen  from  Irish  Members  as  to  the  in- 
justice liable  to  be  put  upon  a  Member, 
if  the  Resolution  was  carried  as  it  stood, 
that  he  would  add  his  entreaty  to  the 
Government  not  to  put  the  matter 
entirely  into  the  hands  of  the  mojority 
of  the  House.  As  had  been  said,  the 
occasions  when  the  Resolution  would  be 
put  in  force  would  be  very  solemn  ones, 
and  such  as  would  require  the  attend- 
ance of  a  quorum.  It  was  impossible  to 
lay  down  any  rule  as  to  the  presence 
of  Members.  When  an  occurrence  of  this 
kind  might  happen  at  any  moment  and 
without  warning  it  would  be  absurd  to 
insist  that  a  quorum  of  the  House  should 
always  be  present,  or  otherwise,  that  the 
Speaker  should  not  be  able  of  his  own 
Motion  to  enforce  Order  in  the  Assembly. 
Ho  believed  that  to  every  Member  of  the 
House  the  decision  of  the  Speaker  would 
carry  perfect  satisfaction  at  all  times,  and 
that  if  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion  the 
Speaker  were  to  put  in  force  the  Reso- 
lution, there  would  be  no  dissatisfaction 
on  any  side.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the 
decision  rested  with  the  majority  of  tlio 
House  there  would  be  considerable  dig- 
satisfaction,  and  a  feeling  might  ari.so 
that  Monibors  had  been  unjustly  treated 
by  their  political  opponents.  It  would 
be  said,  as  well  outside  the  House  as 
in,  that  hon.  Members  were  hurried  up 
without  having  heard  the  occurrence 
that  had  given  rise  to  the  Motion,  and 
without  knowing  anything  of  the  merits 
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of  the  case,  to  give  their  vote  against .  only  utterlv  contrary  to  all  Parliamen- 
a  particular  individual.  It  must  be  ;  tary  precedent,  but  was  conceived  in  a 
remembered  that  the  Resolution  might  :  spirit  which  was  quite  foreign  to  the 
affect  those  who  acted  entirely  from  j  English  law.  A  Member  accused  was  not 
conscientious  motives ;  and  it  was  not  ,  to  be  allowed  an  opportunity  of  vindi- 
against  such  he  was  sure  that  the  Go-  \  eating  himself  from  the  charges  made 
yemment  wished  tn  proceed.  It  seemed  .  against  him.  What  was  the  proud  boa&t 
to  him  the  simple  way  out  of  the  difE-  j  of  British  law,  but  that  no  man  should 
culty  was  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  |  be  condemned  unheard.  But  now  the 
Speaker,  in  whom  they  all  had  absolute  !  honour  and  privileges  of  a  Member  of 
cfmfidence,  the  decision  as  to  whether  a  ,  that  House  were  to  be  sulnected  to  de- 
Member  had  been  guilty  of  obstruction  I  privation  at  the  hands  of  Gentlemen 
or  not.  j  who  might  not  be  present  or  know  any- 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  that  some  hon.  '  thing  at  all  as  to  the  matter  in  oontro- 
Members  had  stated  that  Irish  Members,  '  versy  or  nature  of  the  offence  which 
of  whom  he  was  one,  did  not  care  in  the  ,  they  were  to  punish  by  their  votes, 
least  for  the  decisions  of  that  House,  i  He  did  not  Jcnow  whether  anyone 
When  he  became  a  Member  of  that  ;  had  taken  the  trouble  to  read  the 
House,  six  years  ago,  he  knew  nothing  -  terms  of  the  Resolution ;  but  it  seemed 
of  the  decisions  of  that  House ;  but  he  |  to  him  to  go  far  beyond  any  question 
had  since  had  considerable  experience  j  of  obstruction.  A  Member  might  be 
with  regard  to  them.      He  should  be  i  subjected  to  the  punishment  provided  by 


disposed  to  think  that  if  the  decisions  of 
the  House  were  to  be  given  by  hon. 
Members  who  knew  nothing  whatever  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  upon  which 
they  were  voting  that  they  would  not 
merit  any  consideration  at  his  hands. 
Yet  that  would  be  the  position  of  the 
matter  if  the  Resolution  were  agreed  to, 
for  the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  would 
be  at  the  mercy  of  a  majority  who  knew 
nothing  whatever  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  p.  martin  said,  that  he  was 
amongst  those  hon.  Members  who  con- 
sidered that  nothing  could  be  more  inju- 
rious to  the  interests  of  Ireland  than 
obstruction  in  the  sense  of  a  personal 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House  by  the 
discussion  of  irrelevant  matters.  But, 
to  bo  effective,  a  Resolution  of  the  pre- 
sent character  ought  to  be  considered  as 


the  Resolution,  not  only  for  abusing  the 
Forms  of  the  House  by  what  was  called 
obstruction,  but  for  any  other  offence, 
as  indicated  by  the  words  "  or  other- 
wise." Therefore,  if  in  the  heat  of  de- 
bate, or  in  the  excitement  of  argument, 
an  hon.  Member  were  taunted  by  the 
other  side,  and  was  tempted  into  any 
slight  abuse  or  transgression  of  the 
ordinary  Rules  of  debate,  he  might 
be  subjected  to  this  punishment.  It 
might  be  urged  that  the  Speaker  stood, 
to  a  certain  extent,  as  a  protector  of  the 
hon.  Members ;  but  if  tne  Speaker  was 
to  protect  hon.  Members,  why  not  Invest 
the  slight  power  in  him?  He  could 
thoroughly  well  understand  the  proposi- 
tion that  an  absolute  power  of  this  lund 
was  to  be  vested  in  the  Speaker.  But  the 
provisions  of  this  Resolution  seemed  to 


fair  and  impartial.  But  if  the  terms  of  I  him  to  be  a  sham.  If  the  Speaker  or  the 
this  Resolution  were  to  be  forced  on  Chairman  of  Committees  was  to  name 
the  House  by  the  Government  it  would  '  an  hon.  Member,  then  Members  were  to 
not  be  so  considered  by  the  people  of ,  bo  summoned  from  different  parts  of  the 
Ireland.  As  the  Resolution  stood,  the  House,  and  from  half-a-dosen  clubs,  to 
punishment  intended  to  be  inflicted  by  ,  vote  upon  a  question  as  to  which  they 
the  Resolution  was  placed  in  the  hands  j  knew  nothing.  What  were  hon.  Mem- 
of  a  majority,  who  might  use  the'Reso-  '  bors  to  do  under  those  circumstances  ? 
lution  as  a  means  of  Party  spite.  Under  ;  If  they  knew  nothing  whatever  about 
those  circumstances,  he  asked  the  House  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  it  would 
why  they  had  not  heard  from  the  Troa- 1  obviously  be  their  duty  to  record  their 
sury  Bench  one  single  word  of  answer  \  vote  in  support  of  the  Chair ;  and,  more- 
to  the  forcible  remonstrances  of  the  hon.  i  over,  it  would  also  be  the  duty  of  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaugh-  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
nessy)  and  others  ?  He  could  not  un- .  the  Exchequer  to  move  a  Resolution  in 
derstand  why  an  answer  had  not  been  |  support  of  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
ffiven  to  the  grave  objections  which  had  i  As  understood,  from    observations 

been  offered  to  the  Resolution  ir  lipon  the  other  side  of  the  House, 

present  shape.    The  Resolution  wi  the  intention  to  punish  a  mere 
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inadvertent  transgression;  but  it  was  de- 
sired to  punish  organized  obstruction, 
which  had  for  its  object  the  destruction 
of  the  authority  of  that  House,  and 
bringing  it  into  disrepute.  But  the  Go- 
yemment  was  not  satisfied  with  vesting 
authority  in  the  Speaker ;  they  went 
further,  and  said  that  they  required 
Bomething  more — namely,  a  vote  of  the 
House  in  aid  of  the  Speaker.  Had  they 
not  sufficient  confidence  in  the  Speaker 
to  give  him  the  sole  control  and  autho- 
rity in  this  matter?  Did  they  believe 
that  the  Speaker  would  not  temperately 
and  wisely  exercise  the  discretion  vested 
in  him  ?  He  did  not  understand  how  an 
honourable  man  could  reconcile  it  to  his 
conscience  to  say  that  a  Member  of  the 
House  had  been  guilty  of  a  Parliamen- 
tary offence,  when  ho  knew  nothing 
about  it.  Was  that  the  way  in  which 
in  an  ordinary  Constitutional  manner 
the  laws  of  England  were  enforced 
against  a  person?  Was  it  ever  the 
custom  that  a  person  could  bo  con- 
demned unheard?  He  would  refer  to 
the  ordinary  rules  which  governed  trial 
by  jury.  No  one  ever  heard  that  juries 
should  be  allowed  to  decide  without 
having  heard  any  portion  of  the  trial  or 
any  part  of  the  evidence.  Ho  did  not 
Bee  any  reason  why  a  Member  of  that 
House  should  be  placed  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion with  regard  to  his  privileges  than 
an  ordinary  criminal  was  when  accused 
of  the  vilest  offences.  He  had  listened 
with  the  greatest  possible  attention  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  intro- 
ducing this  Eesolution,  and  he  made  use 
of  the  words  **  that  tlio  Members  who 
were  present  would  have  the  decision 
upon  the  question."  But  he  had  gone 
over  the  Kesolution  very  carefully,  and  j 
it  was  plain  the  powers  of  suspension  i 
was  not  confined  to  the  Members  who 
were  present.  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  could  look  upon  the  Resolution  as  no- 
thing but  a  sham  provision,  which  pro- 
fessed, but  really  did  not  give,  fair  play 
to  hon.  Members  accused  of  obstruction. 
Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that : 
as  to  the  complaint  that  the  Government 
had  made  no  answer  to  the  speeches,  they 
•eomed  to  him  to  have  travelled  very  wide 
of  the  subject ;  and  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  already  given  the  re- 
ply of  the  Government  when  the  Amend- 
ment was  moved,  he  did  not  think  thov 
oould  fairly  be  blamed  for  not  embark- 
ing on  the  very  wide  Held  which  had 


been  travelled  over,  especially  as  the 
principle  of  the  Resolution  nad  been 
accepted.  The  Amendment,  that  100 
Members  must  be  present  before  the 
Speaker  could  name  any  individual 
Member,  anyone  must  see  would  destroy 
the  effect  of  tho  whole  Resolution ;  but 
hon  Members  who  did  support  this  im- 
portant contention  maintained  that,  if 
this  was  not  accepted,  then  another 
Amendment  lower  down  on  the  Paper 
might  be  worthy  of  support ;  but  surely 
they  were  not  to  be  called  upon  to  argue 
upon  suppositious  Amendments,  and  the 
House  could  not  complain  if  the  Govern- 
ment discussed  each  Amendment  as 
it  came  up.  Hon.  Members  spoke  as 
if  the  authority  of  the  Speaker  must  be 
regarded  as  altered ;  but,  practically, 
the  effect  of  the  Resolution  was  that 
after  tho  Speaker  had  named  a  Member 
as  guilty  of  this  particular  offence  the 
Houso  would  be  summoned  to  come  to  a 
decision  as  to  the  penalty  to  follow.  He 
was  taunted  with  the  fact  that  this  was 
a  Resolution  of  tho  Government — and, 
no  doubt,  it  was ;  but  why  did  they  pro- 
pose it  ?  Because  it  was  in  principle 
the  Resolution  suggested  by  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  in  the  year  1878. 
The  principle  of  this  Amendment  was 
discussed  at  great  length  on  the  previous 
evening.  In  the  discussion  of  that  after- 
noon, he  did  not  think  he  had  heard 
any  further  arguments  which  would  be 
sufficient  to  induce  the  Government  to 
depart  from  the  Motion  which  they 
had  submitted  to  the  Houso.  The  only 
reason  why  the  authority  of  tho  House 
was  called  in  after  Mr.  Speaker  had  de- 
clared a  Meni])er  guilty  of  obstruction 
was  to  carry  out  the  old  Constitutional 
princi2)le  that  the  Speaker  was  tho  organ, 
and  not  tho  dictator,  of  tho  House ;  to 
clotlie  the  decision  he  had  already  given 
witli  the  further  sancticm  of  the  House, 
and  to  bring  upcm  the  offending  Member, 
in  tho  most  formal  manner  possible,  the 
decision  of  the  Speaker  and  the  House. 
The  Mauquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  if  the  Government  had  per- 
manently made  up  their  minds  they 
could  not  entertain  the  suggestion,  made 
with  great  unanimity  from  both  sides  of 
the  H(mso,  that  all  power  should  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  tho  Speaker 
without  intervention  or  the  vote  of  the 
House,  then  ho  must,  of  course,  admit 
that  there  was  very  little  use  in  the  pro- 
longation of  this  discussion.  The  noble 
Lord,   however,    had    not    taken    that 
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ground ;  be  liad  iavited  them  to  discuss 
the  question,  not  upon  this  Amendment, 
but  upon  a  subsequent  one.  But  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  Oovernment  must 
see  that,  if  there  was  any  intention  of 
acceding  to  the  almost  unanimous  ex- 
pression of  opinion  that  had  come  from 
both  sides  of  the  House,  a  groat  deal  of 
time  could  be  saved  by  making  the  an- 
nouncement at  that  moment,  and  taking 
away  the  whole  force  of  the  arguments 
which  were  used  to  support  the  present 
Amendment.  He  certainly  himself  could 
not  support  the  Amendment  now  moved, 
nor  any  modification  of  it,  because  if  he 
did  that  it  would  be  to  appear  to  admit 
that  any  amount  of  obstruction  or  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bules  of  the  House  might 
take  place  when  less  than  40  or  less 
than  100  Members  were  present.  Un- 
less, indeed,  they  were  prepared  alto- 
gether to  re-considor  their  Rules,  and  to 
insist  that  a  quorum  of  Members  must 
always  be  present  in  the  House,  this 
Amendment  must  be  regarded  as  almost 
an  absurdity.  He  must,  however,  at  the 
same  time,  point  out  that  all  the  force 
of  any  arKumente  used  in  support  of 
this  Amendment  were  derived  from  the 
mistake,  if  not,  indeed,  the  injustice,  of 
asking  a  number  of  Members  to  decide 
on  a  question  of  which  they  could  have 
no  possible  knowledge.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  an  exceedingly  good  thing  for 
the  Government  to  iitEorm  the  House 
whether  they  had  arrived  at  their  irro- 
Tocable  decision  on  this  point.  The 
noble  Lord  trho  had  just  sat  down  had 
said  that  the  arguments  bad  been  suffi- 
ciently answered  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  He  would  point  out,  in 
reply  to  that,  that  the  only  answer  that 
had  been  given  was  that  just  offered  by 
the  noble  Lord  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  every  Member  that 
bad  addressed  the  House,  not  upon  one 
eide  only,  but  upon  both  sides,  had  sup- 
ported the  position  which  he  had  sug- 
gested to  them.  The  noble  Lord  bad 
laid  some  stress  upon  the  fact  that  this 
Motion  was  the  Resolution  of  a  proposi- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee.  He  did 
not  himself  wish  to  revive  arguments 
which  had  been  stated  before  to  the 
House ;  but  it  was  really  very  difScult  to 
avoid  doing  so,  when  they  were  abso- 
lutely ignored  by  the  noble  Lord.  He 
himself  pointed  out,  on  the  previous 
evening,  that  this  Iteeolution  was  not 
the  Besolution  suggested  by  the  Select 
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Committee,  because  from  it  had  been  |  Gorenu 
3%4  Marjimt  of  Harlinghn 


omitted  the  very  important  proposition 
that  the  Member  should  be  allowed  to 
heard  in  his  own  defence.  That 
made  a  very  considerable  difference  in 
the  Motion.  He  did  not  want  to  go  over 
his  arguments  in  detail;  but,  still,  he 
must  draw  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to 
that  correction,  because  really  this  was 
something  which  bad  been  omitted. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  General 
obj  ected  to  additional  power  being  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  on  the 
ground  that  such  a  step  would  be  a  de- 
parture from  the  ancient  usages  of  the 
House,  his  argument  could  have  vei? 
little  weight  when  it  was  known  that  this 
trust  itself  was  the  greatest  violation 
that  bad  ever  been  known  of  the  ancient 
Forms  of  Parliament.  He  could  not  hut 
express  his  gratification  at  finding  him- 
self, on  the  first  occasion  for  many  years, 
able  thoroughly  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegote).  Though 
he  had  often  difiered  from  that  hon. 
Member,  he  would  venture  to  say  to 
him — though  he  had  never  doabt«d  that 
his  course  had  always  been  actuated  by 
a  strict  regard  for  principle — that  his 
opinion  on  that  point  had  certainly  been 
confirmed  that  eveniuff.  There  oould 
not  be  the  smallest  doubt  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  right  in  contending 
that  the  Government  had  not  been  able 
to  put  forward  one  single  argument  in 
favour  of  the  course  they  proposed  to 
take,  and  that  they  were  simply  relying 
upon  the  strength  oftheirtna^oiity  to  force 
this  Resolution  on  an'  unwilling  House. 
He  was  anxious  to  give  them  time  fur 
the  consideration  of  this  whole  qneation, 
in  order  that  they  might  debate  it 
amongst  themseWee  fainy  and  Ailly, 
and,  with  that  view,  he  would  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  CALLAN  seoonded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{The  O'Donoghut.) 

The  CHANCELLOE  ox  tbk  EXCHE- 
QUER hoped  the  House  would  not  oon< 
sent  to  the  Motion  for  adjoamment,  al- 
though he  was  not  sorry  that  it  had  been 
proposed,  because  it  gave  him  on  oppor* 
tunity  of  saying  a  few  wo-^  whiah  other- 
wise he  would  not  bo  la  to  • 
the  House.  The 
of  the  Opix 
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body  except  byhia  noblo  Friend  the  Post- 
master QeDeral  ia  support  of  that  parti- 
ouUr  proposition.  It  might  be  that 
little  ha4  bsea  said  ia  support  of  it;  but 
thai  was  due,  he  believed,  to  the  fact 
that  a  great  number  of  Geatlomen  had 
beenaaxious  to  avoid  discusnui;  a  ques- 
tion on  which  they  would  be  dispo^Bd  to 
support  the  Government,  aud  wero  de-  j 
airoas  not  to  take  up  time  with  a 
lengthened  debate.  With  regard  to  the  | 
course  of  the  Government  in  this  matter,  j 
however,  at  an  earlier  period  that  even-  ; 
ing,  when  the  House  was  not  so  full 
BS  now,  he  went  at  some  length  into 
the  course  which  they  thou};ht  it  neces- 
sary to  offer  to  the  proposition  they 
now  made.  What  he  thou  pointed  out 
was  that,  in  the  fir^t  place,  it  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  proposition 
was  that  Uembers  of  tlie  House  should 
be  called  upon  to  judge  whether  a 
Uember  had  or  bad  not  been  guilty  of 
ft  Breach  of  Order.  That  was  a  matter 
which  was  already  decided  for  them  by 
the  action  of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man. The  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
1'ttdged  according  to  what  he  saw  of  the 
ion.  Uember'e  conduct ;  whether  he  was 
or  was  not  so  far  out  of  Order,  and  so 
fax  irreclaimable  by  advice  from  tho 
Chair,  that  it  was  ueoossary  to  procood 
to  the  step  of  naming  him.  Therefore, 
BO  far  as  that  point  went,  the  matter 
was  left  where  hon.  Gentlemen  wished 
it  to  be  loft,  and  said  it  ought  to  bo  left 
• — in  the  discretion  of  the  Chairman, 
who  was  cognizant  of  all  that  went  on, 
•nd  whose  impartiality  tbey  all  ad- 
mitted. But  then  came  the  question  as 
to  the  proceedings  upon  that  action  of 
ths  Chair.  Well,  it  might  be  said  that 
those  who  came  in  voted  upon  the 
strength  of  the  decision  of  the  Chairman 
or  the  Speaker  which  they  had  been  in- 
formed of.  It  was,  he  believed,  the 
boQ.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Hr.  P.  Martin)  who  said  he  should 
think  it  his  duty  if  he  cnme  in,  not 
knowing  the  res!  facts  of  the  case,  to 
support  the  Chair.  But  everybody  would 
at  teast  know  that  a  case  had  arisen  in 
which  ths  Speaker  felt  it  necessary  to 
same  a  Member  as  out  of  Order.  It 
would  then  be  a  qnestion  whether  they 
dunild  take  the  step  of  sentencing  the 
ICember  so  named  to  a  suspension  for 
I  Sitting.  But  it  was  nrgued  that 
:^iiuld  be  no  use  in  bringing  this 
L  BCtiou  l«fore  the  House  at  all.  It  wns 
Lnid— "What  is  the  use  of  it?     Why, 


if  you  really  trust  to  the  Speaker,  should 
you  not  leave  it  to  the  Speaker  nomi- 
nally, as  well  as  substantially  and 
really,  to  end  the  matter  ?  "  Earlier  in 
the  debate,  in  answer  to  that  objection, 
he  had  urged  that  though  they  had  only 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  obstruction 
in  the  House  and  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair  there  might  be  very  little  ground 
for  the  proceedings  proposed.  They 
had,  however,  to  deal  with  a  much  more 
delicate  qnestion — namely,  the  question 
of  obstruction  in  Committee.  It  had 
boon  well  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
that  they  had  to  consider,  not  only  the 
case  when  the  otGcial  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees was  in  the  Chair,  but  also  the 
case  which  sometimes  happened  in  which 
other  Gen  tie  men  who  were  not  ordinarily 
accustomed  to  the  Ol&ce  of  Chairman 
were  placed  in  the  Chair  for  a  short 
time  during  the  absence  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Moans.  When  that 
happened,  they  had  undoubtedly  in  the 
Chair  a  Gentleman  in  whose  impartiality 
and  in  whose  authority  and  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  Rules  and  conduct  of 
the  House  they  had  every  confidence, 
but  yet  who  did  not  occupy  the  same  in- 
dependent and  impartial  position  that 
Mr.  Speaker  did.  Whenever  the  House 
was  in  complete  Session,  oven  the  official 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  a  Member 
of  the  House,  of  one  side  of  the  House 
or  the  other,  and  taking  part  in  the 
political  controversy  which  went  on.  His 
position  was,  therefore,  one  which  was 
nccesxnrily  more  difficult  than  that  of 
Iho  Speaker,  who  was  removed  from, 
and  occupied  0  position  apart  from  and 
above,  the  Party  divisions  and  struggles 
of  the  House.  They  bad  to  consider, 
not  only  what  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
liosolulion  in  the  House,  but  what 
would  be  its  effect  on  any  proceedings 
taken  under  it  outside  the  House  amongst 
the  constituencies.  If,  for  iustanco,  it 
wascapable  of  being  represented  abroad 
amongst  the  constituencies  and  the 
lounlry  at  largo  that  such  and  such  a 
Member  had  been  put  to  silence  by  the 
singlo  action  of  a  Gentleman  who  was  his 
political  opjwnent,  and  hnnpenoil  for  a 
moment  to  be  occupying  the  position  of 
('hnirmnn,  an  invidious  question  might 
be  raised.  Ought  not  then  the  House 
to  act  for  itiielf,  and  so  to  stop  the  action 
of  the  Chairman,  and  take  upon  itself  as 
ft  body  tbo  responsibility  of  the  action  of 
suspending  an  offending  Member?  That 
IStemd  Night.-] 
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Beemed  to  him  a  fairly  reasonable  con- 
tention, and  a  ground  of  argument  on 
which  the  House  might  venture  fo  adopt 
this  Resolution.  lie  did  not  desire,  and 
they  none  of  them  desired,  to  question 
in  any  way  the  authority  of  Mr.  Speaker; 
but  they  believed  they  were  making  an 
arrangement  which  would  support  and 
assist  him,  instead  of  embarrassing  him 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duties,  by  a  Re- 
solution which  certainly  was  not  open  to 
the  sort  of  comment  of  which  he  had 
spoken.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
think  of  bringing  this  discussion  to  a 
close,  but  would  proceed  in  carrying  to 
a  conclusion  the  present  discussion  of 
these  Amendments.  The  particular  one 
now  before  the  House  was  one  he  thought 
which  it  would  be  found  quite  impossible 
to  entertain  on  the  simple  grounds  which 
had  been  alluded  to  by  his  noble  Friend, 
the  extreme  difficulty  of  always  securing 
the  attendance  of  a  quorum. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  quite 
agreed  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  hoped 
the  Motion  for  adjournment  would  not 
be  pressed.  At  the  same  time,  he  felt 
bound  to  confess  that  the  arguments  that 
had  been  used  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  instead  of  improving  the  case  for 
theResolution  of  the  Government,  seemed 
to  him  to  have  made  it  weaker  than  it 
ever  was  before.  His  noble  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  remarked 
upon  a  circumstance  which  must  have 
attracted  the  attention  of  everybody  pre- 
sent— that  during  this  debate  there  ha4 
not  been  a  single  Member  who  had 
spoken  on  either  side  of  the  House  who 
had  not  urged  the  Government  to  re-con- 
sider their  determination  to  ask  for  a 
vote  of  the  House.  That  had  been 
pressed  upon  them  most  strongly.  The 
Opposition,  of  course,  might  entertain  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  alteration  of  the 
Resolution  in  that  respect ;  but  they  had 
not  put  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  for 
a  reason  which  he  would  frankly  disclose 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  which 
was,  that  they  felt  that  such  an  Amend- 
ment, coming  from  that  side  of  the  House, 
might  have  the  effect  of  embarrassing 
the  Government,  and  have  made  it  diffi- 
cult for  them  to  accept  such  an  altera- 
tion. They  thought,  therefore,  that  it 
was  far  better  that  this  thing  should 
come  to  the  Government  in  the  form  of 
a  suggestion  than  in  the  shape  of  a  hos- 
tile Amendment,  which  might  have  the 
appearance  of  taking  out  of  their  hands 
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that  conduct  of  Business  which  really 
belonged  to  them.  What,  however,  was 
the  argument  which  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  now  addressed  to  the 
House  in  support  of  this  particular  part 
of  the  Motion  ?  He  had  said  that  if  it 
were  only  a  question  of  the  action  of  the 
Speaker  in  the  House  ho  would  have 
been  willing  to  consent  to  the  change 
suggested ;  but  it  was  a  different  thing 
when  they  came  to  deal  with  the  action 
of  the  House  in  Oommittee.  Let  them 
take  that  argument  by  steps.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  concurred  in 
what  was  clearly  the  main  consideration, 
the  action  of  the  House— that,  as  a  whole, 
the  argument  was  in  favour  of  the 
Speaker  acting  alone. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  did  not  say  that.  I  did  not 
say  the  argument  was  in  favour  of  the 
Speaker  acting  alone.  I  said  it  was  a 
matter  of  indifference. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  replied, 
that  if  it  were  a  matter  of  indifference 
the  argument  was  made  so  much  the 
stronger.  The  objection  taken  to  these 
proceedings  was  that  for  the  first  time 
they  were  giving  to  the  Speaker  an 
original  authority  as  against  Members 
of  the  House.  That,  of  ooorse,  was  per- 
fectly true,  as  a  technical  argument ;  but 
what  was  now  proposed,  or  rather  what 
the  Government  suggested  to  them  they 
should  do,  was  reaUy  no  better  than 
that,  and  he  could  illustrate  his  meaning 
very  easily  by  reminding  the  House  of 
a  very  common  practice.  They  knew 
there  were  many  things  which  the  Crown 
had  no  right  to  do.  For  instance,  the 
Crown  could  not  create  a  penal  code  or 
authorize  criminal  procedure  affainst  any 
criminal;  but  it  was  a  matter  of  notoriety 
that  the  Crown,  by  Order  in  Ooonoil,  is- 
sued orders  that  were  penal  codes,  as,  for 
instance,  under  the  Foreign  Jurisdiction 
Act,  the  Crown  created  statutory  crimes. 
But  the  Crown  did  not  act  in  that  way 
under  its  original  authority.  It  acted 
under  a  delegated  authority  which  the 
statute  had  given  it,  and  from  which 
statute  it  derived  its  power.  Now,  that 
was  exactly  what  they  suggested  for 
the  Government  that  the  Speuer  should 
do  under  this  Standing  Order.  He  would 
not  act  against  a  Member  out  of  his  ori- 
ginal authority ;  but  he  would  act  out  of 
the  delegated  authority  created  by  the 
Standing  Order,  and,  therefore,  anythiaff 
he  did  would,  practically,  be  Ae  act  of 
the  House,  althougli  it  would  ba^  of 
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course,  the  act  of  the  House  in  a  general 
way,  and  not  its  action  taken  upon  a 
particular  individual  case.      Do  not  let 
hon.  Members  be  under  any  misappre- 
hension on  this  subject,  or  imagine  that 
the  House  was  parting  with  its  authority. 
It    was,    on   the    contrary,    losing  its 
authority,  but  delegated  the  exercise  of 
it  to  the  Speaker.      With  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  Speaker  in  the  House,  he 
now  understood  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  say  that  it  was  a  matter 
of  indifference  whether  the  Speaker  him- 
self acted  in  regard  to  a  Member,  or 
whether  a  vote  of  the  House  were  also 
taken.      But  if  that  was  so  they  got  rid 
of  the  difficulties,  the  many  difficulties 
which    everybody  felt,   in   the  way    of 
asking  a  body  like  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  decide  upon  a  matter  of  which 
it  knew  nothing.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said — '*  Oh,  it  is  a  matter  of 
indifference,  and  we  might  have  conceded 
this  if  it  was  not  for  the  question  of 
Committee ;  but  inasmuch  as  the  person 
who  may  preside  in  Committee  will  not 
have  the  same  authority  as  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  is  necessary  to  strengthen  him  in  the 
eyes  of  the  country  and  of  the  constitu- 
encies by  a  decision  of  this  character." 
But  he  did  not  ask  the  House  to  consider 
how  a  decision  such  as  this  proposed 
would  strengthen  this  proceeding  in  the 
eyes  of  the  country.     They  migl^t  have 
either  the  regular  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees in  the  Chair,  or  an  occasional 
Chairman  of  Committees ;  but  in  any  case 
there  would  be  a  person  who  had  been  a 
witness  of  the  transaction,  and  a  person 
who  had  some  knowledge  of  what  had 
occurred  and  of  what  constituted  some 
Breach  of  the  Bules  of  the  House.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  urged  that 
the  opinion  of  this  Gentleman  would,  if 
confirmed  by  a  vote  of  the  House,  in- 
duce oonfidencein  the  justice  and  wisdom 
of  the  decision.     That,  in  fact,  was  to 
say  that  the  vote  of  persons  who  had 
heard  nothing  whatever  about  the  facts 
on  which  the  decision  was  based  were 
persons  who  would,  by  their  vote,  make 
the  country  satisfied   with    a    decision 
which  the  country  would  not  oocfpt  as 
coming  from   the    Chairman   of    Com- 
mittees.    A  more  illogical  or  unreason- 
able defence  of  a   proposition  ho  had 
certainly  never  heard.     The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  conceded  tliat  if 
this  Motion  were  to  bo  confined  to  action 
in  the  House  he  would  consent  to  leave 
fhit  whole  matter  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  j 


Speaker ;  but  as  regarded  the  regular  or 
:  the  occasional  Chairman  of  Committees, 
their  decisions  would  require  to  be  sup- 
ported by  the  vote  of  the  House.  It 
!  came  to  this,  therefore — that  they  could 
I  not  trust  the  regular  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, or  the  Gentleman  who  was  tem- 
porarily occupying  his  place,  and  who 
knew  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case ; 
but  they  would  trust  a  majority  sum- 
moned into  the  House  on  a  sudden,  with 
no  knowledge  of  the  facts,  who  were  as 
partizan,  and  probably  a  great  deal  more 
partizan,  than  any  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. Let  the  House  again  consider 
what  would  practically  occur.  The 
Chairman  of  Committees  would  make 
up  his  mind  that  a  Breach  of  Order  had 
been  committed,  and  that  attention  must 
be  called  to  it.  What  was  to  happen 
then  ?  **  The  Chairman  of  Committees," 
said  the  Motion — 

'*  Shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  put  the  same 
question  in  a  similar  way,  and  if  the  Motion  is 
carrif'd,  nhall  forthwith  suspend  the  proceedings 
of  the  Commit  toe  and  report  the  circumstance 
to  the  House,  and  the  Speaker  shall,  thereupon, 
put  the  Question.*' 

Thus  the  Chairman  of  Committees  was 
not  to  be  trusted  by  the  House,  but  was 
to  summon  the  Speaker,  who  knew 
nothing  about  the  transaction,  and  who 
had  not  even  been  in  the  House ;  and  the 
Speaker  was  again  to  put  the  Question 
to  the  House  as  to  the  suspension  of  a 
Member  for  conduct  of  which  he  knew 
nothing  at  all,  and  the  decision  was  to 
rest  with  a  body  of  Gentlemen,  the 
greater  part  of  whom  were  not  acquainted 
with  the  matter  on  which  they  were 
giving  a  vote ;  and  this  was  the  trans- 
action which  was  to  give  confidence  to 
the  nation  in  the  justice  of  a  proceeding 
which  they  would  not  trust,  if  the  action 
were  taken  by  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees on  his  own  responsibility.  For 
his  part,  ho  could  not  help  thinking  that 
such  on  action  would  have  a  flavour  of 
injustice  about  it,  which  would  do  much 
to  destroy  its  authority  in  the  country. 
If  the  House  would  consent  to  trust  the 
officers  whom  it  had  appointed  to  con- 
duct its  Ihl^incs8  to  rely  upon  their  dis- 
cretion in  matters  of  Order,  and  would 
ask  the  nation  whom  they  represented 
also  to  trust  their  discretion  in  such 
matters,  ho  thouj^ht  they  had  a  reason- 
able chance  of  succeeding,  l^ut  if  they 
tonk  the  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  or  his  substitute,  wore  not 
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to  be  trusted,  how  could  they  ask  the 
country  to  have  confidence  in  the  decision 
of  a  haphazard  majority,  summoned  by 
a  division  bell  to  determine  a  matter  on 
which  they  knew  nothing,  and  which 
they  did  not  understand  ?  He  had  him- 
self so  strong  an  opinion  on  this  subject 
that  nothing  would  ever  deter  him  from 
putting  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
except  the  consideration  to  which  he  had 
already  referred.  Such  a  course  might 
have  made  the  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment very  diflScult  for  the  Government. 
They  might  have  replied  to  him, — **  You 
are  taking  the  business  out  of  our  hands, 
and  we  cannot,  therefore,  accept  it." 
But  he  had  heard  so  many  Gentlemen, 
even  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  sup- 
porting the  view  he  was  now  pressing 
upon  the  Government,  that  if,  in  any 
form  less  objectionable  and  less  ob- 
noxious than  the  Amendment  coming 
from  the  Opposition,  they  could  be  in- 
duced to  re-consider  their  determination, 
he  should  himself  be  very  glad  of  the 
result.  Of  course,  if  the  Government 
would  not  fall  into  the  suggestion  he  was 
now  offering,  certainly  in  no  hostile 
spirit,  they  could  not  help  themselves. 
After  all,  the  Government  had  the  respon- 
sibility. The  Opposition,  however,  would 
fail  altogether  in  their  duty,  if  they  did 
not  point  out  to  the  House  what  really 
seemed  to  be  a  weakness  in  the  Beso- 
lutions.  Let  it  be  remembered  that  this 
was  a  vote  by  a  number  of  Gentlemen 
summoned  into  the  House  to  vote  **  Aye  *' 
or  **  No  "  against  an  individual  of  whose 
conduct  they  knew  nothing.  There  was, 
it  must  be  remembered,  no  statement 
either  from  the  Speaker  or  from  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  as  to  what  had 
occurred.  Hon.  Members  would  hear 
neither  the  accusation  nor  the  defence. 
The  Government  simply  had  to  give  a 
vote,  which,  if  anything  at  all,  was 
merely  a  Ministerial  act,  and  which, 
consequently,  would  carry  with  it  no 
additional  force  or  conviction.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  did  deeply  regret 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
intended  to  press  a  proposition,  which, 
as  regarded  the  main  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  was  not  prepared  to  defend, 
simply  on  account  of  an  objection  which 
seemed  to  have  occurred  to  him  as  to  the 
proceedings  in  Committee,  an  objection 
which  certainly  ought  not  to  govern  a 
decision  on  so  important  a  matter. 

Mk.  GOPST  said,  it  had  been  sup- 
posed that  hon.  Members  near  him  had 

Sir  7Fiili(*m  Earcourt 


not  spoken  because  the  Government 
'  had  no  supporters  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  But  the  fact  was  that  so  much 
time  had  been  taken  up  by  the  warm 
supporters  of  the  Government,  who, 
sitting  upon  the  Bench  opposite,  had 
afforded  their  support  by  such  lengthened 
criticisms  on  every  part  of  the  Uovem- 
ment  Besolution,  tnat  those  who  sat 
on  the  opposite  side,  and  who  were 
disposed  to  support  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment,  had  almost  been  compelled  to 
remain  silent  for  lack  of  time  to  get  in 
a  word  edgeways.  When,  however,  it 
was  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  that  there  was  no  one  on  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House  who  ap- 
proved of  the  Eesolution  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  brought  forward,  he 
thought  he  might  ask  the  House  to 
allow  him  to  state  the  reason  why  he 
and  a  great  number  of  others  were  pre- 
pared to  support  that  Besolution.  Ab 
he  understood  it,  the  judgment  in  the 
case  of  a  recalcitrant  Member  was  to 
be  given  by  Mr.  Speaker,  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  and  that 
when  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  had  decided  that  an  hon. 
Member  was  obstructing  the  Business 
of  the  House  the  hon.  Member  so  of- 
fending was  suspended ;  the  part  of  the 
House  .being  to  carry  that  judgment 
into  execution.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  execution  would  be  the 
execution  of  the  House,  even  though  it 
followed  the  voice  of  Mr.  Speaker. 
That  was  what  had  been  said  Dy  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford, 
when  he  quoted  the  example  of  the 
Crown  carrying  out  the  powers  conferred 
upon  it  by  Act  of  Parliament  of  passing 
Orders  in  Council.  Now,  as  whenever 
a  Member  might  be  silenced  by  the 
orders  of  Mr.  Speaker,  the  common  re- 
port and  vulear  statement  would  be  that 
'*  Mr.  A.  B.  had  been  silenced,"  it  was 
for  that  reason  most  important  to  keep 
before  the  eyes  of  the  country  and  of 
the  House  that  it  was  not  Mr.  Speaker, 
but  the  House  itself,  which  silenced 
him.  That  was  what  he  understood  the 
Government  intention  to  be,  and  lie 
should  vote  for  the  Government  Beso- 
lution, not  because  they  were  in  a  ma- 
jority— for  during  the  time  he  had  sat 
in  the  House  of  Commons  he  had  always 
expressed  his  independent  opinion-— 
but  because  on  that  occasion  he  be- 
lieved Her  Majesty's  QoTsmment  were 
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entirely  in  the  right.  Again,  he  should  ^  as  it  stood,  was  rather  calculated  to 
TOte  for  it  because  he  thought  that  the  j  minimize  the  effect  of  the  censure  in- 
particular  course  which  Hor  Majesty's  tended  to  be  pronounced  on  an  offend- 
GoYemment  had  taken  would  impress  I  ing  Member.  What  was  likely  to  hap- 
upon  the  country,  whenever  this  Eeso-  '  pen  ?  Mr.  Speaker  would  pronounce  a 
lution  had  to  be  put  in  actual  force,  that  I  certain  Member  to  have  offended,  and 
it  was  neither  Mr.  Speaker  nor  the  |  then  the  House  would  be  called  upon  to 
Chairman  of  Committees,  but  the  House  pronounce  an  opinion,  and  could  pro- 
itaelf  which,  upon  the  judgment  of  Mr.  >  ceed  to  execute  the  judgment  of  Mr. 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  Speaker — that  was  what  the  hon.  and 
sentenced  a  recalcitrant  Member  to  bus-  |  learned  Member  for  Chatham  had  stated. 
pension.  He  believed  that  in  the  few  But  he  could  conceive  that  the  Party  to 
words  which  he  had  addressed  to  the  |  which  the  offending  Member  belonged 
House  he  had  expressed  the  opinion  of  might  find  it  necessary  to  support  him, 
scores  of  hon.  Members  who  were  sit- 1  and  in  that  case  the  decision  of  the 
ting  silent  on  that  side  of  the  House,  !  Speaker  would  be  confirmed  only  by  a 
although  they  were  as  capable  of  taking  j  Party  majority,  which  confirmation 
part  in  this  discussion  as  the  hon.  Mem-  j  would,  in  his  opinion,  carry  with  it  not 
oer  for  Cavan,  and  were  quite  as  warm  |  one-half  of  the  weight  which  would  be 
supporters  of  the  Government  as  the  i  carried  by  the  censure  of  Mr.  Speaker 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford,  'himself.  Again,  take  the  case  of  the 
who  had  taken  up  so  much  of  the  time  condemnation  of  an  hon.  Member  by 
of  the  House  in  criticizing  the  Qovem-  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  In  this 
ment  Sesolution.  He  hoped,  therefore,  case  the  House  would  be  called  upon  in 
that  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  a  judicial  capacity  to  decide  in  place  of 
House  would  not  be  again  told  by  the  I  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  who  might 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford,  '  possibly  be  a  parti zan,  whether  or  not 
or  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  '  such  Member  had  been  unjustly  con- 
Opposition,  that  nobody  on  those  Benches  I  demned.  It  appeared  to  him  that  such 
agreed  with  Her  Majesty's  Government,    a  decision  would  practically  carry  with 


Mb.   CHAMBKRLAIN  had  also  re- 


it  no  weight  at  all.     Upon  the  whole 


mained  silent  diiring  the  discussion  for  |  question,  ho  ventured  to  make  a  respect- 
Yery  much  the  same  reason  which  had  ful  appeal  to  the  Government  to  give  way 
been  put  forward  by  the  hon.  and  i  upon  the  point.  He  did  not  think  that 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  |  the  Government  could  complain  of  the 
Gorst),  having  thought  he  could  better  j  way  in  which  they  had  been  met  on  this 
assist  the  Gt)vernment  by  allowing  the  .  Resolution;  there  had  been  suggestions 
discussion — which,  in  his  opinion,  would  |  and  criticisms.  But  ho  did  not  know 
lead  to  a  foregone  conclusion — to  pro-  why  the  Opposition  were  present  in 
oeed.  The  view  which  he  entertained  '  the  House  of  Commons  if  they  were  not 
upon  the  question  under  considera-  ^o  be  allowed  to  criticize  rcppcctfully 
tion  had  been  expressed  by  the  noble  ;  the  measures  as  to  the  Hules  of  the 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  Hadnor  { House  which  the  Government  might 
Boroughs  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- ,  bring  forward.  But  there  had  been  an 
ton)  ;  but  silence  on  his  side  of  tlie  j  almost  unanimous  ex])ression  of  opinion 
House  was  just  as  likely  to  bo  miscon-  i  on  the  part  of  the  House  that  an  evil 
stmed  as  silence  on  the  other  side  of ,  had  been  found  to  exist,  and  that  a 
the  House.  If  the  views  of  the  hon.  !  remedy  must  be  applied  to  it;  there  had 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  were  ,  also  been  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
correct,  the  Opposition  would  not  be  en-  ■  House  to  give  full  conf'ideration  to  the 
titled* to  make  any  suggestions  at  all  in  j)roposal  of  the  Government.  If  tho 
a  case  of  this  kind  ;  but  he  entirely  dif-  Government  would  accej>t  the  suggestion 
fered  from  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  of  the  ni^lilo  Lord  tho  leader  of  tho  Op- 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  did  not  ])osition,  ^^hieh  had  been  supported  on 
think  that  the  judgment  of  that  House  <  {>oth  sides  of  tho  House,  tliey  would 
—a  judgment  probably  confirmed  by  a '  have  prnetieally  a  unanimous  concur- 
PartY  majority — would  carry  as  much  '  rcnoo  witli  their  Pesolution,  which  he 
weight  in  tho  country  as  tho  judgment '  ventured   to  say  would  have  a  greater 


of  a  Gentleman  occupying  the  high  and 
impartial  position  of  Speaker.  Ho  could 
not  lielp  tninking  that  the  Besolution, 


weight  than  such  a  Resolution  as  they 
could  no  doubt  force  upon  the  House  by 
tho  power  of  a  Party  majority.  If,  how- 
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ever,  tbey  preferred  to  treat  tliis  as  a 
Party  question  ;  if  they  refused  to  meet 
the  Opposition  in  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Opposition  had  endeavoured  to  meet  the 
GoTernment,  and  carried  the  Kesolution 
by  a  Party  majority,  he  could  only  hope 
that  his  hon.  Friends  around  him  would 
throw  the  whole  of  the  responsibility 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
allow  them  to  take  the  Hesolution  as  it 
stood.  That  course  would,  in  his  opinion, 
conduct  to  the  dignity  of  the  House  ;  and 
if  the  Besolution  failed  to  gain  the 
unanimous  support  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  responsibility  would  rest 
upon  the  Government  and  not  upon  the 
Opposition.  He  reminded  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  there  had  been  imputed  to  cer- 
tain sections  of  the  House  a  desire  to 
support  obstruction,  and  to  defeat  any 
proposal  of  the  Government  to  4eal  with 
it.  He  did  not  believe  that  any  such 
intention  or  desire  had  ever  existed  on 
his  side  of  the  House  ;  and,  speaking  for 
himself  at  all  events,  he  called  hon. 
Members  to  witness  that  from  the  first, 
whenever  he  had  had  occasion  to  speak 
in  that  House,  he  had  protested  against 
anything  in  the  shape  of  obstruction 
with  ulterior  motives.  His  idea  of  the 
definition  of  obstruction  was  that  it  was 
not  obstruction  to  any  particular  mea- 
sure, but  that  it  was  obstruction  to  a 
particular  measure  with  some  ulterior 
motive.  He  was,  perhaps,  more  anxious 
than  some  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
preserve  the  liberties  of  minorities  in 
that  House  ;  but  he  was  opposed  to  ob- 
struction in  the  sense  which  he  had  des- 
cribed, and  this  he  believed  was  the 
opinion  of  almost  the  whole  of  the 
Mouse.  That  being  so,  ho  thought  they 
could  best  defeat  the  intention  of  those 
who  seemed  desirous  of  fixing  upon  the 
Opposition  a  connection  with  obstructive 
proceedings — which  they  emphatically 
repudiated — by  throwing  upon  the  Go- 
vernment the  whole  responsibility  in 
this  matter,  and  leaving  to  them  the 
consequences  of  their  own  acts. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M;CAETHY  thought 
that  to  press  the  adjournment  would  not 
be  unwise,  inasmuch  as  it  would  give  the 
Government  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  matter  and  their  position  with 
regard  to  it  at  a  very  critical  point  of 
the  discussion.  On  the  general  question, 
he,  for  one,  would  much  prefer  tliat  the 
responsibility  of  deciding  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  any  hon.  Member  should  rest 
with  Mr.  Speaker,  rather  than  with  a 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


number  of  Members  who  knew  nothing 
of  what  had  been  going  on,  and  who, 
by  the  Resolution,  were  to  be  qucdified 
to  pronounce  judgment  or  pass  sentence 
of  execution.  It  was  not,  in  his  opinion, 
conducive  to  the  dignity  of  the  House  to 
impose  upon  it  the  duties  of  executioner, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  better  if  thev 
could  discover  some  other  means  by  which 
to  carry  out  the  judgment.  He  thought 
that  if  by  adjourning  they  could  allow 
the  Government  to  re-consider  their  posi- 
tion and  to  think  calmly  over  the  matter, 
they  would  thereby  advance  the  future 
discussion  of  the  whole  question.  With 
regard  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
there  was  both  delicacy  and  difficulty  in 
raising  this  question.  The  Chairman  of 
Committees  stood  in  altogether  a  dif- 
ferent position  from  that  of  the  Speaker 
of  the  House ;  and  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  compelled  to  with- 
draw those  portions  of  the  Besolution 
which  relatea  to  him  and  deal  with  that 
Officer  in  a  separate  manner.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  keep  this 
part  of  the  question  quite  distinct  from 
the  other. 

Eabl  PEBCY  expressed  his  astonish- 
ment at  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  that  the 
minority  should  give  way  to  the 
majority  for  the  purpose  of  passing  this 
Hesolution. 

Mb.  CHAMBERTiATN  said,  the  noble 
Lord  had  misunderstood  him.  He  had 
said  that  **  as  far  as  the  debate  had  gone 
there  had  been  an  unanimous  expres- 
sion " — except  from  the  Gk>venunent 
Bench  of  course — '*in  favour  of  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,"  and  that  "he 
thought  that  if  the  Gt)vemment  accepted 
that  suggestion  they  would  have  the 
unanimous  concurrence  of  the  House." 

Earl  PEBCY  asked  pardon  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham ;  but  if 
that  was  the  meaning  of  what  he  had 
said,  he  could  not  understand  what  was 
meant  by  the  remark  that  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  majority  to  cause  an  un- 
willing minority  to  pass  an  objectionable 
Hesolution.  He  supposed,  however,  the 
hon.  Member  meant  to  say  that  those 
who  sat  on  the  side  of  the  House  oppo- 
site to  him  were  ready  to  sacrifice  tneir 
convictions  in  order  to  follow  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  had  told  them  that 
if  the  Government  with  their  majoritj 
forced  this  Hesolution  Q&   Maiiuaujtliit 
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xninority  should  throw  the  responsibility 
upon  the  majority — that  they  should  abdi- 
cate their  functions  altog^etber ;  cease  to 
criticize,  and  cease  to  endeavour  to  force 
their  opinions  upon  the  House.  If  that 
were  to  be  their  doctrine  as  between 
majorities  and  minorities  in  the  House 
of  Commons  it  would  very  soon  come  to 
this — that  the  minority  would  tj'rannize 
over  the  majority.  But  he  thought  it 
would  have  been  a  bolder  course  for  the 
minority  in  the  House  to  pursue — a 
courae  which  he  had  seen  pursued  on 
former  occasions — to  have  criticized  and 
boldly  challenged,  if  they  pleased,  a 
decision,  and  when  defeated  not  to  have 
ceased,  he  had  almost  said  in  a  huff,  to 
carry  out  their  duty  as  a  minority  and 
as  an  Opposition  of  criticizing  the  Go- 
remment  proposals. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  question  immediately  be- 
fore the  House.  If  they  did  not  take  care 
the  country  would  begin  to  think  they 
were  not  in  earnest  in  the  matter  at  all. 
The  Government  had  brought  forward  the 
Resolutions  with  the  intention  of  carry- 
ing them,  as  he  believed,  with  the 
approbation  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  House.  One  thing  was  quite  certain — 
they  could  not  finish  them  that  night ; 
and  another  thing  was  equally  clear — 
they  could  go  on  with  ho  other  Business 
of  the  House  until  they  were  finished. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
already  said  that  if  the  discussion  was 
not  concluded  at  that  Sitting  it  would 
have  to  be  resumed  at  12  o'clock  next 
morning.  That  being  so,  he  thought 
the  most  sensible  thing  which  tlio  House 
could  do  would  be  at  once  to  adjourn 
the  debate.  But,  before  ho  sat  down, 
there  were  one  or  two  points  to  whi<?h 
he  desired  to  refer.  He  had  said  that 
the  country  might  think,  after  all,  that 
the  Government  was  not  in  earnest  with 
regard  to  this  Resolution.  Thoy  liad 
heard  a  good  deal  in  the  courso  of  the 
debate  u'om  hon.  Members  who  had 
said  that  "obstruction  was  a  thing 
which  must  be  put  down,  and  that  thvy 
had  got  one  step  further  in  the  desired 
direction,  and  that,  as  a  whole,  they 
approved  of  the  proposal  which  the 
Oovemment  had  brought  forward." 
Those  hon.  Members  then  proceodod  by 
what  they  called  **  friendly  criticism'* 
to  draw,  as  the  common  phrase  wont,  a 
gTMt  many  red  herrings  across  the  path 
of  the  Government.     Ho  did  not   like 
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that  general  praise  and  general  per- 
sistent criticism  which  prevented  your 
getting  to  the  end  proposed ;  he  would 
much  rather  have  open  opposition. 
With  regard  to  the  question  they  were 
discussing,  as  to  whether  everything 
relating  to  the  suspension  of  a  Mem- 
ber should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  he  thought  the  matter  had  been 
properly  put  before  the  House  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst).  The  Speaker,  noticing  an 
hon.  Member  offending,  would  form  his 
own  judgment  and  name  the  Member; 
the  question  would  then  be  put  to  the 
House  in  order  that  suspension  might 
follow.  Could  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  sup- 
pose that  the  present  Speaker,  or  any 
other  Speaker  whose  impartiality  was  to 
be  depended  upon,  would  call  a  Mem- 
ber to  Order  under  such  circumstances 
that,  when  it  came  to  be  put  to  the 
House  whether  his  sentence  was  to  be 
carried  out,  the  question  would  be  de- 
cided by  a  Party  vote  ?  Such  a  Motion 
would  never  be  brought  before  the 
House  by  Mr.  Speaker  unless  he  knew, 
as  a  matter  of  absolute  certainty,  that 
the  division  would  not  be  a  Party  one. 
He  believed  that  what  had  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  was  perfectly  true — that  when 
the  Speaker  had  named  a  Member  the 
judgment  of  the  House  would  have 
more  effect  upon  that  Member  who  had 
been  called  to  Order,  as  well  as  upon  the 
country,  than  it  would  have  had  had  it 
been  recorded  as  the  judgment  of  the 
Speaker  only. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that,  so  far  as  he 
could  judge,  the  Amendment  had  been 
discussed  in  a  very  business-like  manner. 
He  could  safely  say  that  if  some  time 
ago  the  Government  had  shown  any  dis- 
position to  yield  upon  this  point,  he  had 
intended  to  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  to 
withdraw  his  other  Amendments  in 
order  that  Businej*s  might  be  facilitated  ; 
but  the  Government  seemed  to  have 
made  up  its  mind,  and  to  be  determined 
not  to  yield  upon  the  question.  He  was 
sure  that  the  House  required  further 
time  for  the  consideration  of  this  matter. 
There  were  two  questions  before  the 
House — one  was  as  to  an  offence  com- 
mitted in  the  House,  and  the  other  as  to 
an  offence  committed  while  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.  In  the  first  case, 
tliero  could  be  no  difficulty  in  leaving 
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and  Means  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  said,  the  bon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  would 
have  an  opportunity  later  on  of  dis- 
sociating himself  from  the  remarks  which 
he  TMr.  Callan)  felt  it  his  duty  to  make. 
Perhaps  the  reason  why  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wished  to  dissociate  himself! from 
these  remarks  was  that  he  (Mr.  Callan) 
had  never  associated  himself  with  the 
hon.  Member*8  system  of  obstruction. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  begged  to  ask  l^fr. 
Speaker  whether  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dundalk  was  justified  in 
attributing  obstruction  to  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber, especially  when  the  object  of  the 
Resolution  now  before  the  House  was 
to  hold  up  obstruction  as  a  matter  for 
reprobation  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  offence  against  Order  has  been 
committed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk ;  but  I  must  say  that  inter- 
ruptions of  this  character  are  in  them- 
selves disorderly. 

Mr.  callan  proceeded  to  remark 
that  the  Speaker  having  been  elected  in 
his  Office  by  the  paramount  authority  of 
the  House,  and  having  been  raised  to 
the  position  of  First  Commoner  of  Eng- 
land, was  placed  beyond  all  considera- 
tions of  Party ;  but  the  present  Chair- 
man of  Committees  was,  and  always  was, 
a  Party  man,  and  invariably  a  strong 
partizan.  Therefore,  he  thought  it  would 
be  derogatory  to  the  House  and  degrad- 
ing to  the  independence  of  Members, 
if  the  power  proposed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  Resolution  was  put 
into  his  hands.  He  thought  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been 
in  an  amiable  mood,  and  had  desired  to 
conciliate  rather  than  aggravate  the 
Members  of  that  side  of  the  House,  he 
would  have  moved  three  Resolutions 
instead  of  two.  He  would  have  moved 
that  the  Speaker  should  have  the  more 
stringent  powers  asked  for  by  the  Reso- 
lution. He  would  then  have  asked  for 
more  stringent  powers  for  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  than  he  at  present  pos- 
sessed ;  and,  lastly,  he  would  have  sought 
to  surround  such  powers  by  certain  safe- 
guards for  the  preservation  of  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  Members  of  the  House.  If 
iie  might  be  allowed  to  examine  the 
conduct  of  the  present  Chairman  of 
Committees,  he  would  venture  to  assert 
he  was  an  Obstructionist  of  the  very  first 

Mr.  O'Donnell 


water.  He  remembered  to  have  heard 
on  one  occasion  that  when  only  five 
Members  were  present,  and  the  present 
Chairman  of  Committees  presided,  he 
had  made  use  of  tactics  which  they  on 
that  side  of  the  House  deemed  to  be 
most  unworthy.  At  one  of  the  late 
Sittings,  an  hon.  and  gallant  Qentle- 
man  made  use  of  observations  which 
should  at  once  have  been  checked  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees.  He  (Mr. 
Callan)  rose  to  Order;  but  as  he  was 
not  permitted  to  speak  until  a  few 
minutes  had  elapsed,  he  was  told  then 
that  he  was  precluded  from  making  the 
Motion  which  it  was  undoubtedly  his 
right  to  make — namely,  that  the  words 
used  by  the  speaker  should  be  taken 
down,  such  words  being  unquestionably 
an  offence  to  the  House.  On  another 
occasion  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hast- 
ings (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle  worth) — 
two  nice-looking  young  men  for  a  small 
tea-party — actually  undertook  to  prepare 
an  indictment  against  the  hon.  Members 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  Caran 
(Mr.  Biggar),  with  the  object  of  having 
them  suspended  from  the  service  of  the 
House.  He  himself  (Mr.  Callan)  heard 
this  conspiracy  concocted,  and  he  warned 
the  hon.  Members  for  Meath  and  Cavan 
of  what  was  taking  place.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  an  explanation  was  made 
to  him  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  which 
was  very  creditable  as  far  as  his  conduct 
was  concerned,  which  showed  that  that 
Gentleman  was  no  party  to  the  conspi- 
racy. The  Chairman  of  Committees 
did  not  deny  the  charge ;  he  wished  to 
give  him  an  opportunity  of  doing  bo 
now,  and  would  ask  him  whether  he 
was  a  party  to  that  conspiracy  ?  ["  No, 
no  ! "] 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  I  rise  to  Order. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dundalk  has  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  with  reference  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House  being  intrusted  under  the  Resolu- 
tion with  certain  powers.  In  speaking 
to  that  Question,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk  has  gone  back  to  certain  trans- 
actions which  ought  to  have  been  taken 
notice  of  at  the  time,  if  they  were  to  be 
taken  notice  of  at  all.  It  certainly  does 
seem  to  me  that  the  hon.  Member  is 
travellinfr  ^hat  is  r^ular  in 
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oocuired  at  tHe  time  to  which  he  is  re- 
ferring. 

Mb.  GALLAN  said,  he  would  at  once 
bow  to  the  decision  of  the  Speaker ;  but 
he  must  state  in  self-defence  that  he 
did  allude  to  the  circumstance  at  the 
time,  and  no  contradiction  was  offered. 
He  had  merely  mentioned  it  now  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  if  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  rumour,  generally  cir- 
culated and  believed  at  the  time,  that 
the  present  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  a  party  to  such  a  transaction.  If  so, 
he  wished  to  use  it  as  an  argument  why 
the  House  should  not  intrust  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  power  to  silence  a 
Member.  He  would  go  now  to  another 
case,  and  refer  to  what  happened  in  the 
debate  upon  the  Transvaal  business. 
He  remembered  that  as  the  night  pro- 
g^ressed  he  sat  as  a  silent  Member,  dis- 
approving very  much  of  what  was 
happening  on  that  occasion  ;  but,  feeling 
that  there  would  be  an  attempt  to  estab- 
lish a  precedent  out  of  the  occurrence, 
he  continued  to  watch  the  current  of 
events  from  aloft  as  a  calm  spectator. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers)  was  one  of  those  who  oc- 
cupied the  Chair  on  that  occasion ;  and 
he  must  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man acted  evidently  with  the  intention 
of  putting  down  this  lot  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers,    p*  Order  I'H 

Mb.  ISPEAKEK:  The  character  and 
conduct  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  require  no  defence  from  mo ; 
but  I  have  to  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk  tljat  it  is  scarcely 
fair,  after  a  long  lapse  of  time,  no  Notice 
being  given,  that  ho  should  now  found 
charges  against  that  hon.  Member  which 
are  based  mainly  upon  hearsay  ovidunco 
and  at  second  hand. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  they  were  based, 
with  all  due  respect  for  the  Chair,  nei- 
ther upon  hearsay  nor  at  second  hand, 
but  upon  his  own  hearing  by  perboiuil 
observation.  lie  might  add  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  tho  Tr»?a- 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetj>on)  also 
occupied  tho  Chair  on  tho  occasion  to 
which  he  referred,  and,  displaying  the 
utmost  impartiality,  conducted  tho  Bubi- 
ness  in  a  manner  to  reflect  credit  upon 
himself.  Uo  alluded  to  these  matters, 
not  for  tho  purpose  of  making  charges, 
but  to  warn  tho  House  against  intrust- 
ing such  powers  to  an  occasional  Chair- 
man of  Committees,    who   might,  and 


?robably  would,  be  a  strong  partizan. 
'he  Resolutions  of  the  Government 
were  ill-arranged,  or  rather  he  should 
say,  they  were  well  aiTanged  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forcing  a  Dissolution  on  the 
country  with  a  false  issue.  The  noble 
Lord  tho  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
abdicated  his  functions  in  giving  support 
to  the  Government.  And  why  had  the 
Government  brought  forward  these  Re- 
solutions ?  Because  it  would  be  a  good 
war-cry  to  go  to  the  country  with.  They 
all  knew  the  importance  which  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
attached  to  a  good  cry.  They  had  all 
read  his  views  on  that  subject  in  Con- 
ingsby  and  his  other  novels.  His  (Mr. 
Callan's)  Amendment  was  directed,  not 
against  intrusting  the  Speaker  with  the 
powers  which  the  Resolution  proposed 
to  confer  upon  him,  but  against  com- 
mitting what  he  conceived  would  be  a 
blow  against  the  dignity  and  independ- 
ence of  the  House  if  they  were  to  con- 
sent to  intrust  similar  powers  to  a  mere 
partizan.  For  these  reasons  he  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  lines  2  and 
3,  to  leave  out  the  words  **or  by  the 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House."— (i/r.  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 
Question." 

TriE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  I  wish  at  onco  to  express 
both  my  dissent  from  tho  proposal  of 
tho  hon.  Member,  but  still  more  em- 
phatically my  entire  dissent,  in  which,  I 
believe,  I  shall  bo  supported  by  the 
great  bulk  of  the  House,  from  tho  tenour 
of  the  observations  which  tho  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  permitted  himself  to  make. 
Those  observations  did  not  appear  to  you, 
Sir,  to  bo  absolutely  outi^ide  the  Rules  of 
Order ;  but,  at  tho  same  time,  I  must  say 
thoy  were  of  a  character  which  tried 
very  much  tho  patience  of  Members  of 
this  House.  I  think  it  is  utterly  impos- 
sible that  the  Business  of  this  House 
can  be  conducted  in  a  proper  manner  if 
we  are  not  prepared  to  respect  those  who 
are  placed  in  position  and  authority,  and 
to  8U2)p()rt  those  who  are  jjlaced  in  jjosi- 
tions  of  ereat  dithculty,  delicacy,  and 
responsibility.  I  vonturo  to  say,  in 
opposition  to  tho  bcntimeuts  of  the  liuu. 

IThird  Day, I 
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Member  for  Dundalk,  that   the    yei7 
large  majority — the  great  bulk  of  this 
House— I  might  almost  venture  to  say, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  the  whole 
House,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon. 
Member,   would  repudiate  the  sort  of 
charges    he    has    endeavoured  to  cast 
against  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
I  venture  to  say  that  my  hon.  Friend,  in 
the  discharge  of  the  duties  which  have 
devolved  upon  him  during  the  last  six 
Sessions,  has  laboured  most  assiduously 
to  do  his  duty,  not  only  with  delicacy, 
but  also  with  strict  impartiality.      He 
has  been  subjected  to  great  trials,  and  I 
can  only  express  my  own  sense  of  sym- 
pathy with  nim  in  the  difficult  position 
in  which  he  has  frequently  been  placed. 
I  think  the  observations  you  made  a 
short  time  ago  were  observations  which 
would  commend  themselves  entirely  to 
the  sense  of  justice  of  everyone  in  the 
House.     If  it  was  thought  right  and 
necessary  to  impugn  the  conduct  of  the 
Chairman  of   Ways  and    Means,    the 
proper  occasion  would  have  been  the 
moment  the  matter  complained  of  oc- 
curred, when  the  decision  of  the  House 
upon    the    validity    of    the    complaint 
should  have  been  taken  at  once.    If  it 
was  not  thought  right  or  necessary  to 
make  those  complaints  at  the  time  they 
occurred,  then  the  matter  ought  to  be 
laid  aside.     Nothing  can  be  more  in- 
jurious— I  will  not  say  unfair — to  the 
non.  Member  who  holds  the  position 
of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  no- 
thing can  be  more  injurious  to  the  inte- 
rests of  the  House  itself,  than  that  ques- 
tions of  this  sort  should  be  liable  to  be 
raised  from  time  to  time,  and  sugges- 
tions thrown  out,  and  imputations  and 
insinuations  made,  which  are  of  a  cha- 
racter so  detrimental  to  one  who  takes  a 
frominent  part  in   the   service  of  the 
Louse.     I  did  not  rise  to  question  the 
use  of  the  word  '*  conspiracy ;"  but  I 
was  very  much  tempted  to  do  so.     I 
doubt  whether  such  a  word  ought  to 
have  been  used ;  but  I  thought  it  was 
better  we  should  allow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to   have  his  full  swing,  and  say 
all    that    he  had  to   say,  rather  than 
attempt  to  stifle  any  observations  he 
wished  to  make.    The  House  has  heard 
those  observations,   and  I  venture   to 
think  that  they  receive  very  little  sup- 
port at  the  hands  of  the  House.     With 
regard  to  the  Motion  which  has  been 
made,  I  can  only  say  that  if  we  are  to 
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strike  out  the  reference  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  and  confine  ourselves 
to  the  action  of  the  Speaker  when  the 
House  is  sitting  as  a  Whole  House,  we 
shall  fail  to  meet  one  of  the  very  great 
difficulties  we  have  to  encounter.  It  is 
much  more  frequently  the  case  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee  that  these  diffi- 
culties arise.  In  evidence  taken  in  1878 
you.  Sir,  yourself,  in  giving  evidence  on 
the  subject,  after  noticing  what  you  had 
observed  when  you  were  in  the  Chair, 
went  on  to  say  that  such  cases  occurred 
more  frequently  when  the  House  was  in 
Committee.  It  is  impossible  that  you 
could  take  any  proceedings  while  the 
House  is  in  that  position,  because  you 
are  not  present ;  and  if  we  are  to  have 
any  order  at  all  it  must  be  by  committing 
the  power  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  I  expressed  the  opinion  last 
night,  and  I  retain  the  same  opinion 
now — ^that  it  is  right  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  should  be  supported 
in  what  he  does  by  the  vote  of  the 
House.  I  think  it  would  be  altogether 
destructive  of  the  proposals  we  are 
making  if  we  were  to  consent  to  the 
suggestion  that  these  words  be  struck 
out. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  had  done  him  the 
honour  to  attack  him  for  something 
which  he  did  two  years  ago.  It  was  an 
honour,  and  as  such  he  accepted  it.  It 
was  true  that  he  did  take  the  Chair  be- 
tween 3  and  4  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
and  he  occupied  it  for  about  four  hours, 
and  during  most  of  the  time  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney) 
was  taking  a  very  vigorous,  but  not  an 
irregular,  objection  to  the  Bill.  But 
when  three  or  four  Members  constantly 
got  up  and  moved  to  leave  out  the  word 
*'  the "  or  some  noun  or  adjective,  he 
confessed  that  he  did  pretty  strongly  ex- 
press his  opinion  that  any  hon.  Member 
who  moved  an  Amendment  was  bound 
to  move  sense.  That  was  the  only  course 
he  took  on  that  occasion,  except  putting 
the  Amendments  as  they  were  moved. 
He  thought  that  any  repetition  of  con- 
duct of  that  kind,  which  the  whole 
House,  except  three  or  four  Members, 
reprobated  at  the  moment,  should  not 
be  allowed  to  occur  again.  He  most 
repeat  that  if  ever  there  was  a  case  of 
wuful  obstruction  by  moving  Amend- 
ments that  were  mere  nonaenae  in,  the 
result  it  ^      that,  and  if  it  were  erer 
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his  dutj  to  take  the  Cliair  in  Committeo 
again,  he  would  take  the  same  course  as 
he  had  then. 

Mr.  SHAW  expressed  his  regret  that 
any  personal  element  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  debate,  for  they  were 
now  discussing  one  of  the  most  import- 
ant questions  that  could  be  brought  be- 
fore the  House.  The  proposals  of  the 
Gt>yemment  required  all  their  calmness 
and  attention,  and  he  did  not  think  they 
would  effect  any  good  object  by  import- 
ing anything  into  the  debate  of  a  per- 
sonal character.  So  far  as  he  was  in- 
dividually concerned,  he  had  nothing  to 
oomplain  of  in  the  conduct  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  The  duties 
that  Gentleman  had  to  perform  were  some- 
times of  a  very  onerous  and  laborious 
description,  and  he  certainly  performed 
them  in  a  very  satisfactory  manner.  Ho 
wondered  that  he  had  not  done  some- 
thing much  more  out  of  Order,  some- 
thing much  more  extraordinary  than  ho 
had  ever  seen  him  do.  He  believed  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  deserved 
sympathy  rather  than  censure.  As  to 
his  being  a  partizan,  that  was  another 
question  altogether;  it  was  really  the 
question  they  had  to  debate  in  this 
Amendment.  Just  as  the  House  was 
rising  the  previous  night  ho  took  the 
liberty  of  calling  attention  to  this  point. 
He  hoped  that  no  further  personality 
would  be  indulged  in,  but  that  they 
would  proceed  to  what  ought  to  be  their 
main  object — namely,  to  induce  the  Go- 
vernment to  consent  to  such  alterations 
as  would  really  improve  and  simplify 
the  Office  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  and  relieve  the  Chairman  him- 
self of  a  most  unpleasant  duty  ho  might 
be  called  upon  to  perform.  The  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  must  really  be 
the  actor  under  the  Resolution.  The 
Speaker  would  have  little  to  do  in  carry- 
ing it  out ;  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  on  the  discussion  of  Amendments 
that  would  constantly  be  moved  in  Com- 
mittee, would  be  the  Gontlomau  upon 
whom  the  real  burden  of  the  Resolution 
would  fall.  On  every  occasion  that  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  in  the  Chair  to 
decide  ;  the  Speaker  and  the  House 
would  only  be  called  in  as  executioners 
to  see  that  his  ruling  was  carried  out. 
Under  the  circumstances,  if  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  was  a  Party  man, 
and  was  compelled  from  the  position  he 
occupied  to  call  a  Member  of  the  Com- 


mittee constantly  to  Order,  he  would  bo 
exposed  to  attacks  which  would  lessen 
the  dignity  of  the  House,  would  weaken 
the  authority  of  the  Chair,  and  destroy 
the  respect  and  confidence  which  the 
people  had  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  suggested,  as  a  compromise,  that 
when  the  Chairman  named  a  Member 
the  House  should  be  re-formed,  and  the 
Member  accused  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  defending  himself,  and  if  his 
explanation  was  not  satisfactory  the 
decision  would  not  be  carped  at.  It 
could  not  then  be  said  that  they  were 
acting  as  partizans,  and  they  would  be 
acting  with  full  knowledge  and  informa- 
tion of  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  :  I 
understand  that  in  my  absence,  and 
without  the  courtesy  of  any  Notice  to 
me,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  has 
made  an  attack  on  me. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  I  made  no  attack  on 
the  noble  Lord.  I  referred  to  two  Mem- 
bers who  were  preparing  an  indictment 
against  the  hon.  Members  for  Meath 
and  Cavan,  in  order  to  give  them  an 
opportunity  of  contradicting  the  state- 
ment. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney)  has  given  me 
what  I  have  no  doubt  is  a  perfectly  ac- 
curate account  of  what  occurred.  The 
hon.  Member  used  the  word  "  con- 
spiracy." Now,  conspiracy  is  an  agree- 
ment to  do  something  which  is  illegal 
and  criminal.  The  hon.  Member  used 
that  word,  and  also  stated  that  he  had 
made  these  charges  on  a  former  occa- 
sion. I  have  no  recollection  of  his 
having  done  anything  of  the  kind,  or 
I  would  have  taken  a  public  opportunity 
of  denying  it.  I  wish  to  say  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  has  any  charge  to  make 
against  me,  and  will  make  it  at  a  proper 
time,  and  will  give  me  due  Notice  of  his 
chargo,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  state  to 
the  House  anything  that  may  have 
taken  place.  Last  year,  when  there  was 
gross  and  persistent  obstruction,  I  did 
consult  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  as  to 
whether  something  might  not  be  done. 
I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of  say- 
ing that  when  the  hon.  Member  coupled 
my  name  with  tliat  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  and  used  the  word  "con- 
spiracy,'* to  the  best  of  my  recollection 
I  had  no  communication  with  that  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  subject.     In  making 
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liiMi  statement,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Inmdftlk  indulged  in  his  usual  substan- 
tial inaocuracj. 

Ma.  NEWDEGATE  hoped  the  House 
▼ould  adhere  to  its  ancient  practice, 
which  was  that  when  anything  occurred 
in  Committee  that  was  inconsistent  with 
Order  the  Chairman  should  exercise  an 
original  authority,  and  that  the  House 
should  resume,  and  the  matter  be  re- 
ferred to  the  AVhole  House.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  they  ought  to  render  a 
tribute  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Chairman  discharged  his  duties.  He 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  be  re- 
jected. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  supported  the  Keso- 
lution,  because  its  acceptance  had  been 
recommended  by  those  to  whom  he 
owed  allegiance,  and  because  the  Go- 
vernment believed  it  was  necessary  to 
pass  something  of  the  kind.  At  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  himself  think  that 
a  point  had  been  reached  which  made 
the  passing  of  such  a  Motion  a  matter 
of  necessity.  Whenever  the  Government 
had  showed  any  determination  to  pass  a 
Bill  they  had  received  sufficient  support 
from  the  Opposition  to  enable  them  to 
overcome  all  obstruction  placed  in  their 
way.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
proceeding  to  refer  to  occurrences  in 
connection  with  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Bill,  when 

Mb.  speaker  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  now 
discussing  the  general  question,  and 
not  confining  himself,  as  he  was  bound 
to  do,  to  the  Amendment  actually  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD,  resuming,  said,  he 
was  not  in  favour  of  investing  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  with  the  power 
which  it  was  proposed  to  vest  in  him 
by  the  Resolution,  for  a  Chairman  of 
Committees  must  always  be  appointed 
by  a  majority  in  the  House,  and,  being 
identified  with  the  dominant  Party, 
must  naturally  feel  great  irritation  at 
tH)uduet  which  he  considered  to  be  un- 
due opposition. 

Mr.  SYNAN  charged  the  Govern- 
uxt»ut  with  being  responsible  for  pro- 
tvAvtiug  the  discussion,  because  they 
would  not  say  whether  they  intended  to 
H00t^l>t  the  proposal  that  had  been  made 
tV>r  tho  purpose  of  protecting  an  accused 
Member  fVom  the  sentence  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees.  He  TMr.  Synan) 
did  not  »ee  how  they  could  now  strike 
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out  the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but 
he  did  think  they  ought  to  give  the 
Member  an  opportunity  of  being  heard 
before  he  was  condemned. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL    hoped  that  per- 
sonal matters  would  not  be  gone  into 
again,  although   he  wished   to   inform 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers)  that  he  was  wrong   in 
supposing  that  in  the  reference  that  was 
made  to  him  anything  derogatory  to  his 
fairness  whilst  in  the  Chair,  during  the 
absence  of  the  Chairman,  was  intended. 
With    regard    to    the    moving    of    an 
Amendment     which     did     not     make 
''sense/'  that  was  only  done  once,  and 
it  was  only  practised  then  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  the  question  of  the  power 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  make  such  an 
Amendment  to  the  test,  and  of  eliciting 
an  opinion  from  the  Chair  on  the  matter. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  House,  he  felt  some  embarrassment 
as  to  how  he  should  vote.     If  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  give  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
the  power  of  suspending  a  Member  from 
speaking  and  voting  for  a  whole  even- 
ing, he  should  vote  in  favour  of   the 
omission  from  the   Resolution   of  the 
words  **  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means." 
It  seemed  to  him  that  throughout  the 
Resolution  there  was  a  wholesale  confu- 
sion between  the  disciplinary  and  penal 
and  the  summary  and  superior  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House.     He  thought  that 
the    Chairman   of   Committees   should 
have  full  power  to  silence  a  Member 
who  had  been  guilty  of  an  offence  in  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  the 
whole  of  that  Committee ;  and  where  a 
similar  ofi*ence  was  committed  in   the 
House,   the    Speaker    should    likewise 
have  the  power  of  silencing  the  Member 
for  the  wholo   Sitting.     But    when    a 
Member  should  have  been  guilty  two  or 
three  times  during  the  same  Session,  a 
cumulative  offence    would    have  been 
committed  transcending   the    summary 
jurisdiction  of  the  Chairman. 

Mr.  a.  GATHORNE  HARDY  a'sked 
if  tho  hon.  Member  was  in  Order,  as  he 
was  really  discussing  an  Amendment 
which  had  not  yet  been  reached  ? 

I^Ir.  SPEAKER  ruled  that  the  ob- 
servations of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  were  relevant  to  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  Amendment  before  the  House, 
although,  no  doubt,  they  also  had  refer- 
e  to  another  Amendment. 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  proceeded  to  say 
that,  where  a  cumulative  offence  had 
been  committed,  something  more  should 
he  invoked  than  the  summary  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Chairman  or  Speaker.  The 
House,  in  such  a  case,  should  he  applied 
to  as  a  tribunal  of  supreme  jurisdiction, 
and  should  mete  out  a  punishment  pro- 
portionate to  the  offence.  In  this  man- 
ner the  offence  of  obstruction  would  be 
decisively  put  down,  and  the  power  of 
the  Ck>mmon8  would  bo  maintained.  lie 
would  only  add  that  there  was  not  the 
dimmest  idea  of  obstruction  on  the  Home 
Bule  Benches.  They  were  fighting  a 
straightforward  battle ;  but  if  they 
found  it  hopeless  to  amend  the  Resolu- 
tion they  would  desist,  and  leave  upon 
the  (Government  the  responsibility  of 
passing  a  bad  Order. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  thought 
that,  as  the  understanding  was  to  accept 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  with 
all  their  faults,  no  more  time  should  be 
wasted  over  the  matter,  and  that  the 
House  should  accept  the  Kesolution  in 
the  form  in  which  it  was  presented  to  it. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  a  great  deal  of 
strength  of  argument  had  been  ex- 
pended uselessly  against  the  proposal 
of  the  Government,  for  there  was  no  in- 
herent absurdity  in  the  proposal  to  call 
in  the  House  after  the  Speaker  should 
have  named  an  hon.  Member.  The 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
would  act  as  a  jury;  and  if  ho  pro 
nounced  a  verdict  of  guilty  the  House 
would  be  called  in  to  pronounce  sen- 
tence, and  it  would  take  into  considera- 
tion the  antecedents  of  a  Member. 
The  practice  of  calling  in  the  House 
to  pronounce  judgment  might  bo  a 
very  g^eat  protection  to  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber. He  could  imagine,  for  instance, 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  annoying  a  Clitiir- 
man  very  much  by  one  of  his  inflam- 
matory speeches,  which  acted  on  sonio 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  as  a  rod 
rag  4id  to  a  bull  ;  and  he  con  hi 
imagine  the  Chairman,  wishing  to  gft 
on  with  Business,  pronouncing  the  hon. 
Member  out  of  Order.  Now,  ho  should 
be  sorry  to  pronounce  that  hon.  Member, 
who  was  often  an  Obstructionist  mahjri 
lui,  to  have  been  guilty  of  an  ofFonce 
for  which  the  penalty  proposod  by  tho 
Besolution  should  be  iufli(*t(Hl  on  iiini ; 
and  it  would,  ho  thought,  be  a  protec- 
tion to  individual  Member^  to  huvv  the 


House  called  upon  to  decide  upon  their 
conduct. 

Mk.  COURTNEY  pointed  out  that 
the  proper  occasion  for  discussing  whe- 
ther a  different  form  of  procedure  should 
bo  adopted  when  the  House  was  in 
Committee  would  arise  later  on  in  the 
Resolution,  and  urged  that  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  at  issue  would  be 
much  facilitated  if  the  Government 
would  state  the  views  with  respect  to  it 
which  thev  held.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  suggested 
that  when  a  case  of  irregularity  pre- 
sented itself  in  Committee  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee  should  at 
once  be  suspended,  that  the  Chairman 
should  report  the  offence  to  the  Speaker, 
who  should  then  call  upon  the  Member 
incriminated  to  explain  his  conduct,  and 
that  the  Member  naving  been  heard  in 
his  own  defence  the  House  should  then 
come  to  a  vote  in  the  matter.  He  could 
understand  the  House  being  then  called 
upon  to  take  action,  and  being  in  a 
position  to  pronounce  an  impartial  de- 
cision ;  but,  as  he  had  already  sug- 
gested, the  proper  time  to  consider  the 
point  was  when  certain  words  of  the 
Resolution  which  stood  lower  down  came 
to  be  discussed. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  expressed  a 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  termination  of 
the  discussion  in  which  the  House  was  en- 
gaged would  be  facilitated  by  any  state- 
ment which  might  be  made  by  him  or 
any  other  Member  of  the  Government ; 
but  as  a  direct  appeal  had  been  made  to 
them  by  tlie  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken,  lie  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  Government  had  very  carefully 
considered  tho  various  suggestions  which 
had  been  made  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Resolutions,  and  that  thev  adliercd 
to  the  proposals  which  they  had  origi- 
nally submitted  to  tho  House.  It  was 
obvious  that  if  tho  course  indicated  by 
the  lion,  (n^ntlonian  were  taken,  tho 
Cliairman  of  Committees  would,  imme- 
diately after  naming  tho  inculpated 
Member,  have,  without  remark,  to  re- 
port tlie  circumstance  to  the  Speaker, 
and  then  tlie  Member  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  giving  his  view  of  the 
matter,  and  the  House  be  called  upon  to 
give  judgment  upon  the  <'.r /w/7^  state- 
ment of  the  Member  whose  conduct  was 
complained  of,  so  timt  it  would  not  be  in 
tlie  nature  t»f  that  fair  and  impartial 
judgment  which  the  advocates  of  that 
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mode  of  proceeding  seemed  to  suppose. 
The  Goyernment,  therefore,  as  he  had 
said,  preferred  to  stand  by  their  ori- 
ginal proposal,  which  was,  in  a  great 
measure,  the  same  as  that  which  had 
been  recommended  by  the  Committee 
upstairs. 

Mr.  DODSON  thought  that  the  an- 
nouncement just  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
ought  to  have  the  eflfect  of  greatly 
abridging  the  discussion,  inasmuch  as 
the  Government  had  a  majority  at  their 
back,  which,  as  the  House  was  well 
aware,  would  enable  them  to  carry  any 
proposal  to  which  they  might  announce 
it  to  be  their  intention  to  adhere.  He 
might,  however,  observe  that  he  dis- 
sented from  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
opinion  that  the  Resolution  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  the  same  as  that  which 
had  been  recommended  by  the  Com- 
mittee, for  it  differed  from  it  in  three 
respects ;  and,  in  regard  to  two  of  these, 
he  preferred  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee.  He  was,  at  the  same  time, 
of  opinion  that  it  would  be  a  waste  of 
time  to  prolong  the  discussion  on  the 
Amendment,  and  that  the  responsibility 
of  passing  the  Resolution  as  it  stood 
should  be  allowed  to  rest  on  the  shoulders 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  O'CLERY  said,  he  was  strongly 
opposed  to  giving  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  the  power  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  confer  upon  him  ;  and  he  hoped 
that  in  the  interests  of  fair  play  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  would 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  division.  It 
was  evident  that  the  Liberals  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  discussion  were  ani- 
mated in  the  course  they  were  pursuing 
by  the  consideration  of  the  approaching 
General  Election.  His  belief  was  that, 
notwithstanding  all  they  had  said  during 
the  Recess,  they  were  abstaining  from 
active  opposition  to  the  Resolution  in 
order  to  prevent  the  Government  from 
immediately  dissolving  Parliament. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  really  call 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
Question  before  the  House,  which  is 
that  of  the  power  to  be  vested  in  the 
Chairman  of  Committees. 

Mr.  O'CLERY  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Representatives  of  Ireland  would 
show  that  they  had  an  earnest  desire 
that  the  Rules  of  the  House  should  be 
based  on  principles  of  fair  play  and  im- 
partiality. He  should  oppose  the  Re- 
solution to  the  utmost. 

Lord  John  Manners 


The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  remarked  last 
night  that  the  Business  of  the  House 
could  not  be  carried  on  unless  those  in 
authority  were  treated  with  proper  re- 
spect. That,  he  believed,  every  hon. 
Member  was  ready  to  admit ;  but  then 
it  was  incumbent  upon  those  authorities 
so  to  demean  themselves  as  to  command 
that  respect.  He  therefore  protested 
against  the  notion  that  the  conduct  of 
those  who  held  office  should  not  be  criti- 
cized. He  might  remind  the  House  that 
on  one  memorable  instance  in  Parlia- 
mentary history  the  Speaker  had  to  be 
held  in  his  seat  ana  forced  to  do  his 
duty.  As  for  the  Government,  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  extricate  them- 
selves from  the  ridiculous  position  in 
which  they  had  placed  themselves.  It 
might  be  disagreeable  for  them  or  their 
supporters  to  hear  this ;  but  there  was  no 
resisting  the  logic  of  facts.  They  had 
no  defence  for  the  grounds  they  took  up, 
and  this  morning  he  saw  that  the  Con- 
servative papers  had  absolutely  nothing 
to  say  on  behalf  of  them.  Although  the 
noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  General  said 
they  had  considered  the  subject,  he  didnot 
condescend  to  tell  them  the  arguments  or 
reasons  upon  which  they  arrived  at  their 
conclusions,  which,  he  (the  O'Donoghue) 
submitted,  must  be  rather  peculiar,  as  it 
was  beyond  the  power  of  any  Member 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  to 
form  the  remotest  idea  of  what  their 
arguments  could  be.  He  complained 
that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  or  the 
Speaker  were  to  have  the  power  to  give 
a  decision,  and  they  were  to  be  assisted 
by  the  House,  without  having  heard  a 
single  word  in  the  matter.  Members 
would  find  themselves  no  better  able  to 
give  proper  decisions  than  would  a  body 
of  cabmen  called  from  the  coffee  snug^iy 
in  Palace  Yard.  It  was  dear  that  the 
Resolutions  were  aimed  at  those  who 
represented  the  people  of  Ireland  in  that 
House.  The  position  of  Chairman  of 
Committees  was  a  singular  one,  as  he 
was  a  Party  man;  and  he,  therefore, 
thought  there  was  good  reason  for  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment.  He  could 
only  add  that  he  was  surprised  at  the 
bulk  of  the  Opposition  allowing  the  Go- 
vernment, without  protest,  to  f oroe  their 
Resolution  through  the  House. 

The  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON 
said,  if  a  proposal  of  this  kind  was  to 
be  adopted  at  all  it  must  be  applitd  to 
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Oommittees  as  well  as  Sittings  of  the 
House ;  and  as  the  initiative  under  the 
Besolution  as  to  proceedings  in  Com- 
mittee must  be  vested  in  someone,  ho 
was  of  opinion  it  would  be  most  pro- 
perly left  in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman. 
The  only  alternative  he  could  see  to  tho 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  that 
notice  should  be  taken  of  an~ offence  by 
some  Member  of  the  Committee  other 
than  the  Chairman  ;  but  the  matter 
would  come  before  the  House  again 
when  another  part  of  the  llesolution 
was  submitted.  There  was  really  there- 
fore, he  thought,  no  good  reason  for 
prolonging  the  discussion  of  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House ;  and  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  that  the  main  proposal 
would  be  more  advatitageously  dealt 
with  later  on.  Under  these  circum- 
■tances,  he  thought  it  would  be  wise  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Gallan)  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  would  follow 
the  course  pointed  out.  He  did  not 
wish  to  g^  to  a  needless  division  when 
they  could  decide  the  matter  on  another 
part  of  the  Resolution.  Ho  would  be 
willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
["  No,  no !  "1 

Me.  FINIGAN  contended  that  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  give  so  arbitrary 
a  power  as  that  proposed  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  who  was  almost  always 
a  strong  partizan.  He  hoped  tho  House 
would  consider  the  conciliatory  sugges- 
tions offered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard. 
He  was  sorry  the  Government  had 
thrown  down  the  gauntlet,  and  inti- 
mated that  the  Hou^e  was  to  bo  governed 
by  a  majority,  and  not  by  reason  or 
argument.  If  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land were  to  be  overridden  by  a  tyran- 
nical and  unreflecting  majority,  thoy 
would  feel  it  their  duty  to  continue  the 
war  to  the  bitter  end.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  a  Government  might 
rule,  not,  as  at  present,  by  a  largo  nia- 
jority,  but  by  a  narrow  one  of  three  or 
four  votes ;  and  if  the  Resolution  wore 
passed  in  its  present  form,  it  would  be  a 
melancholy  thing  to  ann  a  Chairman 
with  power  to  silence  a  Member  who 
might  be  making  a  proposal  inconvenient 
if  not  fatal  to  such  a  Ministry. 

Ma.  BIGGAR  maintainrj  that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  if  a  partizan, 
at  he  would  in  all  probability  be,  would 


be  wholly  unfitted  for  the  duties  pro- 
posed to  be  imposed  on  him.  The  evil 
would  be  still  greater  in  the  case  of  a 
Deputy  Chairman,  who  was,  it  seemed 
to  him,  an  entirely  irresponsible  person. 
Take,  for  example,  the  case  of  the  South 
Africa  Bill.  What  happened  in  connec- 
tion with  that  measure  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  onlyQues- 
tion  before  the  House  was  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk, 
an  Amendment  which  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  expressed  his  willingness  to 
withdraw. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  was  not  aware 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  had 
asked  for  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. ["  Oh,  oh !  "]  He  did  not  think 
that  hon.  Gentleman  could  have  seriously 
intended  to  say  so ;  for  he  had  requested 
him,  a  short  time  ago,  on  leaving  the 
House,  to  challenge  a  division  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  rose  to  Order.  He 
asked  whether  it  was  in  Order  for  one 
Member  of  the  House  to  impute  to 
another  Member  that  he  did  not  intend 
to  say  that  which  he  actually  stated. 
He  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  to  imply  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk  said  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  the  latter 
Gentleman  was  not  serious  in  making 
that  statement. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  would  appear 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk 
stated  one  thing  to  the  House,  and,  ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan, 
another  thing  to  that  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  for  the  hon.  Members  to  reconcile 
those  statements  to  tho  House. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  repeated,  that  the  hon. 
^[onibor  for  Dundalk,  on  leaving  the 
House,  had  requested  him,  in  distinct 
terms,  to  challenge  a  division.  Revert- 
ing to  his  former  strain  of  observation, 
ho  desired  to  state  that  hisown  experience 
of  Deputy  Chairman  had  been  exceed- 
ingly unfavourable.  lie  had  seen  a 
Gentleman  in  that  position  so  incompe- 
tent and  confusc»d  that  he  scarcely  knew 
how  to  put  the  Question.  Then,  again, 
othor  lion.  Members  were  decided  parti- 
zans.  Take,  for  example,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pcmtefract 
(Mr.  Childers);  he  was  an  unblushing 
partizan. 

Mk.  H.  SAMUELSON  rose  to  Order. 

Ho   ahked  whether   the  hon.    Member 

I  was  in  Order  in  refon*ing  to  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ponte- 
fract  as  an  unblushing  partizan,  when 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
Question  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  had  already 
indicated  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
that  he  ought  to  keep  his  observations 
strictly  to  the  Amendment  before  the 
House,  which  was  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  simply  wanted 
to  impress  upon  the  House  the  inex- 
pediency of  placing  the  liberty  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  hands  of  partizans  who 
might  be  unable  to  control  their  Party 
feelings. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  no  right 
to  question  the  veracity,  or  attempt  to 
lecture  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  as  he  had 
tried  to  do. 

Mb.  speaker  again  pointed  out  that 
the  Question  before  the  House  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  did 
not  understand  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid-Lincolnshire  possessed  any  par- 
ticular privileges  in  making  his  observa- 
tions,    r**  Order!"! 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  rose  to  a  point  of  Order  ; 
that  had  been  decided,  and  any  dis- 
oussion  now  should  bear  strictly  upon 
the  Amendment. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
submitted,  of  course,  to  the  ruling  of 
the  Chair.  He  objected  to  the  power 
proposed  to  be  conferred  on  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  and  the  casual  De- 
puty Chairmen ;  for,  even  though  they 
were  angels,  they  could  not  separate 
themselves  from  Party  politics.  At  the 
same  time,  he  wished  to  disavow  any 
sympathy  with  obstruction.  With  the 
exception  of  the  late  Mr.  Butt,  he  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  believed  he  was  the 
only  Irish  Member  who  had  expressed 
his  condemnation  of  obstruction  ;  and 
what  he  had  said  in  past  times  on  that 
subject,  even  if  it  should  involve  the 
loss  of  his  seat  to-morrow,  he  would  not 
withdraw.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  it  raised  a  very  im- 
portant question  ;  and  if  it  went  to  a 
division  he  would,  not  from  any  motives 
of  obstruction,  but  on  general  grounds, 
Tot«  in  favour  of  it. 

Mr,  IT,  Samuehon 


Mb.  CALLAN  desired  to  explain  the 
misunderstanding  which  had  apparently 
arisen  with  respect  to  his  Amendment. 
He  had  asked  to  withdraw  it,  but  the 
House  refused  to  give  him  permission  to 
do  so  ;  and  in  thesQ  circumstances,  and 
not  wishing  that  it  should  be  negatived 
without  a  division,  he  had  requested  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to 
challenge  a  division  upon  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  191 ;  Noes 
17:  Majority  174.— (Div.  List,  No.  26.) 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  he  beeged 
to  move  the  omission,  in  line  4  of  the 
Resolution,  of  the  words  **  or  otherwise," 
which,  he  contended,  were  useless  and 
senseless.  He  failed  to  see  either  their 
object  or  meaning.  They  opened  up  a 
wide  field  of  debate,  and  might  have  con- 
sequences which  were  not  foreseen  to 
both  sides  of  the  House.  He  truated  the 
Government  would  give  up  the  objec- 
tionable words  without  any  debate  or 
division. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "or  otherwise." — 
{Mr,  Finigan,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  or  otherwise'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  explained  the 
necessity  for  retaining  these  words,  and 
pointed  out  that  the  words  in  question, 
which  were  embodied  in  the  Resolution 
by  the  Committee  on  Public  Business  at 
his  instance,  enabled  the  Hoase  to  inflict 
a  much  milder  punishment  for  an  abuse 
of  its  Rules  than. might  be  inflicted  under 
its  existing  powers,  and  to  do  so  without 
waste  of  time  in  debate.  The  majority 
of  the  House  had  been  for  some  time  of 
opinion  that  there  had  been  wilful  and 
persistent  obstruction  with  an  ulterior 
object.  This  Resolution  was  designed 
to  put  a  stop  to  that ;  but  the  Bules  of 
the  House  might  still  be  abased.  It  was 
not  for  him  to  suggest  in  what  way  ob- 
struction might  crop  up  in  a  new  fi>rm. 
He  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  for 
his  speech,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  well 
considered  by  the  constituencies  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  SYNAN  did  not  think  the  House 
had  been  satisfied  as  to  the  constmotion 
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to  be  placed  upon  the  words  **  or  other- 
wise." If  the  Besolution  was  intended 
as  a  declaration  that  all  cases  of  abuse 
of  Order  or  violation  of  the  Eules 
of  the  House  should  come  under  the 
penalty,  and  that  it  was  a  deBnition 
of  the  power  of  the  Speaker,  then  he 
could  understand  the  retention  of  the 
words;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Besolution  was  intended  as  a  particular 
machinery  applicable  to  a  certain  kind 
of  obstruction,  then  the  words  were  not 
only  unnecessary  but  mischievous.  The 
words  left  the  House  in  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  Besolution  was  to  be  a  universal  and 
freneral  declaration  of  the  law  of  the 
House,  or  whether  they  were  to  consti- 
tute an  addition  to  its  ordinary  law.  If 
it  was  intended  that  there  should  be  a 
particular  mode  of  punishing  a  particular 
offence,  what  was  meant  by  the  phrase 
"  or  otherwise?" 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  it  was 
not  without  reason  that  these  two  words 
bad  been  objected  to  by  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
(Greenwich  (Mr.W.  E.  Gladstone),  whose 
experience  in  that  House  was  gi'eater 
and  longer  than  that  of  any  other  Mem- 
ber. It  was  impossible  to  consider  those 
words  without  reference  to  the  penalty 
which  would  be  attached  according  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Besolution.  Ho 
had  seen  an  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Feargus 
O'Connor)  approach  the  Chair  in  a 
threatening  manner,  and  afterwards 
strike  another  Member  in  the  face,  the 
unfortunate  man  being  afterwards  found 
to  be  a  lunatic.  On  other  occasions  ho 
had  seen  Members  committed  to  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Seijeant-at-Arms.  Such 
grave  and  aggravated  offencos  occurred 
but  seldom,  but  ho  was  sorry  to  say  they 
bad  occurred ;  and  ho  would  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  effect  of  this  Besolution  would  not 
be  to  bring  this  grave  class  of  ofTenoos 
under  the  operation  of  the  latter  words, 
by  which  a  Member  could  only  bo  sus- 
pended for  that  Sitting?  Oironcos  of 
obstruction  must  be  ccmsidered  as  cu- 
mulative. One  act  only  of  unduly 
straining  the  Forms  of  the  House 
would  not  constitute  the  offence  of  ob 
stmction. 

8iB  WILLIAM  nARCOURT  thou-ht 
there  would  be  no  doubt,  aftor  the  ox- 
planation  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford,  that  the  meaning  of  the  words 
was  that  any  Member  wilfully  and  per- 


sistently obstructing,  or  by  any  other 
method  obstructing.  The  punctuation, 
however,  was  a  little  confusing.  As  the 
clause  stood,  the  insertion  of  the  comma 
made  it  appear  that  the  words  **or  other- 
wise "  were  intended  in  a  diflferent  cate- 
gory from  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House.  It  was  quite  plain  that  the 
phrase  should  stand — **  by  abusing  the 
Rules  of  the  House  by  obstruction  or 
otherwise.** 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER believed  there  was  no  more 
diflicult  question  to  decide  than  where 
to  put  your  commas.  He  always  went 
back  to  the  advice  of  an  old  master  of 
composition — *' Write  without  stops, 
but  read  with  them.**  With  regard  to 
the  words  **or  otherwise,**  he  did  not 
see  how  any  sense  could  be  made  of  the 
words  except  in  the  way  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Sir  William  Harcourt) interpreted  them. 
They  were  meant  to  apply  to  any  case 
of  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House; 
and  if  a  Member  abused  those  Rules, 
either  by  specific  and  persistent  obstruc- 
tion, or  in  any  other  manner,  then  the 
proceedings  indicated  in  the  following 
lines  of  the  Resolution  were  to  take 
place.  He  was  quite  willing  to  expunge 
the  offending  comma,  if  that  would  be 
accepted  as  a  concession.  He  did  not 
consider  that  the  Resolution  in  any  way 
whatever  superseded  or  surrendered  the 
ancient  powers  of  the  House,  or  debarred 
it  from  proceeding  in  accordance  with 
former  precedents.  It  was  intended  as 
an  additional  and  a  supplementary  form 
of  proceeding  in  certain  cases  in  which 
the  old  form  of  proceeding  would  be  in- 
applicable or  would  lead  to  considerable 
inconvenience.  It  was  considered  in- 
convenient, when  a  Member  had  persist- 
ontly  opposed  Business  by  irregular  con- 
duct, that  it  should  be  necessary  to  have 
the  same  sort  of  formal  proceeding  as 
would  be  followed  had  the  Member  been 
p:uilty  of  those  graver  offences  such  as 
tlioso  to  whifh  tho  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Nowdegato) 
referred.  Hero  it  was  intended  to  sub- 
stitute a  ]>unishinent,  if  it  could  be 
so  called,  lin:ht  in  itself,  but  immediate 
in  its  application,  the  object  being  not 
so  much  to  punish  as  to  deter,  and  to 
d«^tor  not  by  the  severity  but  the  rapidity 
of  the  penalty.  He  thought  the  House 
would  do  well  to  adhere  to  the  words 
**  or  otherwise." 

[  Third  2)<iy.] 
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Ma.  BIGOAB  pointed  oat  tbat  tlie; 
could  not  aow  strike  out  the  comma  after 
"  House,"  B8  thev  had  dealt  with  an 
Ameadmant  which  came  after  it  in  the 
clause ;  but  whether  the  comma  re- 
mained in  or  not  would  make  no  differ- 
ence. With  the  comma  the  Besolution 
was  ebatird,  and  it  might  stand  in 
that  form  as  a  waminf;  and  example  to 
future  Leaders  of  the  Government  not  to 
tamper  with  the  liules  of  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  be  much  better 
not  to  move  any  more  Amendments,  but 
simply  to  take  a  division  on  the  main 
Besolution,  gainst  which  he  was  pre- 
pared to  vote.  On  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Members,  he  might  eay  they  were 
thoroughly  thankful  for  the  nature  of 
the  proposition  on  which  obstruction 
waa  to  come  before  the  country.  He 
expressed  a  hopo  that  his  Friends  would 
move  DO  more  Ameodraents,  but  reserve 
themselves  for  the  main  vote.  Then  he 
hoped  they  had  done  with  the  matter 
in  the  House,  though  he  promised  the 
Qovemment  they  had  not  heard  the  last 
of  it  in  the  country. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

8fK  GEOEOE  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  insertion  of  the  words — 

"  The  Member  to  named  ihall  be  permitted 
to  offer  such  eiplanatioD,  defence,  or  apology  a« 
he  may  Me  fit  for  a  tinie  not  aiceediog  ten 

He  believed  it  was  in  accordance  with 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  and  with  com- 
mon justice,  that  a  man  before  being 
condemned  should  be  heard  in  self- 
defence.  The  exact  time  to  be  allowed 
was  immaterial ;  but  he  held  that  the 
opportunity  of  an  explanation  would  in 
many  cases  render  extreme  measures  un- 
necessary. It  waa  quite  possible  that 
the  difficulty  might  be  got  over  by  the 
Member  apologizing  or  submitting  him- 
self to  the  House.  Such  a  Hule  might, 
too,  prove  of  use,  when  it  was  a  case  of 
mistaken  identity  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker. 

Ma.  H.  SAMUELSON  seconded  the 
Amendment.  It  would  give  effect  to  the 
whole  of  the  Resolution,  for  the  vote  of 
the  House  would  carry  but  little  weight 
if  given  in  the  absence  of  any  explana- 
tion from  the  Member  condemned. 
Though  the  House  might  be  satisfied, 
yet  the  country  might  not  bo,  and  a 
Member  might  go  down  to  his  oonsti- 
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tnency  and  find  those  who  aympathtsed 
with  him,  and  to  whom  be  could  assert 
that  he  could  have  explained  had  the 
opportunity  been  allowed  him.  With- 
out that  explanation  he  might  claim  to 
be  the  victim  of  great  injustice ;  and  as 
a  matter  of  justice  between  both  the 
Member  and  the  House,  and  between  a 
Member  and  his  constituents,  the  offender 
should  be  heard  before  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  Bud  a  verdict  and  pass  a  sen- 
tence. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  *,  after  the  worf  "then,"  to  iaaert 
the  verda  "  the  Uembo'  «o  nuned  (hall  be  per- 
mitted to  offer  such  explanation,  defence,  or 
apology  aa  he  ma;  «ee  Bt  fur  a  tune  not  exceed- 
ing ten  miuntea,  after  which." — [Sir  Ottrgt 
CampitU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thx  EXOHE- 
QUEB  thought  the  Amendment  was 
founded  on  a  misapprehension.  It  had 
been  supposed,  for  instance,  that  the 
Speaker  might  be  mistaken  in  naming  a 
Member  on  his  committing  an  offence. 
But  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  would,  in 
the  first  instance,  call  a  Member  toOrder, 
and  probably  nothing  more  would  take 
place.  No  penalty  would  follow  unless 
the  offender  persisted,  and  he  would  have 
every  opportunity  of  making  explana- 
tion or  apology.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  reasonable  to  allow  the  last 
word  to  the  offending  Member  without 
allowing  the  Chairman  to  reply  to  state- 
ments, perhaps  misrepresentations.  The 
adoption  of  the  words  would  only  lead 
to  additional  wrangling  and  disputa- 
tion. 

Mb.  SYNAN  could  not  nnderatond 
the  process  of  reasoning  by  which  it 
was  supposed  that  the  winse  really  liad 
a  discretion  in  enforcing  the  penalty. 
Tlie  House  must  re^ster  the  opinion  of 
the  Speaker,  or  else  the  latter  could  not 
possibly  remain  in  his  Office.  TTib 
Amendment  was  contained  in  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  of  1878  on 
this  subject,  and  why  had  it  been  de- 
parted &om  1  However,  Irish  Hemben 
had  seen  with  indignation  that  this  was 
directed  against  themselves,  and  there- 
fore left  the  Government  to  thdr  reapon- 
sibitity  and  the  ind'  lation  of  the 
country.  [LattghUr.']  1  ,  let  them. take 
care  that  this  hit  3(1  jwocaMliiig 

did  not  reouT^  ~  ' 
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from  irhat  it  had  Teceired  in  the  Houae. 
He  would  leave  that  to  time  and  to  tlie 
oou&tr;.  It  would  be  better  that  the 
GoTemment  should  have  the  rosponai- 
bili^.  It  would  be  better  for  the  country 
to  hnow  that  the  Oovernment  had  exer- 
ciaed  its  power  in  a  bigh-handed,  illegal, 
anjustifiahle  manner. 

Ma.COUETNEY  reminded  the  House 
that  a  Eesolution  identical  with  the 
Amendment  now  proposed  hy  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Kirkcaldy  became  a  Sca- 
sional  Order  of  the  House  in  1878. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  aaid,  ho  should  not 
attempt  to  amend  the  Besolutinn,  but 
sboulo  follow  the  course  pursued  by  (he 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvau  (Mr. 
O'Donnell).  At  the  same  time,  he  would 
reserve  his  right  to  enter  his  protest  at 
a  future  stage  against  the  big  battalions 
irhich  were  brought  to  bear  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  against  the  Irish 
HembfiTs. 

Qneation  put. 

The  House  dhitied: — A  yea  25;  Noes 
19S:    Majority  170.— (Div.    List,    No. 

Ameodment  proposed,  in  line  8,  after 
the  word  "  House,  to  insert  the  words 
"other  and  except  that  of  voting." — 
(Mr.  dmrtntt/.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Tki  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  be  had  not  seen  any  reason 
to  depart  Irora  the  opinion  ho  expressed 
yeeterday.  He  ahould  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground  that  suspension 
from  voting  as  well  as  speaking  was  not 
too  severe  a  punishment  to  inflict  upon 
OD  offender.  Tlie  course  which  the  Go- 
Temment proposed  should  bo  taken  was 
mpported  by  high  authority. 

Bib  GEORGK  HOWYER,  in  support- 
ing the  Amendment,  pointed  out  that  the 
dejaivation  of  a  Member  of  the  right  of 
voting  had  not  been  resorted  to  for  20U 
jean ;  and  the  proposal  of  the  Govrrn- 
ment,  in  his  opinion,  was  unconstitu- 
tional. 

Major  NOLAN  thought  this  was  a 
matter  of  a  good  deal  of  importance, 
hecauae  if  the  Amendment  were  ncceded 
to  it  would  remove  any  temptation  there 
Blight  be  to  weaken  the  votes  of  any 
Party. 

"  .  SfYNAN  thought  the  Government 
not  be  desirous  of  disfranchising 


any  constituency,  especially  as  they  had 
legions  behind  them  to  carry  any  meosiure 
they  wanted,  whether  it  was  right  or 

Mb.  p.  martin  thought  it  was  as 
extraordinary  thing  that  the  Government 
should  try  to  take  advantage  of  the  dark 
and  evil  precedents  of  200  years  ago. 
The  Government  Resolution  would  be 
considered  in  Ireland  to  be  a  Resolution 
framed  for  tho  purpose  of  disenfran- 
chising the  Irish  constituencies.  He 
held  that  the  Conservative  Party  should 
not  allow  it  to  appear  that  it  was  their 
intention  to  operate  unfairly  on  the  Irish 
vote.  He  had  noobjection to thepunish- 
ment  of  a  Member  if  he  offended ;  but 
he  did  object  to  punishing  aconstituency 
for  the  irregularity  of  a  Member. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  be 
entirely  acquitted  the  Government  of  any 
desire  to  punish  particular  individuals, 
or  to  gain  additional  votes ;  but  com- 
plained that  they  did  not  meet  in  a  fair 
spirit  Amendments  proposed  by  Mem- 
bers who  had  DO  sympathy  with  obstruc- 
tion. They  would  yield  nothing  aeem- 
ingly  but  a  comma. 

Question  put. 

Tho  House  ifiVi'ifii:— Ayes  <2;  Noe« 
172:  Majority  130. 


AllfTi,  W.  S. 

Luik,  Sir  A. 

Balfour,  Sir  G. 

M'K«imtt,  Sir  J.  N. 

JiariTig.  T.  C. 

Mukina,  Colonel  W.  T. 

iiuwycr.  Sir  G. 

Slarlin,  P. 

l(ri«K>,  W.  E. 

Ni.l«n,  llajor  J.  P. 

I(r<iBd.>n.  A. 

OUrian,  Sir  P. 

Hurl,  T. 

OCU-ry,  K. 

Ciillun,  P. 

O'Cumum  MahoD,  Col 

(.'uiiitnin,  C. 

Tho 

CiuhiiLhU,  Sir  a. 

O'ShnugbaeMV,  R 

Pfnuington.  P, 

la  11  iijrl  un ,  lion.  Col .  W 

Chudwifk,  D. 

Kcdmond,  W.  A. 

(.•iibliold,  T.  C. 

Itirhud,  U. 

)ill«yn,  L.  L. 

Hidloy,  K. 

¥Af-<:.  S.  It. 

Sht'il,  E. 

Erriiiglon,  G, 

.Shoridiin,  H.  B. 

-;van«,  '1'.  W. 

Sw«ns[..D.  A. 

Fawn,  H. 

S>iii.n.E.J. 

Kit/ni«uriro,  Lord  E. 

Trrvelyiin,  O.  0. 

(iladrf^.ne,  W.  U. 

Kin.-.-.  E.  1). 

lloliiis,  J. 

Lourtniy,  L.  H. 

Ilulc^hiDBon.  J.  D. 

tlConor,  D.  SI. 

.I.iikinB,  D.  J. 

SOES. 
.Alpiandcr,  Culuni'l  C.      SarriDrton,  Viscount 
.\ll,rc-f(.  .T.  D.  Kales,  E. 

Allsopp.  II.  UntcMin,  Sir  T. 

AnitruthPr,  Sir  W.  Baiter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
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Beach,rt.hon.  SirM.H. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  Or,  C. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Blake,  T. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  hon.  R. 
Boufifield,  Col.  N.  G.  P. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Bnien,  H. 
Burghlev,  Lord 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Cartwright,  F. 
CavendiBh,  Lord  F.  C. 
CavendiBh,  Lord  G. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Cole,  Col.  hon.  H.  A. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cordes,  T. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  G. 

Cuninghame,  Sir  W. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Denison,  C.  B. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,   Admiral 

SirW. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elphinstone,SirJ.D.H. 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Ewing,  A.  0. 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Forsyth,  W. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F, 
GarQt,  T. 

Gathome-Hardy,hn.A. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Giles,  A. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Hamilton,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

G. 
Hamilton,  hon.  R.  B. 
Hamond,  C.  F. 
Banbury,  R.  W. 
Harrison,  J.  F. 
Hay,rt.hn.SirJ.C.D. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  A.  S. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 
Holker,  Sir  J. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Holt,  J.  M. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Isaac,  S. 

Elavanagh,  A.  MacM. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Learmonth,  A. 


Lee,  Major  V. 
Leighton,  8. 
Leith,  J.  F. 
Leslie,  Sir  J. 
Lewis,  O. 

Lewisham,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Colonel  R.  L. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther  rt.  hn.  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Manners,rt.hon .  Lord  J. 
Marjoribanks,  Sir  D.  C. 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Masscv,  rt.  hon.  "W.  N. 
MeUof,  T.  W. 
Merewether,  C.  G. 
Mills,  A. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G. 
Moray,  Col.  H.  D. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Mundella,  A.  J. 
Kewdegate,  C.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Korthcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pender,  J. 
Percy,  Earl 
Polhill-Tumer,Capt.F. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Price,  W.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
RalU,  P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Ridlev,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ripley,  H.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Sackville,  S.  G.  S. 
Salt,  T. 
Samuclson,  B. 
Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seely,  C. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  F.  C. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Stanton,  A.  J. 
Starkey,  L.  R. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 


Taylor,  D. 

Taylor,  rt.  hn.  OoL  T.B. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thwaites,  D. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.F. 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M*C. 
Tremayne,  Iit.-Col.  A. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Walker,  0.  0. 
Walter,  J. 
Watney,  J. 
"Watson,  rt.  hon.  W. 


Wedderbtim,  Sir  D. 
Wheelhooae,  W.  8.  J. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Whitley,  E. 
WUmot,  Sir  H. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Tamnouth,  Earl  of 
Teaman,  J. 

TBLLSBS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
Wnn,  R. 


Mb.  GA.LLAN  was  about  to  propose 
the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name, 
when 

Mb.  speaker  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  House  had  already 
negatived  the  Amendment  which  stood 
in  his  name  on  the  P^per,  with  regard 
to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
taking  part  in  carrying  out  the  Besolu- 
tion.  If  the  Amendment  now  to  be  pro- 
posed applied  to  the  same  subject,  the 
hon.  Member  could  not  bring  it  forward. 
But  if  the  hon.  Member  did  not  propose 
to  raise  the  same  question,  then  he  would 
be  in  Order. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  just  rising 
to  withdraw  the  first  part  of  his  Amend- 
ment, and  to  move  the  second,  which 
was  to  the  effect  that  when  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Committees  reported  an  offence 
to  the  Speaker,  the  Speaker  should  allow 
the  Member  in  question  to  defend  him- 
self, withdraw  his  statements,  or  make 
an  apology  for  his  conduct  during  the 
space  of  10  minutes.  He  did  not  intend 
to  press  the  Amendment  to  a  division, 
and  simply  recommended  it  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  He  felt  bound, 
however,  to  enter  his  protest  against  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
g^rvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  who  had  been 
constituted  the  Leader  of  the  Party  in 
this  matter,  had  got  them  into  this  mess, 
and  had  then  absented  himself  from  the 
House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  12,  after  the  word  "  Honse,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  when  the  Member  to  named  ■hall 
be  permitted  to  offer  each  ezi>lanatioD,  defence, 
or  apology  as  he  may  see  fit  for  a  time  not  ex- 
ceeding   ten  minutes,    after   which."  —  {Mr. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put  and  negatived. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
thought  the  House  had  now  arrived  at  a 
stage  when  it  was  desirable  to  criticiBe 
the  wording  of  the  Besolution  before  it 
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was  put  from  the  Chair  and  agreed  to. 
That  he  might  be  in  Order  in  doing 
B0»  he  should  conclude  bj  moving  the 
Amendment  which  stood  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Muntz).     [**  Order !  *'] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  he  had  called 
by  name  on  all  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  Notices  of  Amendment  on  the 
Paper;  but  if  any  hon.  Member  wished 
to  propose  an  addition  to  the  Resolution 
it  was  open  to  him  to  do  so. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  an 
addition  to  move  to  it,  which  he  proposed 
to  explain  to  the  House. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  came  before  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  when  he 
called  upon  the  different  Members  who 
had  Notices  of  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
there  had  been  no  answer  to  the  call. 
It  was,  nevertheless,  competent  to  any 
hon.  Member  to  propose  an  Amendment 
to  any  part  of  the  Resolution  following 
the  worids  to  which  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Oallan)  applied. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
observed,  that  the  Amendment  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  had 
ffiven  Notice  came  after  that  which  had 
just  been  negatived  by  the  House,  and 
proceeded  to  move  it.  His  chief  object, 
however,  in  rising  was  to  make  one  or 
two  remarks  on  the  latter  part  of  the 
Besolution,  which,  if  adopted  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  might,  he  was  afraid,  lead  to 
a  very  considerable  waste  of  time.  It 
was  provided  by  that  part  of  the  Reso- 
tion  that — 

**  If  any  Member  be  suspended  three  times  in 
one  Session  under  this  Order,  his  suspension  on 
the  third  occasion  shall  continue  for  one  week, 
and  until  a  Motion  has  been  made,  upon  whicli 
it  shall  be  decided  at  one  Sitting,  by  the  House, 
whether  the  suspension  shall  then  cea<)«',  or  fur 
what  longer  period  it  shall  continue :  and  on  the 
occasion  of  such  Motion,  the  Member  may,  if 
he  desires  it,  bo  heard  in  his  place." 

Now,  he  did  not  take  exception  to  tlio 
mildness  of  the  penalty  which  it  was 
proposed  to  inflict  on  the  offending  Mem- 
ber, but  to  the  consequences  which  were 
likely  to  ensue  if  the  matter  were  to  bo 
debated  in  that  House  in  the  way  autho- 
rised by  the  Resolution.  If  a  Member 
were  suspended  three  times  in  one  Ses- 
sion,  ana  the  suspension  on  the  third 
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occasion  continued  for  a  week,  or  for  a 
longer  time,  until  a  Motion  had  been 
made  either  for  relieving  him  from  sus- 
pension or  for  continuing  it  for  a  longer 
time,  one  of  two  things  would  take  place. 
Either  the  House  would  be  of  opinion 
that  the  suspension  for  the  one  week 
was  sufficient,  and  that  the  suspension 
might  be  removed,  or  else  they  might  be 
of  opinion  that  the  ofl*ence  was  of  so 
grave  a  character  as  to  merit  a  longer 
period  of  suspension.  In  that  case  Mo- 
tion and  debate  would  be  necessary ; 
but  why,  he  asked,  did  the  Government 
insist  upon  inflicting  on  the  House  any 
debate  on  the  conduct  of  a  Member  if, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  House,  the 
offence  had  been  sufficiently  atoned  for 
by  a  week's  suspension  ?  In  short,  the 
effect  of  the  Resolution  was  that,  after  a 
week's  suspension,  a  debate  could  not  be 
avoided;  and  that  debate,  though  it 
might  not  be  long,  would  not  be  confined 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Member  inculpated, 
but  would  extend  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, which  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
any  hon.  Member  to  discuss  at  length. 
Those  objections  to  the  wording  of  the 
Resolution  might,  he  contended,  be  met 
by  the  adoption  of  a  simpler  mode  of 
procedure,  which  would  secure  that  a 
normal  punishment  should  be  inflicted 
after  a  second  or  third  offence,  without 
having  the  matter  brought  before  the 
House  again  by  a  formal  Motion,  which 
would  lead  to  a  discussion  which  would 
be  productive  of  unnecessary  waste  of 
time,  and  of  comments  on  tne  conduct 
of  the  authorities  in  that  House  which 
it  was  undesirable  to  provoke.  The 
penalty  might  be  extended  to  a  fortnight 
or  a  month,  instead  of  a  week,  if  the 
House  thought  fit ;  but,  unless  it  were 
the  opinion  of  the  House  that  a  still  se- 
verer pimishment  was  required,  the  mat- 
tor  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  concluded 
without  any  further  discussion.  Deem- 
ing that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  l^nningham  would  improve 
tlie  clause,  he  begged  to  move  it  to  put 
himself  in  Order. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  15,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  three  times,"  and 
insert  the  word  **  twice." — {The  Marqueee 
of  Har  ting  ton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
*  three  timos '  stand  part  of  the  Que!«- 

tion." 


;;  T 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  well  aware  that  any  proposal 
which  the  Government  might  make  on  so 
delicate  a  subject  was  open  to  criticism. 
The  terms  of  the  Resolution,  however, 
had  been  very  carefully  considered,  and 
he  trusted  the  House  would  agree  to 
it  as  it  stood.  He  did  not  think,  he 
might  add,  that  the  criticisms  of  the  noble 
Lord  were  by  any  means  unanswerable. 
The  noble  Lord  admitted  that  in  the 
event  of  a  Motion  being  made  to  extend 
the  punishment  beyond  the  time  ordered 
it  would  be  necessary  that  a  debate 
should  take  place,  and  that  was  the 
theory  on  which  the  Government  bad 
proceeded.  They  had  recognized  the 
importance  of  giving  the  Speaker  and 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  an  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  an  immediate  stop  to 
an  offence  which  required  to  be  dealt 
with  on  the  spur  of  the  moment ;  but 
they  bad  not  oeemed  it  right  to  give  any 
authority,  however  high,  acting  upon  so 
short  a  notice,  and  possibly  in  a  thin 
House,  unprepared  to  deal  with  the 
question,  tne  power  of  suspending  a 
Member  for  a  considerable  time.  That 
was  a  serious  matter,  and  one  which,  in 
their  opinion,  ought  to  be  left  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  itself.  Therefore  it  was 
provided  that,  whenever  it  was  found 
desirable  to  propose  a  more  severe  sen- 
tence, the  matter  should  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  at  such 
an  interval  of  time  as  would  give  ample 
opportunity  for  the  House  to  know  what 
was  really  going  on,  for  Members  to 
secure  for  themselves  the  consideration 
of  the  subject,  and  for  the  offending 
Member  himself  to  consider  what  course 
he  ought  to  take — whether  to  make  any 
submission,  or  offer  any  explanation 
which  might  satisfy  the  House.  The 
object  of  the  Government  was  to  shorten 
the  proceeding  pointed  at  by  the  noble 
Lord,  by  providing  that  a  Member 
should  remain  suspended  until  his  sus- 
pension was  taken  off.  In  the  case, 
therefore,  of  a  Motion  for  the  cessation 
of  the  suspension,  there  would  in  all  pro- 
bability be  no  lengthened  discussion, 
because  everybody  would  be  desirous  of 
shortening  the  proceedings;  while  the 
noble  Lord  himself  saw  the  expediency 
of  having  the  question  discussed  in  the 
event  of  an  increase  of  the  penalty  being 
proposed. 

Sir  WILLU.M  HARCODRT  wished 
to  have  some  explanation  as  to  the  mode 


of  proceeding  in  the  event  of  a  Motion 
for  the  cessation  or  continuance  of  the 
suspension  of  a  Member  being  made. 
Was  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  to  be  introduced  in  any  way 
into  the  business  ?  They  were  the  per- 
sons who  had  been  most  conversant  with 
all  that  had  taken  place ;  and  he  did  not 
know  from  whom,  if  not  from  them,  the 
House  could  receive  that  information 
which  it  was  desirable  to  receive  before 
it  could  decide  on  the  matter.  But  one 
of  the  chief  difficulties  in  the  case  was 
that  which  had  been  pointed  out  by  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him — that  the  de- 
bate, under  the  words  of  the  Resolution, 
would  be  likely  to  turn  very  much  on 
the  conduct  of  those  two  authorities  of 
the  House.  There  might  also  be  a  va- 
riety of  Motions  made  for  the  further 
suspension  of  a  Member  for  a  week,  or  a 
fortnight,  or  a  month;  while  there  would 
be  no  certainty  as  to  what  the  punish- 
ment for  the  offence  committed  really 
was.  Under  these  circumstanceB,  the 
House  was,  he  thought,  entitled  to  have 
further  information  from  the  GkyTem- 
ment  as  to  the  mode  of  procedure  under 
the  Resolution.  

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  iaid,  the 
purport  of  the  Resolution  as  a  whole 
could  hardly  be  fairly  judged  unless  eadi 
clause  of  it  was  taken  in  its  proper  se- 
quence. If  that  were  done,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  see  that  each 
of  the  three  punishments  which  would 
be  inflicted  under  the  Resolution  would 
be  brought  about  by  the  action  of  some 
Member  of  the  House  other  than  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees.  On 
coming  to  the  final  stage  the  House 
would,  thereforo,  natundly  look,  either 
to  the  Member  who  moved  on  the  pre- 
vious occasion,  or  to  the  Leader  of  the 
House ;  and  he  thought  there  oould  be 
no  doubt  that  neither  the  Speaker  nor 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  would  be 
called  on  to  say  a  single  word  on  the 
final  proposal  that  would  be  made. 
There  was,  therefore,  no  reason  why  the 
conduct  of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  should  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion.  Indeed,  the  Resolu- 
tion had  been  carefully  worded,  so,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  avoia  any  oontingenqr 
of  that  kind.  

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  was  of  opimon 
that  both  the  noble  Lord  and  the  rig^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  flie 
Exchequer  had   somewhat  undenrated 
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against  which  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him  wished  to 
guard.  An  offence  which  necessitated 
Ufl  BUBpension  of  a  Member  fur  a  week 
would  probably  lead  to  a  dobato  in  every 
case,  WDile  any  proposal  to  continue  the 
ODspensieii  would  certainly  give  rise  tu 
s  prolonged  discussion.  The  time  of  the 
House  would  therefore,  he  thought,  bo 
ured  if  the  suggestion  of  his  noble 
Friend  were  adopted,  and  the  Boselu- 
tion  were  made  Belf-ai:ting. 

LoED  EDUOND  FITZMAUEICE 
Mked  at  what  stage  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  was  the  question  of  sus- 
pension to  be  entertained — was  it  to  be 
A  question  of  Privilege  ? 

Mr.  SYNAN  asked,  what  difference 
woald  it  make  to  the  House  to  have  itn 
time  wasted  on  the  second  or  third  occa- 
sionf  It  wasnnlyaquestioDof tweedlo- 
dnm  or  twoedlcdee. 

Mb.  EVANa  was  also  of  opinion  that 
the  Resolution  as  it  stood  would  have  tlie 
effect  of  leading  to  a  consideriLbto  waste 
of  the  time  of  the  Houbq. 

Ma.  A88HET0N  CROSS  replied,  that 
the  Qovemment,  having  carefully  oonsi- 
dered  the  whole  question,  were  of  opi- 
nion that  the  course  proposed  by  the 
Bmolution  was  the  best  tliat  could  bo 
derised.  Tbe  suspenAion  of  a  Member 
fhnn  tbe  discharge  of  hia  I'arliamontfti-y 
duties  was  a  very  serious  mutter,  and  onn 
npon  whiub  it  was  doomed  ri(;ht  that  (he 
Uouae  should  have  an  opportunity  o\ 
expressing  its  opinion,  lie  would  alno 
point  out  that  tbe  offence  agiiinst  which 
tbe'Besolution  was  directed  might  dtlfer 
Tery  much  in  the  degree  of  its  enormity 
according  as  it  was  committed  one  day 
after  another  with  the  obvious  intention 
of  despising  the  Kiiles  of  the  House,  or 
at  longer  intervals  in  tlie  cour.'^e  of  a  Ses- 
sion ;  so  that  the  varying  degrees  of  the 
oiTence  irould  not  be  udnpiately  pro- 
Tided  for  if  the  Itcsolulion  were  pnsfL'i! 
in  accordance  with  (lie  suggestions  of 
tbe  noble  Lord  opposite.  Ho  might  udil, 
in  answer  to  the  nucstion  of  the  noblo 
Lord  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice),  that  a 
matt^  of  this  kind  woidd  naturally  come 
on  as  a  question  of  I'rivilcgo. 

8iE  HENRY  JAMES  argued  that  if 
the  Resolution  was  allowed  to  remain 
unaltered,  it  would  bo  necessary  in 
ererj  case  to  have  a  debate  bi'foro  the 
sentence  of  BUEpension  could  boromnvod. 
The  whole  question  of  tiie  suntenco 
which  bad  been  passed  would  thus  bo 


reviewed,  and  greater  in  convenience 
(Tould  bo  the  rcHult.  These  Besolutions 
n-crn  aimed  at  Obstructionists,  and  not 
those  who  wished  a  matter  of  this  kind 
to  end  as  soon  as  possible;  and.  there- 
furo,  every  advantage  of  tbe  Privileges  of 
debate  would  be  taken.  It  would,  in  bis 
opinion,  bo  much  better  that  there  should 
be  no  such  discussion. 

Mil.  C.\LLAN  thanked  the  Qovei-n- 
mont  for  the  merciful  consideration  they 
had  shown  in  their  i-eply  to  tho  remarks 
of  the  noble  Slarqucas  tho  Leader  of  tho 
Oppoaitiim  ;  and  he  hoped  the  noble 
Marquess  would  see  tbe  propriety,  after 
the  discussion  which  had  arisen,  of  with- 
drawing bis  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  leilfidraion. 

Loud    EDMOND    FITZMAURICE 

moved  tho  insertion,  after  the  word 
"made,"  of  tbe  words  "at  the  com- 
mencement of  Public  llusineas,"  as  de- 
fining tho  time  at  which  an  offending 
Member  might  be  lii'urd  in  his  place. 

TiiK  CnANCELLOIt  oftue  EXOUE- 
QUER  asked  Mr.  Speaker  if  this 
Amendment  was  not  unnecessary? 

Mk.  SPE.iKER:  Tho  <iueatiou  will  iu- 
volve  and  affect  tho  pi-iviieges  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  I  understand  that 
under  this  Resolution  a  Murabor  of  this 
Ilouso  might  be  suspended  for  a  limited 
timi!,  and  when  that  time  cuascs  a  do- 
bate  might  arise  as  to  tbo  co.tsution  or 
continuance  of  that  suspcnsi.m.  No 
doubt,  tho  question,  affitcliug,  as  it  does, 
the  servict.-s  of  a  Member,  shoidd  have 
precedence  aa  a  question  of  i'rivilHgo; 
and.  therefore,  the  words  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  are  not,  iu  my  judgment, 

Amonilment  proposed,  in  line  16,  after 
the  word  "made,"  to  insert  (lie  wordii 
•■at  the  comraoncem.'iit  of  Public  Busi- 
ness."— {Lord  KdmoHii  /■'i'tiiiiiiiiiee.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcilhdraicn. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTElt  said,  ho  thought 
tbe  qui-stiou  which  had  been  brought  up 
in  the  course  of  the  duliuto  bv  the  h<m. 
Member  f..r  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newde^ate)  and  other  lion.  Members 
required  to  bo  cleared  up.  That  ques- 
tion was  wbethiT  the  Ueiudution  did  or 
did  not  limit  tho  present  power  of  tho 
House  to  take  notice  of  r^'prchonaiblo 
■J-i,„d  l}.«j-\ 
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oonduct  on  the  part  of  Members.     The  [  nothing  to  read  but  English  newspapers, 
"  ..     .1  -....-.  .-.    j^jjj  Bociety  was  in  every  way  poeeihlo 

against  the  Irish  Members.  By  the 
Kesotution  they  were  now  passing,  Irieh 
Members  would  be  prevented  fnim  dis- 
chai^Dg  their  duty  to  their  conntituents 
if  the  course  of  duty  happened  to  run 
counter  to  English  public  opinion.  The 
other  night  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  Plimsoll)  was  visited  with  a  qumti- 
censure,  because  he  happened  not  to 
belong  to  the  majority.  Irish  Members 
ran  a  double  chance,  because  they  were 
in  a  minority  as  regarded  either  of  the 
great  English  political  Parties.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  Irish  Members  had  a 
great  guarantee  in  the  justice  and  im- 
partiality of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  Chair;  but  he  verily  believed 
that  was  their  only  guarantee  when  they 
attempted  to  press  their  notions  upon 
the  House. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  if  this  Reso- 
lution was  regarded  to  any  extent  as  a 
Party  electioneering  device,  that  was  dis- 
tinctly the  fault  of  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Administration.  They  gave  to  this 
measure  a  distinct  partisan  character ; 
they  deliberately  omitted  to  consult  the 
lisaders  of  the  Liberal  Opposition  on  the 
subject.  Hitherto  it  had  always  been 
the  custom  of  a  Oovemment  to  consult 
the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Business  of  the  Honae.  As 
tJ)  this  Besolution,  it  was  distinctly  a 
part  of  the  Liverpool  electioneering  ma- 
noeuvre. Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
pretended  that  the  operation  of  this  Be- 
solution would  have  the  authority  of  the 
House  ;  but  they,  in  fact,  threw  the  re- 
sponsibility of  preventing  obstruction 
upon  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
ever  put  on  Committees.  They  on  one  Committees.  That  might  be-UiDlBterial 
challenged     every  j  morality ;  but  it  seemed  to  hint  to  be 


Government  seemed  to  think  that  it  did 

not ;  but  he  was  inclined  to  think  that 
some  of  the  words  did  seem  to  be  a  limi- 
tation, and  as  this  was  not  desirable,  he 
moved  the  addition  to  the  Keaolntion  of 
these  words ; — 

"  Provided  nlways,  That  nothing  in  this  He- 
solution  shall  bo  taken  to  deprivo  the  Houso  uf 
the  power  of  proceediDg  nti^ainat  any  >Icmbor 
according  to  ancient  usagea.' ' 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  tho  end  of  tho  Qiieation,  to  add  the  worda, 
"  Provided  alwaya,  That  nothing  in  lliia  Hcso- 
Intion  ahnll  bo  taken  to  deprive  tho  House  of 
the  power  oE  proeocding  against  any  Sfembcr 
according?  to  ancient  uBBgoa."— (JTr.  IFilliam 
Edifard  Forater.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  adoption  of  the  words 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
instead  of  those  of  a  similar  effect  which 
he  desired  to  have  embodied  in  the 
Besolution. 

The  CH  ANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QITEB  observed,  that  the  Goverament 
would  not  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Majob  NOLAN  wished  to  point  out 
that  when  these  Ilesolutions  were  carried 
into  effect,  Irish  Members  would  find 
their  difficulties  in  the  performance  of 
their  duty  in  that  House  greatly  in- 
creased. ["No,  no!"]  He  would  give 
the  House  an  instance  of  what  he  meant 
by  pointing  out  that  when  he  came  into 
Parliament  Irish  Members  were  hardly 


me  proposed  for  a  Committee,  and  thi 
lult  was  that  ever  sinre  they  had  th 
merii-al  share  of  Members  on  Commit 


CO  mm  on -pi  ace  vulgar  hypocrisy,  and  it 

would  not  be  successful.    The  whole  of 

tho  debate  had  been  conducted  under 

pposed  that  if  they  did  that  '  the  direct  terror  and  meoace  of  an  ap- 

*"  "  ■        loal  to  public  opinion  against  any  Hem- 

who  even  ventured  to  criticise  the 


they  would  be  suspended.  [CVii 
No  !  "]  When  the  Irish  Member 
to  London,  they  found  thcmBelves    Besolutions — [Murmitri  of  eonttrfUim.'] 


inded  by  an  English  atmosphi 
in  which,   he  supposed,  there  was  the 
same  amount  of  osj'gen  as  in  the  I: ' 


Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Speaker 

bether  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 

Dungarvan  was  in  Order  in  interrupting 


atmosphere  ;  but  the  moral  atmosphere  I  the  conversation  of  hon.  Members 


.     5  "PPO- 

Mii.    O'DONNELL,    resuming,  went 
□n  to  say  that  they  had  compelled  the 

— _  i-.-r—   —     (I'lvci-miiit  to  show  their  hands,   and 

ibargu  oftheirdutiefi.    They  had  almost    tiny  would  henceforth  treat  the  mcttvr 
.'/,-.  jy.  E.  Fonttr 


by   which    the    Irish    Membi 
themselves  surrounded  in  London  was 
most  depressing  and  demorabzing,  and 
rendered  them  unfit  for  a  proper  dis- 
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as  a  fight  between  Party  and  Party. 
Ministers  had  furniBhed  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers with  a  fresh  reason  for  distrusting 
the  justice  and  the  honesty  of  the  pre- 
sent Advisers  of  the  Crown ;  and  from  one 
end  of  Ireland  to  the  other  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Government  would  form  a 
staple  subject  of  political  canvass  long 
after  the  next  Session.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  derive  new  courage  from  the 
unfairness  with  which  they  had  been 
treated.  He  would  not  even  vote  against 
the  Besolution  proposed  by  the  Goveni- 
ment.  He  had  to  thank  the  Govern- 
ment for  placing  themselves  so  admi- 
rably in  the  wrong.  They  had  tried  to 
discredit  the  Liberal  Opposition,  and 
they  had  failed.  They  had  tried  to  dis- 
credit the  Irish  National  Party,  and  they 
had  failed. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  the  miserable 
instrument  of  the  Government  could  not 
and  would  not  arrest  for  one  moment 
the  progress  of  national  progress  in  Ire- 
land, and  would  only  add  to  the  number 
of  those  who  approved  of  an  active  policy 
on  the  part  of  Irish  Members  in  the 
House.  The  Irish  people  had  suffered 
from  three  long  centuries  of  English 
misrule;  but  their  spirit  was  not  yet 
dead,  and,  please  God,  it  never  would  be. 
The  hope  which  had  animated  so  many 
exiles  m)m  his  country,  which  had  illu- 
mined the  dungeons  of  Irish  prisoners, 
which  had  inspired  Irish  martyrs  on 
English  scaffolds,  would  not  be  dimmed 
by  the  present  miserable  instrument  in- 
troduced by  the  Government — the  hope 
of  an  Irish  Parliament,  and  the  hope  and 
the  right  of  the  Irish  people  to  self- 
government  would  still  remain.  It  would 
only  be  intensified  and  quickened,  and 
would  make  the  Irish  Members  iight  and 
struggle  still  more  strenuously  against 
the  injustice  of  the  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  was  rejoiced  the  Go- 
vernment had  now  thrown  off  the  mask, 
so  that  henceforth  Irish  Members  might 
understand  that  questions  which  came 
before  the  House  were  to  be  decided  not 
by  arguments  based  upon  sound  reason, 
but  upon  the  tpse  dixit  and  will  of  the 
Government  of  the  day. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  whether  sus- 
pension from  the  service  of  the  House 
would  extend  to  service  on  a  Private 
Bill  Committee  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  if  a  Member  who  was 
serving  on  a  Private   Bill   Committee 


were  suspended,  the  matter  would  be 
reported  by  the  Chairman  of  that  Com- 
mittee to  the  House,  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  if  a  Member  were  prevented  from 
voting  by  any  accidental  circumstance ; 
and  the  same  course  would  be  taken  by 
the  House  as  was  taken  in  the  case  of  a 
Member  prevented  by  any  accidental 
reason  from  serving  on  a  Private  Bill 
Committee. 

Resolvedj  That,  whenever  any  Member  shall 
have  been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the  Chair- 
man of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Chair,  or  abusing 
the  Rules  of  the  House  by  persistently  and  wil- 
fully obstructing  the  business  of  the  House,  or 
otherwise,  then,  if  the  ofifence  has  been  com- 
mitted in  the  House,  the  Speaker  shall  forth- 
with put  the  question,  on  a  Motion  b^ing  made, 
no  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate  being 
allowed,  *  That  such  Member  bo  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House  during  the  remainder 
of  that  day*s  sitting ; '  and,  if  the  offence  has 
been  committed  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  the  Chairman  shall,  on  a  Motion  being 
made,  put  the  same  question  in  a  similar  way, 
and  if  the  Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwith 
suspend  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and 
report  the  circumstance  to  the  House ;  and  the 
Speaker  shall  thereupon  put  the  same  question, 
without  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  as 
if  the  offence  had  been  committed  in  the  House 
itself.  If  any  Member  be  suspended  three 
times  in  one  Session,  under  this  Order,  his  sus- 
pension on  the  third  occasion  shall  continue  for 
one  week,  and  until  a  Motion  has  been  made, 
upon  which  it  shall  be  decided,  at  one  sitting, 
by  the  House,  whether  the  suspension  shall  then 
cease,  or  for  what  longer  period  it  shall  con- 
tinue ;  and,  on  the  occasion  of  such  Motion,  the 
Member  may,  if  he  desin.*s  it,  be  heard  in  hift 
place:  Provided  always.  That  nothing  in  this 
Ucsolution  shall  be  taken  to  deprive  the  House 
of  the  power  of  proceeding  against  any  Member 
according  to  ancient  usages. 

^lotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'  *  That  the  said  Resolution  be  a  stand- 
ing Order  of  this  House.** — (J/r.  Chan- 
ce I  lor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

^[r.  DILLWYN,  in  moving— 

*'  Tliat,  in  tho  last  Sossion  of  a  Parliament,  it 
is  iiirxpodirnt  to  constiluto  an  untried  expcri- 
inrnt  by  which  the  prui^'cJings  of  Parliament 
luity  bo  niatfrially  altered,  and  thi'  privileges  of 
MoMibtTs  Ifhsrned,  as  a  Standing  Order  of  tho 
House," 

said,  that  a  Standing  Order  was  a  per- 
manent Order;  and,  therefore,  before  it 
was  finally  decided  on,  he  thought  it  was 
necessary  that  there  should  be  some  ex- 
perience of  its  working.  He  must  take 
e.xception  to  the  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary  in  tho  previous  night's  debate, 
where  he  said  the  action  of  tho  Opposi- 
tion was  impatriotic  in  not  more  strongly 

[  Third  Day.'] 
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Bnpporting  the  Oovemment  than  they 
had  done.  He  did  think  that  the 
House  had  considered  the  matter  in  a 
very  calm  manner,  and  complained  that 
what  8U{2^gostion8  had  been  offered  to 
the  Goyernmont  had  not  been  met  in  a 
friendly  and  conciliatory  spirit  as  they 
ought  to  have  been,  and  suggested 
Amendments  had  been  refused  which 
he  believed  would  ultimately  have  to  be 
adopted  if  the  Resolution  was  to  be  of 
practical  value.  He  was  of  opinion,  there- 
fore, that  the  Resolution  should  be  made 
a  Sessional  Order,  as  it  would  probably 
have  to  be  altered;  and  anythin|r  which 
related  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
Members  of  Parliament  ought  to  be 
looked  upon  as  needing  very  calm  deli- 
beration and  anxious  thought,  and  ought 
not  to  be  decided  hurriedly.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer as  the  Leader  of  that  House  to  give 
his  proposal  a  favourable  consideration. 
He  did  not  think  it  wise  for  a  Parliament 
which  stood  somewhat  discredited  with 
the  country  to  pass  Rules  which  should 
bind  its  successors. 

Mr.  COURTNEY,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  it  was  true  that  a 
Standing  Order  might  be  altered ;  but 
it  would  have  to  be  a  very  bad  one  in- 
deed before  that  was  done.  A  Sessional 
Order,  on  the  other  hand,  would  be 
tried,  and  any  defects  it  might  have 
speedily  remedied.  He  attributed  a  good 
deal  of  the  importance  attached  to  ob- 
struction to  the  disproportionate  notice 
ffiven  to  this  matter  in  the  newspapers, 
in  comparison  with  the  brief  records  of 
the  serious  Business  of  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leRve  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  (Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  in  the  liiat  Session  of  a  Parliament,  it  is  inex- 
pedient to  constitute  an  untried  experiment  by 
which  the  proceodinffs  of  Parliament  may  be 
maturially  alton^d,  and  the  privileges  of  Members 
lessened,  as  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House," — 
(Jfr.  i)i7/»ryw,) 

instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,   **  That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. '' 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
two  hon.  Members,  and  perhaps  some 
other  hon.  Gentlemen,  were  under  the 
impression  that  there  was  something 
very  mysterious  about  a  Standing  Order 

Mr.  IHUwyn 


of  that  House  which  made  it  unalterable, 
like  an  order  of  the  Medes  and  Persians. 
He  did  not  understand  that  by  making 
this  Resolution  a  Standing  Order  they 
deprired  themselvee  of  ih»  power  of 
amending  it  in  any  way  that  might  be 
necessary.  What  they  did  by  making 
it  a  Standing  Order  was  this — they  ren- 
dered it  unnecessary  at  the  beginning  of 
a  Session  to  go  OTer  the  wh^  ground 
again  to  make  it  an  Order  of  the  House. 
Looking  at  the  matter  as  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  not  of  a  Party,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  g^reat  error  to 
make  this  Resolution  a  mere  Sessional 
Order,  and  leave  the  question  to  be  done 
all  over  again  at  the  commencement  of 
the  next  Parliament.  Having  seen  the 
rise  and  g^wth  of  this  evil  of  obstruc- 
tion, he  thought  it  was  their  duty  to 
leave  a  remedy  for  it  to  the  next  Parlia- 
ment, which  could  cancel  or  alter  it  if 
uecessarv. 

Mb.  W.  E.  PORSTER,  after  much 
consideration,  could  not  support  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  tne  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  that  this 
Order  should  be  merely  a  Sessional  one. 
He  agreed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  they  were  providing  a 
remedy  for  an  evil  of  which  the  growth, 
if  not  the  origin,  had  taken  place  in  this 
Parliament,  and  it  was  their  duty  to  pro- 
vide a  safeguard  against  a  danger  which 
thoy  believed  to  exist.  The  debate  had 
very  clearly  shown  that  that  danger  was 
obstruction,  not  of  special  legislation, 
but  of  the  ordinary  Business  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  would  not  be  right  if  they 
did  not  leave  on  record  their  view  of  the 
way  in  which  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with. 
If  the  next  Parliament  found  that  ex- 
perience was  against  the  remedy,  or  that 
the  feelings  of  their  constituents  or  them- 
selves were  opposed  to  it,  nothing  would 
be  more  easy  than  for  them  to  alter  it. 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  said  the  Resolu- 
tion, when  recorded,  would  show  that  this 
Parliament  had  been  impeded  for  three 
years.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  would  not  press  his  Amendment 
to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  166 ;  Noes 
20  :  Majority  146.— .(Div.  list,  No.  29.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  a§r0&i  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Resolution  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 
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BEER  PEALEBS*  RETAIL  LICENCES 
BILL.— [Bill  65.] 

(Jfr.  Jtitehis,   Mr,  Gortt,  Mr,   W,  M,   Torrent, 

Mr.  MundtUa,) 

COlfMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  reminded  theGovem- 
ment  of  their  promiee  last  Session  that 
no  Private  Bill  should  be  taken  at  a 
Baturdaj  Sitting.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  notpress  it. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  would  cer- 
tainly  not  stand  in  the  way  of  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House.  The  Bill,  however, 
was  of  great  importance ;  and  if  it  was 
to  pass  into  law,  it  was  exceedingly  de- 
sirable that  this  should  be  done  without 
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any  unnecessary  delay;  because  since 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  to  the 
House  no  less  than  between  2,000  and 
3,000  applications  had  been  made  for 
these  licences  in  the  Metropolitan  dis- 
trict. These  applications  would  all  come 
on  for  adjudication  next  month;  and 
what  he  desired  to  do  was  to  place  the 
power  which  had  been  asked  for  by 
every  bench  of  magistrates  in  the  coun- 
try in  their  hands  before  they  came  to 
decide  upon  all  those  applications.  He 
hoped  the  opposition  which  had  been 
notified  would  be  withdrawn,  and  that 
the  Bill  would  come  on  anothidr  night. 


Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  qnarter 

before  Seven  o*clock  till 

Monday  next. 
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Feb  12,  513 

Tho  War  in  South  Africa 
Alleged  Misconduct  of  Troops,  Question,  Mr. 

Wbitwell ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  Feb  29, 

1196 
Natal  and  the  Transvaal — Alleged  Misconduct 

of  British  Troops,  Questions,  Mr.  A.  Mills, 

Mr.    J.    llolms ;  Answers,  Colonel   Stanley 

Feb  18,  590 
The   Troops  in  South  Africa,  Question,   Sir 

Walter  U.  Bartielot ;  Answer,  Colooel  bUn- 

ley  Feb  20, 1 106 

The  Sith  Regiment,  Question,  Mr.  Freshfleld  ; 
Answer,  Colonel  Sunley  Feb  9,  267 

The  Royal  Warrant,  July,  ISI^^ Reserve 
Ofieers,  Question,  Colonel  Alexander;  An- 
swer, Colonel  SUnloy  Feb  16,  678 

[eont. 


ABICT— tfOM<. 

Voluntary  Retirement  of  Ojfksrs,  Question* 
Viscount  Lewisham  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stan- 
ley Feb  26, 1448 

The  Auxiliary  Forces 

The  Volunteer  Review,  Question,  Observations, 
Lord  Campbell ;  Reply,  Viscount  Bury 
Feb  16,  672 

Army — The  Auxiliary  Forces — 2%$  Easter 

Monday  Volunteer  Review 
Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Copy  of  the  Despatch  of 
General  Sir  Hope  Grant  on  the  character  of 
Volunteer  Easter  Monday  field  days  (The 
Lord  Campbell)  Feb  26,  1480;  after  tiiort 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  Act  (1875) 
Amendment  BiU 

[The  Lord  Adtfoeate,  Sir  Matthew  Ridley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  fV6  6  [BiU  5] 

Read  2«>  •  Feb  9 

Committee ;  Report  Feb  12,  678 

Read  3«»  •  Feb  13 
I  Bead  1**  {Earl  Beauchamp)  Feb  16  (No.  8) 

Read  2»  Feb  19,  902 

Committee  *  Feb  23 

Report*  Feb  21 

Readd**i^tf6  26 

Artisans'  Dwellings  Act  (1868)  Amend- 
ment Act  (1879)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Torrens,  Mr,  Ooldney,  Sir  Thomas 
Chambers) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  9  [BUI  68] 

Read2«*^«&  16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Feb  19 

Read  S"*  •  Feb  24 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  CBagan)  JPe6  26    (No.  21) 

AsHBUKY,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Brighton 

India  ^  Afghanistan  —  Negotiations    between 
Russia  and  the  Ameer,  146 

Ashley,  Hon.  A.  Evelyn  M.,  Pooh 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1681 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  8,  784 

AssHETON,  Mr.  R.,  Clitheroe 

FarliameDt— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  871,  409 

Attokney  General,  The(8ir  J.  Holkeb), 

Preston 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,    Leave,  248; 

2R.  663 
Criminal  Code.  LeaTC,  244  ;  2R.  1236,  1248 
Frauds  by  FiUucUrj  Agents,  1438 
Parliament— Frltilege— Mr.    riimsoll.   1121, 

1122 
Treaty  Guarantees,  644 
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A  uitria — Religums  Persecution  in  Bohemia 

Question,   Mr.  Alderman  W.  M' Arthur;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Bourke  Feb  19,  914 


Balfoub,  Major-General  Sir  G.,   iTin- 

cardineshire 
Army — Seconded  OfiSoert,  516 
Hypothec  Abolition  (Scotland),  2 R.  1415,1416 
India — Afghanistan — Expenses  of  the  War,  461 
Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1871,  1101 
Supply — Local  Government  Board,  1272 

Marlborough  House,  1250 

New  Courts  of  Justice  and  OfiSces,  1253 

Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1258,  1259,  1260 

Royal  Palaces,  1249 

Shannon  Navigation,  1261,  1362 

Treasury,  1265 

BaUot  Act — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Edge ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Feb  9, 267 

Bankmptcy  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Sampson  Zloydf  Mr,  Nortcoodf  Mr,  WhitweUf 

Mr.  Ripley) 

€,  Ordered  :  read  l®*  Feb  6  [Bill  46] 

Read  2^  *,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
Feb  25 


Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Attorney  Generalf  Mr,  Solieitor  General) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Attorney  General) 
Feb  6,  245 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  l®*  [Bill  3] 

Question,  Mr.  Mnndella ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exohequer  Feb  10,  888 

Read  2^,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  short  debate  Feb  12,  560 

Committee  nominated  F<6  23;  List  of  the 
Committee,  567 


BAnoLAY,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 

Agricultural  Distress,  Royal  Commission  on* 

1102 
Hjpotheo  Abolition  (Scotland),  8R.  1425 


Bas&an,  Mr.  Alderman  J.,  Leeds 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  628 


Babttelot,  Colonel  SirW.B.,  Sussex,  W. 

Army — Troops  in  South  Africa,  1106 
Commons  Act  (1876)  Amendment,  2R.  900 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  395 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  8, 967 

Bates,  Mr.  E.,  Plymouth 

Merchant  Shipe  Laden  in  Balk,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1876 


Bbaoh,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks- 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Oloueestershire,  E, 

Africa,  South — Miscellaneous  Quettiona 
Basutoland,  1195,  1196 
General  Crealock's  Report,  1438 
Papers,  517 
Zulu  War— Field  of  Inndblwana,  1441 

Africa  (West)— Gold  Coast,  149 

China — Domestic  Serritude  at  Hong  Kong,  51 4 

Torres  StraiU  Settlements,  509 

Beaoonsfieu),  Earl  of  (Einit  Lord  of 

the  Treasury) 
Gallery  of  Casts  from  the  Antique,  Motion  for 

Papers,  1542 
India— Afghanistan — Policy  of  theGoTemment, 

Address  for  Papers,  1092 
Parliamentarj    Reporting — House   of  Lords, 

777 

Parliament — Uneen's  Speech,  Addreat  in  An- 
swer to,  88, 46,  50 

Persia  and  Herat,  875,  876  ;~£splanation, 
485,588 

Railwaj  Charges  Abroad,  Motion  for  a  Return, 
506 

Registrar  General,  Oflkie  of— Br.  Farr,  586 

Russia— Explosion  at  the  Winter  Palace,  902 

Tripartite  Treatj  of  1856,  779 

Beatjohamf,  Earl  (Lord  Steward  of  the 

Household) 
Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwellings  ImproTe- 

ment  (Scotland)   Act  (1875)  Amendment, 

2R.  902 
Goal  Mines— Leyoett  Colliery  Explosion,  Mo« 

tion  for  an  Address,  584,  585, 1545 
Parliament — (Queen's  Speech — Her  Majesty's 

Answer  to  the  Address,  875 
Public  Health  —  Trichinosis  —  School   Ship 

"  Cornwall,"  904 

Beer  Dealers'  Betafl  Ideences  Bill 

(Mr,  BitehUy  Mr,  Gent,  Mr.  Xbrrene, 
Mr,  MundeOa) 

e.  Considered  in  Oommittee;  Resolation  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1** 
Feb  9  [BiU  651 

Read2o*fV616 

Committee  deforred,  after  short  debate  Feb  28, 
1709 

Bbktihcb:,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  ITor/olk,  W. 

Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motioa  for  a  Select 

Committee,  680 
Parliament^PriTilego— Mr.  PUafoIl,  1111 

BiGGAB,  Mr.  J.  G.y  Caivan  Co. 
Parliament — Misoellaneous  Qoestions 
Businees  of  the  House,  1106 
Order— Visoonnt  CasUereagh,  1448, 1449 
PritUege— Mr.  PUmsoU,  1141,  1149 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  ISO, 
862, 868 
Parliament— Business  of     «  Boost  (Order  in 
Debste),  Res.  1688 ;  .    isadt.  1638^  1689, 
1647, 1671, 1688, 1686^  ^W,  1691«  19M 
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Bm«ab»  Mr.  J.  O. — eonL 

PktflUment— Orderi  of  the  Daj — Standing 
Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 
1679 

Parliament— Privilege — Interference  of  Peers 
in  Elections— Hon.  Major  Jocelyn,  Res. 
1319 

Plarliament— PriTilege — London  Newspapers, 
Res.  1324 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)— Union  of  Bailieboro,  908 

Rriief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  528  ;  Comm.  722  ; 
e/.  S,  783,  760,  768 ;  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress.  770,  930,  932,  934  ;  Amendt.  937, 
948,  969 ;  cl  4,  Amendt.  988,  980  ;  cL  5, 
990,997;  cl,  9,  Amendt.  998,  1001,  1008, 
1010, 1018, 1109, 1160 ;  el,  20, 1163  ;  Oonsid. 
tUkL  d.  1226,  1238,  1229;  el,  3,  Amendt. 
1383 


BirUii  and  Deaths  Registration  (Ireland) 
BUI 

(Jfr.  MeldoH,  Mr,  Errington^  Major  Nolan) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  fVd  6  [Bill  06] 

Blase,  Mr.  T.,  Leominster 

Parliament — Privilege  of  Parliament — Immu- 
nitj  from  Arrest,  Res.  1300,  1316 

BuuniEBHASSETT,  Mr.  E.  P.,  Kerrs/ 

Borongh  Franchise  flreland),  Res.  853 
Parliament — Queen  s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
■wer  to,310 

% 

Blind  and  Deaf-Mnte  Children  Bill 

{Mr,  Wheelhousef  Mr,  Montague  Scott,  Mr, 
Bet{jamin  Williams) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Feb  6  [Bill  41] 

3R.,  debate  adjourned  Feb  25,  1430 

BoxTRKE,  Hon.  R.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign   Afifairs),    Zpin 

Regii 
Africa(  West  Coast) — Bombardment  of  Onitsha, 

509,  310,  681 ;— Medina  and  Liberia,  1444 
Austria — Religious   Persecution   in    Bohemia, 

914 
Braxil — Claims  of  British  Subjects,  513 
China — Chefoo  Conrention,  150 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  620,  621 
Cjprus  —  The    Ordinance    Superseding    the 
£xtra*territorial  Jurisdiction  of  Foreign 
Consuls,  588, 677 
Turkish  Newspapers,  1300 
Oreece-^Miscellaueous  Questions 
Brigandage  in  Acarnania,  511 
Colonel  and  Mrs.   Sjnge,   Capture  of,  by 

Brigands,  1198,  12U0 
Papers,  268 
Iforooeo— Outbreak  at  Fes,  700 
Sagar   Bounties — Negotiations  with    Foreign 

Powen,  1104 
TkMlj  of  Berlin— 2drd  Article,  365,  516 
TtoMlgr  of  Washington — Canadian  and    New- 
~  Fiabinee,  612 


\wnU. 


BouBKs,  Hon.  R.  — eont, 

Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Anglo-Turkish  Convention  (Appointment  of 
Officers)— Keamil  Pasha,  917 

British  Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls,  Appoint- 
ment of,  268 

Correspondence  as  to  Ahmed  Tewflk  and 
Dr.  Koella,  269 

Uafiz  Pasha,  680,  913 

Provincial  Constitutions  of  European 
Turkey,  1100 

Slave  Trade  Treaty,  266,  267 

BowYER,  Sir  0-.,  Wexford  Co, 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  626 
Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  PlimsoU,  1148 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  131, 
331 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  lies.  1610,  1093 
Parliament  —  Duration  of   Parliament,  Res. 

1345 
Parliament — Privilege  of  Parliament— Immn- 
nity  from  Arrest,  Res.  1313 

Braih),    Right   Hon.    H.    B.   W.,  {see 
Speaker,  Tho) 

Brazil — Claims  of  British  Subjects 

Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Feb  12,  513 

Brioos,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Blackburn 

Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  635 

Brioht,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Birmingham 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  865,  870, 

871.872 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.  PlimsoU,  1125 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  434 

Brooks,  Mr.  M.,    Dublin 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  841 

BROw^^s,  Mr.  G.  E.,  Mat/o  Co, 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  3,  759 

Bruen,  Mr.  H.,   Carlow  Co, 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  3,  953  ; 
C/.9,  1160 

Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Frauds  by  Fiduciary  Agents,  1438 
Merchant  Ships — "  I^uisa  Fletcher  "  of  Liver- 
pool (Unseaworthiness),  1570 

Bury,    Viscount    (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  War) 
Army— Purchase  Officers'  Widows,  670 
Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Volunteer  Review, 

675  ;  Address  for  a  Paper,  1431,  1134 


■V-.  .. 


V. 


OAD 


CEO 


Oadooan,    Earl   (Under  Secretary   of 
State  for  the  Oolonies) 
Africa,  Soath— BasntoUnd,  258 
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CensOB  Bill  {Mr,  Selater-Booth,  3fr.  Seeretmry 
droit,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Bxthe^uer* 
Mr,  8aH) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  28  [BUI  85] 


Oaiens,    Earl    {see   Chancellor,    The 
Lord) 


Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  Dundalk 

Parliament  —  Order  —  Visoonnt   Oastlereagh, 

1449 
Parliament — Bosiness  of  the  Home  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.   1652;  Amendt.   1668,  1669, 

1671,  1678,  1678,  1685,    1688,  1696,  1702, 

1705 


Oakebon,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow 

Artixans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellinf^  Improre- 
ment  (Scotland)  Act  (1875)  Amendment, 
Comm.  578 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial )«  9R.  569 
Parliament — Privilege  of  Parliament — Imma« 
nit/  from  Arrest,  Res.  1810 


Campbell,  Lord 

Arm  J — Anziliar/  Forces— Volunteer  Retiew, 
672  :  Address  for  a  Paper,  1430,  1438,  1484 
Ireland,  State  of.  Motion  for  Returns,  1559 
Tripartite  Treaty  of  1856,  781 


Campbell,  Lord  C,  Argyll 
Hjpotheo  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1421 


Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirhealdy,  See. 

Criminal  Code,  2R.  1245 
Gaslight   and    Coke,    Commercial    Gas,    and 
South  Metropolitan  Gaslight  and  Coke  Com- 
panies, 2R.  788 
H/potheo  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1412 
India  —  Afghanistan  —  Expenses  of  the  War, 
468  ;-Affidrs  in,  1445 
Popular  Representation,  601 
Monetary  Conference  (Paris)— -Silver,  911 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  884 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  Amendt.  1691, 1694 
Supply — New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices, 

1256 
Treaty  of  Berlin— 28rd  Article,  265,  516 
Turkey — Provincial  Constitutions  of  European 
Turkey,  1100 


Cabtwbioht,  Mr.  W.  C,  Oxfordehtre 
Egyptian  Aflkirs,  1489 

Oastlbbeaoh,  Viscount,  Down 
Home  Rule,  Personal  Explanation,  686,  687 


Gsoil,  Lord  E.   H.   B.   G.  (Sorv^or 

Oeneral  of  Ordnance),  JBmtf,  Jr. 
Strtniall  Oommoo,  2B.  1882 


CensoB  (Scotland)  Bill 

{The  Lard  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Croet) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  28  [Bill  80] 

Chambeblain,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham 

Africa,  South— Basutoland,  1195 
Greece— Papers,  152,  268 
Local  Loans  Committee,  516 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  1101 
Queen's  Speech,   Address  in  Answer  to, 
869,  888 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1661,  1664 
Parliament — Privilege— Intwferenoe  of  Peers 

in    Elections— Hon.    Major   Jooelyn,    Res. 

1209 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Regit tration  Aot, 

1878,  1440 

Chambers,  Sir  T.,  Marylebone 

Criminal  Code,  2R.  1247 

Chaitoellob,  The  Lobb  (Earl  Caibits) 

Employers  Liability,  IR.  260  ;  2R.  486 

India — Afghanistan — Policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, Address  for  Papers,  1079 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  9 
Roll  of  the  Lords,  254 

Settled  Land — Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Pro- 
perty— Solicitors  Remuneration— -Limitation 
of  Actions,  IR.  1164, 1181 

Workmen's  Compensation,  877 

Chanoellob  of  the  ExoHXQtnEB  (Bight 
Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  Noethoote),  xVtmi, 

Agricultural  Distress,  Royal  Commission  on, 

1108 
Ballot  Act,  267 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  888 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  2R.  569,  872 
Civil  Service  Writers,  677 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Soloet 

Committee,  619 
Companies   Act,    1879— Joint    Stook   Baiiks, 

1441 
Congress  of  Berlin  —  Protoool  18  —  Ottoman 

Bondholders,  1189 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Eleetlou— Bo-diitriba- 

tion  of  Seata,  910 
Customs  CivU  Service  Writers,  684 
Egypt— Egyptian  AfEairt,  1489 

Finance,  796 
Oreece^Papers,  152 
India  —  Afghanistan  —  Bkpouet  of  tlw  War, 

476 ;— Aflkirs  in,  1445 
Intemperance,  Lords  Comioiiteo  on,  167 
Ireland— "  Home  Rulers"  MombM  of  this 

House,  682 
Local  Loans  Oommitteo,  516 
Masters  in  Lunacy  —  Appointmoiil  of  Mr. 

Henry  Graham,  679 
Monetary  Conftrenoo  (Ptarb)— SHftTi  911 
Manioipol  Ooipocatloasi  1190 
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Chavoillob  of  the  Exohb^uir— oonf. 

PMiiament — MiscelUneoos  Questions 

BosineM  of  the  House,  883,  385,  386,  592, 

1168,1183 
Orders  of  the  Day,  1449 
PrivUege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  806,  1111,  1137 
Qaeen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  Answer  to,  100, 
196,  142,  148,  164,  237,  272,  289,  294, 
S62,  870.  404 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1450,  1539,  1607,  1639,  1641, 
1862, 1656,  1674,  1690,  1602,  1693,  1699, 
1702,  1708, 1705, 1707 
Parliament  —  Orders  of  the  Da/  —  Standing 
Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 
1572,  1574.  1575, 1577 
Parliament — Pririlego — Interference  of  Peers 
at  Election! — Hon.  Major  Jooelyn,  Res.  1202 
Parliament — PriTilege-^ London    Newspapers, 

Res.  Araendt.  1222 
Persia  and  Herat,  383,  520 
Pott  Office — InTestments — Sarings  Banks,  682 
Registrar  General,  Appointment  of— Dr.  Farr, 

iioa 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  589 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Leave,  233,  242; 

2R.  541.  551,  554 ;  Comm.  710,  712  ;  el,  3. 

726,  783,  789,  745,  746,  758,  762,  764,  771, 

772,  978 :   cL  4,  Aroendt   980.   938,  990  ; 

cl.5,098  ;  el.  9,  1010,  1011,  1017  ;  cL  17, 

Amendt.  1162  ;  el.  19,  Amendt.  t6.  ;  Consid. 

ei.  4,  1233,  1234 
Roumania— The  Jews,  705,  1187 
Ruseia  and  Western  Asia — Lieutenant  Colonel 

Maegregor,  909,  910 
Russia — Explosion  at  the  Winter  Palace,  922 
Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  2R.  440  ;  Coinm.  c/.3, 

652;  el.  6,  655,  656,  658,  659  ;  el.  12,  665, 

772  ;  Consid.  el.  6,  880 
South  African  Colonies,  381 
Treaty  Guarantees,  648 
Turkey— Murder  of  Mr.  Ogle,  881,  382,  1104, 

1197. 1571 
Wine  Duties,  Select  Committee  on,  1440 

Channel  Islands — Jersey — Payment  of  the 

Judge 
Question,  Mr.  Waddy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  Feb  27, 1572 

Chaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid 
Parliament— Pririlege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  1128 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1514, 1519,  1686 

CharitieB  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr.  Mcldotty  Mr,  Errington) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Feb  17  [Bill  78] 


Charity  Commission,  The — Sittings  of  the 

Board 
Question,    Mr.    Pemberton  ;     Answer,    Lord 
George  Hamilton  Feb  26,  1430 

Charity  Expenses  and  Accounts  Bill 
Question,   Mr.    W.   U.  James ;    Answer,    Sir 
Henry  Selwin-lbbetson  Feb  12,  508 

Chabley,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 
RtUtf  of  DiitrtM  (Ireland),  LeaTC,  242 


Chester  Oas  Bill 

Standing  Order  109  read  Feb  27,  1565 
MoTed,  That  the  Chairnun  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  be  discharired  from  at- 
tendance on  the  Chester  Gas  Bill,  and  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  be  appointed  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bill  ( The  C/iairnian  of 
Ways  and  Means) ;  Motion  agreed  to 

OniLDERS,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Ponte- 

fract 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  2R.  575 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  625 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Order  in 

Debate).  Res.  1540,  1676 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  I^ave,  240  ;  Comm. 

712,  713  ;  cl.  3,  732,  755,  758,955 
Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  eH,  8,  652; 

el.  12,  664 
Supply — New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices, 
1252 
Royal  Palaces,  1248 
Treaty  Guarantees,  647 

China 
Domestic  Servitude  at  Hong  Kotig,  Questions, 
Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  Feb  12,514 
The  Cheefoo  Conventvmy  Question.  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  6,  149 

CmTRCHiLL,  Lord  R.,  Woodstock 

Post  Office  Telegrams — Disclosure  of  Private 
Telegrams,  1436,  1437 

Church  of  England — Sale  of  Livings — 

77ie  Royal  Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Leatham ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  Feb  19,  022 

Civil  Service  Writers 
Question,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  16,  677  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Finigan  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  684 

Coalmines — The  Leycett  Colliery  Explo- 
sion 
Mofcd,  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented 
to  iler  Majesty  for  Report  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  Leycett  Colliery  explosion  ( The  Earl 
De  La  Warr)  Feb  13,  583  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, on  Question  f  resolved  in  the  negative 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Aishe- 
ton  Cross  i^trd  23,  1191 


Coal  Mines — The  Leycett  Colliery  Explo- 
sion 

Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr;  Answer,  Earl 
Beauchamp  Feb  27,  l.'»45 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  the  llouse, 
Report  of  William  St.  James  Wbeclhouse, 
Esq.,  Q.C.,  M.P.,  on  the  Leycett  Colii«ry 
Accident  of  September  1870  {The  Eul 
De  La  Warr) ;  Motion  ngiced  to 
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CoQAN,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  Kildare 
Relief  of  Distress  (IreUncI),  2R.  655 


OoLEBKOOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkahirif  N, 
ParliamaDt—Privilege  of  Parliament — Imma 
nit/  from  Arrest,  Res.  1311 


(INDEX)  COM  GOT 

CommonB  Act  (1876)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Mundella,  Sir  E$nry  Fuk,  Lard  JSdmtmd 

Fitzmauriee) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  F#6  •  [BiU  61] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debftta  Fth  18,  899 


Collins^  Mr.  E.,  Kimale 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  il9 

Colonial  Chartered  Banking  Companies 

Bill — Afterwardt 

Chartered  Banks  (Colonial)  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ihbettofif   Mr,  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1^  * 
Feb  6  [Bill  4] 

Moved,  **That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2""" 
Feb  12,  567 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  (ABr,  Ramsay) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  *  now,'  Ao. ; "  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2®, 
and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

Committee  nominated  F(^  20  ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 577 

OoLTHTTBST,  Colooel  D.  La  Zouche,  Cork 

Co. 

Ireland  —  Distress  —  Presentment  Sessions  — 
Loans  for  Sanitary  Works,  515 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  178 

Relief  of  DUtreu  (Ireland),  9R.  5il 

Commerce  and  Free  TVade 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  18,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  Com- 
mercial Relations  at  present  existing  between 
England  and  Foreign  Nations,  especially 
with  regard  to  the  import  of  Manufactured 
Goods  from  Abroad,  as  well  as  the  effect 
caused  by  our  system  of  one-sided  so-called 
Free  Trade,  with  a  view  (if  possible)  of  per- 
manently ameliorating  the  position  of  the 
wage  classes  of  this  Country  "  {Mr,  Wheel* 
house')  v.,  604 ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
the  words,  dtc. ;"  after  short  debate.  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  ai^oumed  "  {Mr. 
Newdeyate) ;  after  further  short  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived ;  after  further 
debate.  Question  put,  "That  the  words, 
Ac.;"  A.  75,  N.  e  ;  M.  69  (D.  L.  5) 

Common  Law  Procednre   and  Jadica- 
tore  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Oreyory,  Mr,  Waddy^  Mr,  Wheelhouse, 

Mr,  RidUy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  P*  JP^  17  [Bill  80] 

Read2<'*iiV5  25 

ComwMfU 
Select  Committee  appointed  Feb  9 
Committee  nominated  Feb  80 ;   Uit  of  the 
Committee,  878 


Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Coope,  Mr,  HerseheU,  Sir 

Charles  Mills) 

e.  Acts  considered  in  Committee ;  Reedution 
agreed  to,  and  reported;  BiU  ordered:  read 
lo«  Feb  6  [Bm  59] 

Read  2«  Feb  10.  886 
Committee*  :  Report  jFV5  18 
Read  8«  •  l'e6  16 
;.  Read  1**  (The  I^ord  Aberdare)  Feb  17  (No.9) 
Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Feb  84.  1876 

Companies  Act,  1879— «7bffi<  Stock  Bemke 
Question,  Mr.  Heygate ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Feb  96, 1440 

Contagioui  Lieeaeee  Acts 

Select  Committee  re-appointed,  *<to  inquire 

into  the  Contagious  IHseaiee  Aets,  1866 — 

1869,  their  Administration,  Operation,  and 

Effect "  Ftf6 17 ;  Lilt  of  the  Committee,  885 

Conyeyancing  and  Law  of  Propertj  Bill 

[H.L.]  {The  Lord  Chanesttor) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1*  Fa  9S,  1164     (No.  15) 

Co-operative  Stores 
Select  Committee  of  last  Ssesion  ro  appointed, 
"  to  inquire  into  the  constitution  and  opera- 
tions of  oertain  Trading  Societiee,  trading 
under  the  name  of  Co-operative  Stores,  and 
to  ascertain  whether  they  are  ezMiipted  IVom 
taxes  and  imposts  to  which  the  tradinf  eom- 
munity  are  liable  "  FA  94i  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 1384 

Copyriahtf  Law  of—LegieUtum 
Question,  Mr.  Ilanbury  Tracy ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  Feb  10,  889 

Cork  akd  Obrert,  Earl  of 

Railway  Charges  Abroad,  Motioa  for  a  Ratam, 

506,  507 

CoEEY,  Mr.  J.  p.,  Belfast 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  71 

OoTTON,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  J.  B.,  London 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  629 
County  Courts,  9R.  1898 
Gaslight  and  Coke,  OommsMial  Gas,  and  Sooth 

Metropolitan  QasUgfat  and  Coke  Companies, 

2R.  788 
Leases,  9R.  Amendt.  899 
ReUef  of  Dittrws  (IrtUnd)^  9B,  888 
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County  Courts  Bill  (-Sfr.  Norwood,  Mr. 

MowUy  Hill,  Jfr.    Watkin    Williams,   Sir 

Eardley  Wilmot) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  6  [Bill  0] 

Mored,   "That    the    Bill    be  now   read  2°" 

Feb  25,  1385 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  ^  now/'  and  add  **  upon 

tbia  da/  six  months"   (^Mr.    Wheelhouse) ; 

Question    proposed,   "  That    *  now/    &c. ;  *' 

after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

County  Infirmaries  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  MeUhftf  Mr,   Dease,   Mr,   Errington,  Mr, 

John  George  MaeCarthg) 
€.  Ordered;  read  I*'  •  Feb  S  [Bill  55] 

OouBTNEY,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Lisheard 
Africa,  South — Papers,  517 
Lioensing  I>aws  Amendment,  Leave,  877 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1629,  1639,  167'i,  1682,  1693, 
1707 

GowEN,  Mr.  J.,  NewcmtU'On- Tijne 
Parliament — Duration  of  Parliament,  Res.  1322 

OowFEB,  Earl 

Gallerj  of  Casts  from  the  Antique,  Motion  for 
Papers,  1541 

C&AKBBOOK,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State 

for  India) 

India  —  Afghan  War — Alleged  Cruelties  at 
Cabul — Explanation  of  General  Roberts,  579 

India — Afghanistan — Polio/  of  the  Govern- 
ment, Address  for  Papers,  1048,  1049,  1050, 
1059 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
iwer  to,  56,  59 

Criminal  Code  Bill  {Mr.  Attorney  Omeral, 
Mr.  Solicitor  Oencral,  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Irehnd) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Attorney  General)  Feb  6, 
244 ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
readio*  [Bill  2J 

Read  2°,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
aAer  short  debate  Feb  23, 1236 

Criminal  Code  (No.  2)  BiU      {Mr.  Wheel- 

house f  Mr,  Serjeant  Spinks,  Captain  Fim) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  6  [Bill  47] 

Obiminal  Law 

MlSCBLLANBOUS    QuiSTIONS 

Admission  of  Reporters  at  Executions^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  llibbert ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshcton 
Cross  Feb  19,  919 

Cheetham  Prison,  Execution  in,  Moved  for, 
Copy  of  the  presentment  of  the  jury  em- 
panelled to  sit  on  the  body  of  William  Cassidy, 
executed  in  Cheetham  Prison,  with  respect 
to  the  admission  of  reporters  to  the  prison 
( Ths  Lord  Houghton)  Feb  24,  1277 ;  Motion 
agreed  to 

[eont. 


Criminal  Law — eont. 

Capital  Punishment^  The  Prisons  Act,  1868 — 

Execution  in   Cheetham   Gad,    Manchester, 

Question,  Mr.  Pease  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

CroM  Feb  23,  1187 
Carrying  of  Arms — Revolvers,  Question,  Mr. 

Gregory  ;     Answer,     Mr.     Assheton    Cross 

Feb  10,319 
Case  of  Edward  Jones,  Question,  Mr.  Osborne 

Morgan ;     Answer,     Mr.     Assheton    Cross 

Feb  19,  910 
Channel  Islands  —  Case  of  James    T/iomas, 

Question,  Mr.  Pease;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  Feb  16,  684 


Oboss,  Eight  Hon.  B.  A.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Lancashire f  S,  W. 

Arms,  Carrying  of — Revolvers,  879 

Channel    Islands — Jersey  ^- Payment  of  the 
Judge,  1572 

Church  of  England — Sale  of  Livings — Royal 
Commission,  922 

City  of  London — Gratuities  to  Officers  of  the 
Corporation,  1194 

Coal  Mines — Leycett  Colliery  Explosion,  1191 

Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Channel  Islands — Case  of  James  Thomas, 

684 
Edward  Jones,  Case  of,  91 1 
Execution  at  Manchester,  1188 
Executions,  Admission  of  Reporters  at,  919 

Game  Laws,  1565 

Imprisonment  for  Debt,  1190 

Law  and  Justice — Instruction  of  the  Police  in 
Ambulance  Drill,  1572 

Merchant  Ships — **  Louisa  Fletcher  "  of  Liter- 
pool  (Unseaworthiness),  1571 

Metropolitan   Police — Pay  and   Organization, 
913 

Mines  Act,   1872 — Employment  of  Boys    in 
Mines,  1101 

Mining  Accidents  Commission,  1295 

Municipal  Corporations,  Unreformed — Report 
of  Royal  Commission,  508 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Ues.  1065,  1701 

Parliament — Privilege  of  P.nrliament — Immu- 
nity from  Arrest,  Kes.  1314 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  123,  438,  446 

Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Registration  Act, 
1878,  1440 

Parochial  Charities — City  of  London — Report 
of  Royal  Commission,  508 

Poor  Law  (Scotland),  810 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  3,  768 

Salmon  Fisheries — Sol  way  Fisheries,  1297 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Consid.  cl,  6,  Amendt. 
883 

Supplj— Treasury,  1265 

Supreme    Court    of  Judicature    Acts  —  The 
Assizes,  809 

Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  1184,  1185 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Bill      {Mr,  Molt,  Mr, 

Ashley,  Mr.  llardcastle,  Sir  EardUy  Wilmot, 
Mr.  Charles  Wilson) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  25  [BiU  88] 
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Custom  Souse  Re-organitation 
Question,  Mr.    PeAse  ;    Answer,    Sir    Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson  Feb  19,  911 

Customs  Civil  Service  Writers 
Question,  Mr.  Finigan ;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Feb  16,  684 

Customs  R$'Organi%ation 
Question,  Mr.  Fry  ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson  F^  20,  1102 

Cyprus 

The  Ordinance  Superseding  the  Extra-UrritO" 
rial  Jurisdiction  of  Foreign  Consult,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  Feb  13,  588 

The  Ordinances,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  16,  677 

Turkish  Newspapers,  Question,  Mr.  II.  Sam  nel- 
son ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourko  Feb  24,  1800 

Dalbymflb,  Mr.  0.,  Buteshire 
India— Naga  HiU  Tribes,  681 


Davenpobt,  Mr.  W.  Beomley-,  Warwick' 
shire,  JV. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  871 

Dayies,  Mr.  D.,   Cardigan 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  8,  058 

Dehtf  Imprisonment  for — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asthe- 
ton  Cross  Feb  23,  1100 


Db  La  Wabb,  Earl 
Coal  Mines — Lojcett  Colliery  Explosion,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  583,  1545 
Employers  Liability,  2B.  487 
Railway  Brakes,  901 
Workmen's  Compensation,  IR.  376 

Dbnison,  Mr.    C.  Bbokett-,  Yorkshire, 

W.E.,  JS.  Div, 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
awer  to,  872 

DEmiAN,Lord 

Companies  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1876 
India— Afghanistan — Policy    of   the    Gorern- 

ment,  Address  for  Papers,  1074 
Ireland,  Distress  in,  506 

Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Dungannon 

Borongh  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  852 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addresi  in  An- 
•wer  to,  805 

DiOBT,  Mr.  K.  T.,  Queen^s  Co. 
BoroQfh  Franohis*  (Ireland),  Ret.  845 


Dilkb,  Sir  0.  W.,  Chelsea,  S^e. 

Army — Newspaper  Correspondents  in  tlie  Field, 

265,  266,  791,  1568 
Cyprus — TheOridinanoe  Superseding  the  Extra- 
territorial Jurisdiction  of  Formgn  Consols, 
588,  677 
Education  Department — Mr.  Hollah's  Report, 

269 
Egypt^Finance,  795 

India— Afghanistan — Misoellaneoos  Qoestions 
Alleged  SeTsrities  at  Oabol— ExpUnation 

of  General  Roberts,  598 
Cabul,  Executions  at,  907.  1438 
Negotiations  between  Rossiaand  the  Ameer, 

147 
Proclamation  of  General  Roberts,  688,  684 
Municipal  Corporations,  Unreformed — Report 

of  Royal  Commission,  507 
Parliament— Privilege— Interference  of  Peers 
in  Elections— Hon.  Major  Jooelyn,  Res.  1201 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  114,  129 
War  Office  Regulation  Act,  1878,  1099 

DiLLWTN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

County  Courts,  2R.  1406 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  599 

Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  124 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1487  ;  Amendt.  1708 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  589 
Strensall  Common,  2R.  1882,  1383 
Supply — Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales,  1268 

Ciril  Service  Commission,  1271 

New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offioes,  1254, 1255 

Public  Works  in  IreUnd,  1259 
Turkey— Hafts  Pasha,  680 


DoDSON,  Eight  Hon.  J.  Q.,  ChmUr 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Ordsr  in 

Debate),  Res.  1688 
Parliament — Orders    of    the    Day — Standing 

Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 

1579 


DoNouGHMOBB,  Earl  of 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  904 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Froyiaional  Order  Bill 

(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr,  Jamee  Zowtker) 
e,  Oniered ;  read  1«  •  /V5  25  [BiU  91] 

Duff,  Mr.  M.  E.  O.,  Elgin,  ^0. 
Russia  and  Western  Asift— UeatenaDt  Colonel 
Macgregor,  908,  910 

Duff,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Bemffkhirt 
Hypothec  Abolition  (Scotland),  9R.  1494 

DuKBAYEN,  Earl  of 
Ireland,  Distress  in,  498 
Ireland,  StaU  of,  Motion  for  Rotmmi,  1540, 
1564 
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DmrsAKT,  Lord 

In^tki,  DittTMf  hi,  405 

IrtUttd,  Suit  o(  Motion  for  Retarnt,  1064 

Eaton,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Coventry 
Coomwroe  and  Froe  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 
CommitUe,  611 


(SESSION    1880)        EMP        EXO 

Employers  Lialnlily  Bill  [u.l.] 

(The  lord  Chaneelhr) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1%  after  short  debate  Feb  9, 
260  (No.  4) 

Read  2*,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  short  debate  Feb  12,  486 

Committee  nominated  Feb  26  ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 487 


looledMrtical  DilapidattoiiB  Act  aSTl) 
Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  StmHley  Leightm^  Mr,  Whitwell,  Mr. 
Ooldnejf,  Mr.  HardcatUe) 

c.  (Mwed ;  read  l***  /V^  6  [BUI  85] 

Edob,  Mr.  8.  "R.f  NewooBtU-undeT'Lyne 
Ballot  Act,  267 

Edueation  Department 
Edueational  Retumt,  Question,  Sir  Ughtred 

Kay-Shttttleworth ;    Answer,   Lord    George 

Hamilton  Feb  19,  915 
Mutieal  EdueaHon  —  Mr,    HuUah*t    Report, 

Qoettion,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;   Answer, 

Lord  George  Hamilton  Feb  9,  269 

[See  title  School  Board  EUctioni] 

Egypt 

Egyptian  Afairt,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  Cartwright ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  96, 1439 
Finance — International  Commission  ofLiquidO' 
Uon,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  17,  795 

Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 
Hypothec  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1416 
Sea  Fisheries  Commission — Trawl  or   Beam 
FUhing,  1295 

ElectlYe  County  Boards  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Major  Nolan,  Mr.  Fay,  Mr.  CClery,  Mr. 
O'SulUvan) 

t.  Ordered  ;  road  1«*  Feb  9  [BiU  64] 

Ellenborough,  Lord 
Army — Purchase  Offloert'  Widows,  671 

Eluot,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Northallerton 

Law  and  Justice — Instruction  of  the  Police  in 
AmbuUnoe  Drill,  1572 

Emtt.y,  Lord 
Ireland,  Distress  in,  487,  503 

Employers  and   Workmen    Act   (1875) 
(Ertension  to  Seamen)  Bill 

{Mr,  Burt,   3fr.   Jo$eph    CotcfH,  Mr.  Mirndflla, 
Mr.  GourUy,  Mr.  Oorst) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  6  [Bill  29] 


Employers'  Liability  for  Lijuries  to  Ser- 
vants Bill  (Mr.  Macdonald,  Dr,  Cameron, 
Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Earp) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  V  Feb^  [Bill  22] 

Employers'  Liability  (Railway  Serrants) 

Bill         {Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr,  Brassey,  Mr. 
MorUy,  Mr.  Bass) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Feb  6  [Bill  57] 

Entail  and  Settlement  Bill 

{Mr.  Shaw  Leftvre,  Mr.  Osborne  Mortem,  Mr, 
Wefitxcorth  Beaumont,  Mr,  Chamberlain,  Mr. 
Eerschell) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  FA  6  [BiU  40] 

Epping  Forest  Act  (1878)  (Continnance) 

Bill  {Sir  Henry  Selwin^Ibbetson,  Mr. 

Gerard  Noel) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Feb  12  [Bill  78] 

2R.  discharged  Feb  18 

Errington,  Mr.  G.,  Longford  Co. 

Army  Barracks,  677 

India — Emigration  of  Coolies  to  La  Reunion, 
678 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  401,  404 

Prisons  (Ireland)  Act — Infirmary  and  Gaol 
Surgeons,  1102 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  8,  006 

Evans,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Derbyshire,  S. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Dehato),  Res.  1701 

EwiKO,  Mr.  A.  Orr-,  Dumbartonshire 
Hypothec  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1414 

EXCITEQUER,    0UA17CELL0R     of     the     (tM 

Chancellor  of  the  Excheqttxb) 
Excisable  Liqnors  Traffic  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Lord  Colin  Campbell,  Mr,  Dal* 
rympJe,  Mr.  James  Stewart,  Mr.  Orr  Ewing, 
Mr,  Orant,  Mr.  Yeaman) 

€,  Considered  in  Committee ;  Retohition  agreed 
to.  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1»  * 
Feb  6  [BiU  49] 
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Fawcett,  Mr.  H.,  Haehney 

India — Afghanistan — Expenses    of   the    War, 

Amende.  453,  477 
Parliament — Publio  Business,  385 

Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  123, 
125 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1527 
Post  Office — InTCstments — Sarings Banks,  682 
Water  Suppljr  of  London,  519, 1184 

Fay,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Cavan  Co, 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  184 

Fiduciary  Agents,  Frauds  hy — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Burt;  Answer,   The  Attorney 
General  Feb  26,  1438 

FiNiGAN,  Mr.  L.,  Ennis 
Board  of  Works  (Ireland) — Clare  Castle  Ilar- 

bour  and  Pier,  918 
Customs  Ciril  Service  Writers,  684 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  1148 

Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  437 
Parliainent^Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1489, 1627.  1628,  1644,  1685  ; 

Amende.  1688,  1693, 1705 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  531 ;  Comm.  716  ; 

cL  3,  731 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 

762,  769,  771.  933  ;  cl,  4,  989 ;  el  5,  998  ; 

el  9,  Amendt.  998,  1002,  1004 

FiTZMAXTRiCB,  Lord  E.  G.,  Calne 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1678, 1701  ;  Amendt.  1702 

FoESTER,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Bradford 

India — Afghanistan — Expenses  of  the  War.  473 

Municipal  Corporations  (Propertj  Qualification 
Abolition),  2  R.  898 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1606,  1700,  1702,  1708 

Parliament — Privilege — Interference  of  Peers 
in  Elections — Hon.  Major  Jooelyn,  Res.  1211 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  290,  294,  295 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Consid.  el  6,  880 

Turkey— Slave  Trade  Treaty,  267 

FoRTESCTJE,  Earl 

School  Board  Elections — Elections  of  Guardians 
of  th<  Poor,  Motion  for  Returns,  878 

Fbaseb,  Sir  W.  A.,  Kidderminster 

Parliament — Privilege  of  Parliament — Immu- 
nity from  Arrest,  Res.  1315 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  388 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  9,  1014 

Freshfield,  Mr.  0.  K.,  Dover 

Army— 84th  Regiment,  267 

India  Stock— Powers  of  Attorney,  1104 

Leases,  2R.  894 

F&Y,  Mr.  L.,  Bristol 
Ooitoms  Re-organization,  1102 


Gabbett,  Mr.  D.  F.,  Limerieh 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreti  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjoamment,  869 

Gallery  of  Casts  from  the  Antique 
Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  the  House,  a 
memorial  presented  to  the  Prime  Minister 
in  August  1877  by  a  Oommittee  presided 
over  by  the  Duke  of  Westminster  on  the  sub« 
ject  of  the  formation  of  a  Gallery  of  Casta 
from  the  Antique : 
Also,  a  communication  from  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Bli^ty's  Treasury  to  the 
Duke  of  Westminster  on  the  same  snbjoot 
dated  16th  July  1879  (The  Sari  Cowper) 
Feb  27,  1041 :  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

Game  Laws — Legislation 
Question,   Sir    David  Wedderbnm ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  27, 1065 

Gaslight  and  Coke,  Commeroial  Gatf  and 
South  Metropolitan  Gaslight  and  Coke 
Companies  Bill  (by  Order) 
6.  Moved,   *<That   the   BUI    be  now   rwul  2^" 
{Mr,  Alderman  CoUon)  Feb  17.  784 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  six    months"    {Cohnd   Mdkint); 
Question    proposed,    "Thai   'now,'    Ao. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  BiU  rwul  2* 

General  Police  and  ImproTement  (Scot- 
land) Froyisional  Order  (Bronghly 
Ferry)  BiU 

(The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Seereiery  Grose) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  •  Feb  10  [BiU  83] 

Gibson,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  (Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland),  Dublin  University 

Borough  Franehlse  (Ireland),  Ref.  860 

Criminal  Law  (Ireland)— Assanlt  on  Lord 
Fermoy,  370 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrest  in  An- 
swer to,  357,  361 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Oomm.  el,  8,  769, 
770,  025,  031,  063,  085  ;  el  4,  080  ;  cl  0. 
908,  1003,  1007;  Consid.  add,  a.  1997, 
1230 ;  el  8,  1232 ;  Amendt.  ib. ;  eL  I, 
Amendt.  1233 

Seed  PoUtoes  (Ireland),  Cbntid.  d.  6, 881 

GiFFABD,  Sir  H.  8.  (see  Souciron 
Genebal,  The) 

Giles,  Mr.  A.,  Southampton 
Borough  Franohite  (Ireland),  Res.  848 

Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Green' 

teich 
Parliament— Basinets  of  the  House  (Order  In 

Debate),  Res.  1587 
Parliament  —  Duration  of  Parliamtnt,  Bes. 

1317, 1318 
Parliament— -PriTilese  of  PwHament— lmmu« 

nity  from  Arrset,  nes.  1815 
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CQebe  Loan  (Ireland)  Amendment  Act 
(1878)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Brringtonj  Mr,  0^  Conor ^  Mr,  Beate) 
€.  Ord«red|  read  !••  Feb  19  [Bill  81] 


Ch>BDOir,  Sir  A.,  Aherdeetuhirej  E, 

Indi»— Afghanistan — Treat/  of  Gandamak,  U7 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  810 

Gh>B8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 

India — Afghanistan — Expenses  of  the  War,  465 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate).  Res.  1650 

GoscESN,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.,  London 
Bankmptoj  Law  Amendment,  2R.  562 

GoTJKLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

India*  Afghanistan — Military  Equipments,  012 
Merohant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Conunittee,  1371,  1381 
Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  6,  656 
Treaty  of  Washington  —  Canadian  and  New- 
foundland Fisheries,  512 

GnAHViLLEy  Earl 

Employers  Liability,  IR.  263 

India— Afghanistan — Policy  of  the  Goremment, 
Address  for  Papers,  1086,  1080 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  20,  46 

Persia  and  Herat,  375,  582 

Russia — Explosion  at  the  Winter  Palace,  001 

Tripartite  Treaty  of  1866,  777 

Gbat,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Tipperary 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland;,  Res.  810,  823 
Local  GoTemment  Board  (Ireland),  1102 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  840 
Post  Office— Prirate  Telegraph  Wires,  1101, 

1102 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland).  1105 
Relief  of   Distress  (Ireland),   Conmi.  cl.    0, 
1003,  1004,  1005 

Oreece 
Brigandage  in  Aeamania,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
R.  Yorke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Ft b  12,  511 
Capture  of  Colonel  and  Mrs,  Synge  by  Briirandt, 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Samuclson ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke/V6  23,  1108 
The  Papers,  Question,  Mr.  Chamberlain  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  6, 
152 ;  Question,  Mr.  Chamberlain  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  Feb  0,  2G8 

Gbeoobt,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex ^  E, 

Arms,  Carrying  of— Revolvers,  370 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2K.  562 

County  Courts,  2K.  1403 

Leases,  2R.  804 

Parliament — Privilege  of  Parliament — Immu- 
nity from  Arrest,  Res.  1312 

Supply— New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices, 
1251, 1255 


Gnn  Licence  Act  (1870)  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Alexander  Gordon^  Mr,  dare  Bead,  Mr, 
MZagan,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  FebW  [Bill  69] 


Hamilton,  Marquess  of,  Donegal  Co, 
Relief  of  Distress  (IreUnd),  2R.  551 

Hamilton,  Lord  G.  F.  (Vice  President 

of  the   Committee  of  Council  on 

Education),  Middlesex 
Charity  Commission — Sittings  of  the  Board, 

1430 
Education  Department — Mr.  Hullah's  Report, 

260 
Educational  Returns,  015 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  eL  8, 737 

Hammond,  Lord 
India  —  Afghanistan  —  Policy  of  the  GoTem- 
ment.  Address  for  Papers,  107^ 

Hanbuby,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Staffordehire,  N. 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1502,  1540 
Parliament  —  Duration  of  Parliament,  Res. 

1346 
Sugar  Bounties  —  Negotiations  with  Foreign 

Powers,  1104 

Hankey,  Mr.  T.,  Peterborough 
Post  Office — New  Penny  Postage  Stamp,  682, 
683 

Harcofkt,  Sir  W.  G.  V.,  Oxford  City 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  854,  859 
India  —  Afghanistan — Expenses  of  the  War, 

4C6,  468.  470 
Parliament —  Privilege — Mr.    Plimsoll,    1114; 
Previous  Question  moved,  1110,  1121 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  871, 
872 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1510,  1655,  1656,  1680,  1699 
Parliament — Privilege — Interference  of  Peers 
in   Elections— Hon.    Major    Jocelyn,    Res. 
Previous  Question  moved,  1203 
Treaty  Guarantees,  638 

Hardcastle,  Mr.  E.,  Lancashire,  S,E, 

Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Plimsoll,  1135 
Qualification   of   Voters,   Midlothian,  702, 
704 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of 

Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  56 

Hardy,  Mr.  A.  Gatrorne,  Canterbury 

County  Courts,  2R.  1406 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Kes.  1080 

Harmax,  Colonel  E.  R.,  Kixo-,  Sliao 
Kelief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  703  ;  ei.  3, 

754,  760 
Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  6,880,882 
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HABToraTON,  Bight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
N$w  Radnor 
Home  Rule,  Personal  Eiplanation,  687 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  ^estions 

Priyilege — Mr.   Plimsoll,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 805,  808,  1185 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  81, 
82,  184,  844,  861,  370 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1468,  1650, 1684,  1606,  1697 
Parliameoi  ^  Orders  of  the  Day — Standing 
Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 
1574 
Parliament  —  Pririlege — London  Newspapers, 

Res.  1223 
Persia  and  Herat,  382 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  3,  788, 

766,  771 
Russia — Explosion  at  the  Winter  Palace,  022 

Hayeloos,  Sir  H.  M.,  Sunderland 
Armj,  Short  Seryice  and   Recruiting  in  the, 
513 

Hay,  Admiral  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Stamford 
Army  (India) — Eirwee  Price  Money,  510 
Merchant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1369 
Nary — Colonial  Allowance  to  Na?y  and  Royal 

Marine  Officers,  268 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1605 

Hennissb,  Lord 

Railway  Brakes,  001 

HxNBT,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Odltoay  Co, 
Parliament — Pririlege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  1154 
Queen's  Speech,  Address    in   Answer  to, 
129 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  237,  270, 
272,  295,  302,  369 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  1194 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  546  ;  Oomm. 

cl,  3,  747,  756,  762,  768,  769,  936,  971 
Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  6,  Amendt. 
657,  658,  659,  661 ;  el,  t,ib,  ;  c/.  8,  Amendt. 
662 ;  el  9,  664 ;   el,  13,  665,  667,   772  ; 
Consid.  Amendt.  878,  881 

Hebbebt,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry  Co, 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Consid.  add,  el. 
1228 

Hebmon,  Mr.  E.,  Preston 

Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  637 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addrast  in  An- 
swer to,  306 

Hebschell,  Mr.  F.,  Durham 

Parliament — Pririlege  of  Parliament — Immu- 
nity from  Arrest,  Res.  1309 

Heygate,  Mr.  W.  U.,  Leicestershire,  S, 

Companies  Act,  1879  — -  Joint  Stock  Banks, 
1440 


Hibbhbt,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Olikam 

County  Courto,  HR.  1898 

Criminal  Law  —  Admission  of  Reporter!  at 
Executions,  919 

Li?erpool  Corporation  Water,  2B.  1989 

Post  OfBoe—Post  OfSce  Sayings  Bank  Regula- 
tions, 1297 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Oonyn.  el.  3!»  927, 
947  ;  el.  4, 989 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  Staveley,  Staffordshire,  IT. 
Licensing  Laws  Amendment,  LeaTe,  877 
LiTcrpool  Corporation    Water,  9R.  Amendt. 
1278, 1294 

HoGO,  Lt.-Goloiiel   Sir   J.    M'Oarbl-, 
Thiro 
Gaslight  and  Coke,  Commercial  Gas,  and  Sonth 
Metropolitan  Gaslight  and  Coke  Companies, 

787 


HoLXEB,  Sir  J.  {tee  Axtobvxt  ChorxRAL, 
The) 

Holms,  Mr. J.,  Haehney 
Army — South  Africa— Natal  and  the  Trans- 

yaai  —  Alleged  Miscoadnet  of  the  British 

Troops,  590 
Museum  of  Natoral  Histiff ,  Sooftli  Kensiaiton, 

791 
Parliament  —  Dnration  of  Pariiaatat,   Res. 

1810, 1317,  1318, 1352 

Holms,  Mr.  W.,  Paishy 

Persia  and  Herat,  520 

HoFWooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  8to6kport 

Army— Regulation  of  Oorrsspondtntt  in  the 

Field,  1296,  1997,  1567 
Criminal  Code,  2R.  1244 
Parliament — Business  of  th«  Hovit  (Ordar  in 

Debate),  Res.  1679 

Houghton,  Lord 
Execution  in  Cheetham  Prison,  Addrtta  for  a 

Paper,  1277 
Workmen's  Compensation,  IR.  877 

Hours  of  FoIUAg  (Boroiiglu)  Bill 

{Mr,  Chamherlmin,  Sir  Ckm'ks  W,  JHXke^  Mr. 
Mundella,  Dr,  Cameron,  Mejer  Nolan,  Mr, 
Henry  Samueleon) 

tf.  Ordered ;  read  !•• /V&  6  [81UM] 

Howabd,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Cumberland,  B. 
Salmon  Fisheries— Solway  FtaberiM,  \WI 

Hypothec  AhoUtum  (ScotlMid)  BUI 

{Mr,  Apnew,  Mr,  BaiUie  BamilUm,  Sir  Oeory' 

Jhu§Uui) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"  •  F06  6  [Bttl  §4] 

Read  2»,  after  debate  F^  %6, 1410 
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Armv^Kirwee  Frige  Money,  Qaeation,  Sir 
John  Hay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope /*($(  12, 
010 

Dtfpaick  of  1869—"  The  Enwrea  of  India," 
Qnettion,  Sir  H.  Drammond  Wolff ;  Answer, 
Mr.  E.  SUnhope  Feb  6,  146  ;  Personal  £x- 
pUnation,  The  Duke  of  Argjll  Feb  9,  254 

EmigraHon  of  Cooliee  to  La  Reunion,  Ques- 
Uoo,  Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope/V6  16,  678 

India  OJkee — Shipping  Contracts,  Questions, 
Mr.  ruleston,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answers, 
Mr.  E.  SUnbope  Feb  26,  1443 

India  Stoek^-Powert  of  Attorney,  Question, 
Mr.  Freshfleld  ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope 
FebiO,  1104 

Indiao  CuUivaUen  in  Behar,  Question,  Mr. 
O^nnell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope 
F#6  26,  1444 

Medical  Staff,  Question,  Mr.  Lyon  Playfair ; 
Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope  Feb  26,  1435 

PegyhrlUpreeentaHontQbwiTitXxoiiB,  Sir  Darid 
Wedderbum  ;  Replj,  Mr.  £.  Sunhope  ;  Ob- 
serrations,  Sir  George  Campbell  F«o  13,  593 

The  Indian  Pre$$^Newtpaper  Corretpondentt 
in  the  Field,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke; 
Answer,  Mr.  E.  SUnhope  Feb  17,  791 

The  Napa  Bill  Tribes^  Question,  Mr.  Dal- 
rjmplo;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope  Feb  16, 
681 

The  Wynaad  Gold  Fields,  Question,  Mr. 
Poliston  ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope  Feb  27, 
1M8 

India  Stock  (Powers  of  Attorney)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Lord  George  Hamilton) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Feb  27  [Bill  93] 

Indian  Salaries  and  Allowances  Bill 

(Jfr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Lord  George  Hamilton) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  12  [Bill  72] 

Read  2»  •  /V6  23 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Feb  26 
Read  8»  •  Feb  27 

Inhabited  Eonse  Duty  and  Income  Tax 

Bill        {Mr,  Hubbard,  Mr,  Sampson  Lloyd, 
Mr.  Leatham,  Sir  Charlrs  Forster) 
;  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  \\  [Bill  70] 

Intemperanee,  The  Lorde  Committee  on — 

The  Recommendatione 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer  Feb  9,  207 

Intestates  Real  Estate  Bill 

(Jfr.  Fetter,  Mr.  Ltatham,  Mr.  Price,  Sir  inifrid 

Lawson,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Hopwood) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  T  *  Feb  6  [Bill  13] 

lUELAKD 

Ml8ClLLA5I0VB    QciSTIO!fS 

Board  of  Works — Clare  Castle  Barbour  and 
Pier,  Question,  Mr.  Finiffan  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Henr/  Selwin-Ibbelson /Vd  19,  918; — Cotv- 


iolidation  Acts,  QuestioD,  Mr.  P.  Martin ; 
Answer,  Sir  Uenrj  Selwin-Ibbetaoa  Feb  12, 
618 

Crime'^AUmck  on  Tenant  Riahi  Meeting  at 
Poriadown,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  27,  1570 

Criminal  Law — The  Assault  on  Lord  Fermoy, 
Question,  Mr.  O'SulliTan ;  Answer,  The 
Attornej  General  for  Ireland  Feb  10,  379 

Evictions,  Notice  of  Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell 
Feb  10,  384 

Grand  Juries  and  Presentment  Sessions,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Thomas  M'Clure  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  Feb  16,  685 

Borne  Rule,  Personal  Explanation,  Visoount 
Castlereagh ;  Obser?ations,  The  Marqoeaa  of 
Hartington  Feb  16,  686 

"  Borne  Rulers  "  Members  of  this  Bouse,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Feb  16,  682 

Irish  Poor  Law  Unions  and  the  Seed  Supply 
Bill,  Question,  Migor  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  Lowther  Fr3  20,  1108 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Notice  to  Quit,  Qqm> 
tion,  The  O'Donoghue ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther /"tf^  23,  1188 

Lighthouses  (  West  Coast),  Question,  Mr.  Le« ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Feb  26,  1435 

Local  Government  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Graj  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  23.  1192 

Poor  Law -^  The  Union  of  Bailieboro,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
Feb  19,  908 

Post  Office — Emyvale,  Question,  Mr.  SoUlran ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Feb  19,  918 

Potato  Crop,  Select  Committee  appointed,  *'  to 
inquire  into  .the  best  means  of  diminishing 
the  frequencj  and  extent  of  failures  in  the 
PoUto  Crop"  {Major  Nolan)  Feb  10 

Prisons  ^Abolition  of  Spike  Island  Convict 
Prison,  (Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  16,  685 

The  Commissioners  of  National  EdueaUon~- 
Female  Education  \n  Galway,  Questions,  Mr. 
P.  Martin  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  F#6  20, 
1107 


Ireland — Borough  Franchiee 

MoTsd,  *<  That  the  restricted  nature  of  the 
Borough  Franchise  in  Ireland  as  compared 
with  that  existing  in  England  and  in  Scot- 
laud  is  a  subject  deserving  the  immediate 
attention  of  Parliament,  with  a  view  of 
establishing  a  feXt  and  just  equality  of  the 
franchise  in  the  three  countries"  {Mr, 
Meldon)Feb  17.811 

Amvndt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
*'  it  is  inexpedient  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  lowering  the  franchise  in  Ireland  "  {Mr. 
Charles  Hewis)  v,  ;  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  words,  Ac.;"  after  long  debate, 
Question  put;  A.  188,  N.  242;  M.  54 
(I).  L.  10) 

Main  Question,  as  nmended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Ireland,  Slate  of 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 

^  *'  Return  of  the  number  of  ojeotments  from 

agricultural  holdings  that  have  been  serred, 

\cont. 


(INDEX) 

aso. 

Irdnd,  State  0/--eoDt 

the  nnmber  in  which  deereM  hare  been  pro- 
Dooneed,  and  the  namber  in  which  decreet 
hsTe  been  executed  in  eneh  coonty  in  Ire- 
Und  CTcry  jev  from  the  Itt  of  January 
1860  to  the  Itt  of  Janoaiy  1880 ;  the  Ro. 
turn  to  dittittfoiih  between  cjectmentt  for 
BOB-paynient  of  rent,  or  on  notice  to  qnit,  or 
for  breach  of  contract,  or  for  any  other 
caote  :  Alto,  Return  of  the  number  of  catet 
of  intimidation  in  Ireland  to  prerent  the 
pi^yment  of  rent  or  occupation  of  land  which 
came  under  the  notice  of  the  police  during 
the  year  1879,  and  the  number  of  protecu- 
tiont  undertaken  and  conrtctioot  obtained  in 
nch  catet "  ( TTk*  Eariof  rhmratm)  Ftb  57. 
1545 ;  alter  thort  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
[See  Utle  RtUff  of  Dittrtu  {Irtlamd) 


KOI 


LEA 


Jacesox,  Sir  H.  M.,  Corentry 

Commcree  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committor,  610 

James.  Sir  H.,  ToMnt^ 

Baakraptcy  Law  Amendment,  9R.  560 
County  Coarti»  SR.  H09 
CHminal  Code,  2R.  1249. 1S43 
Pkr&ment— Pririlege— Mr.  PlimMdl.  1154 
Parliament — Bntineit  of  the  Houte  (Order  in 

IMate),  Rea.  1701 
Parliament — Pririjefe  of  Parliament— Immu* 

■ity  from  Arrett,  Ret.  1513 
Supveflte    Court    of  Judkaturt    Acu  —  The 
809 


Jamxb,  Mr.  W.  H.»  G^^Mkemd 
Charily  Ezpcntet  and  Aotounta.  508 
City  of  London — Gratuitiet  to  Ofkert  of  the 

Corporation,  1195 
Ftrochial  Claritico^City  of  London — Report 

of  Royal  Commitnoo,  50S 
Supp2y — Chanty  Comauttioa  for  England  and 

Waiea,  1267,  1270 

Jx3rxi3r8,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Penryn.  iv. 

McrcLant  Shipt  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 
Sekct  Committor  1575 


5,  Mr.  £..  iHwiM 

ipplng  Contracta^  1444 
it — Qaeen's  Speech,  .\ddrett  in  An- 


twcrto.  11 « 
ParUament — PriT iief»— Interforrnce  of  Peera 
in  Ek«tk>nt— Hoa.  Major  Jv>^^lyn,  Kea.  12^ 
Turkey — CoiTv«;K4»decee  at  to  Ahx&ed  T^wfk 
and  Dr.  Kc^:*.*.  26^ 
Murder  of  Mr.  Of^e,  1.^71 

Jvdkiftl  FMtors  Scotkftd'  Bill 

r.  Or^fred ;  rMid  :'  •  F,}  f  ■l>;::  ^0* 

Read  2-'  •  Fr>  S5 

Kata^agh.  Mr.  A.  M.,   (>'*7.-fc*  (V. 

Relx-f  of  P  J4rt^»  ,!rrUr^V  i\>aia*..  »-.\  ^.  #47 


■SmiiLg^v^KTH.  Sir  V,  .V.  Ii.:f\r$ 
lI  Kftur»«.  9V^ 


Kdcbeblet,  Earl  of 

Africa,  South— Batnfoltnd,  958 

Ireland,  Distrett  in,  505 

Ireland,  State  of.  Motion  for  Retumt,  1565 

Tripartita  Treaty  of  1856, 780 

Eiu,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Ixmih 
Relief  of  Distrett  (Irtlaad),  Comm.  d.  8p  974 : 
Contid.  4Mdd  e/.  1198 

K:rATCHBnx-Hros88EVy  Bight  Hon.  R 

H.,  Samdtrich 
Parliament — Butinem  of  the  Honaa  (Order  in 
Debate),  Ret.  1615 


Landed  Proprieton  (Irelaiid)  BQl 

(Jfr.  p.  /.  Smyth,  Mr.  Martin^  Mr.  F^^  Tki 

(yDom^km) 
c.Oidercd;  readl**/V*6  [Bffltf] 


Landlord  and  Tenant  drdaad)  Art  (1870) 
Amendment  BOl 

[Mr,  Dmmiei  TmyUr,  Sir  Thmm»  Jf^CAwv^  Mr, 

Btt^^mmin  WTkitwmikf  Mr.  X«a) 
r.  Ordered  ;  i«adl**JU  6  [Bffl51] 


Laxsdowxs.  Maiqness  of 
Seedt  .Ireland),  Comit.  1185 


Law.  Bight  Hon.  H.,  LatUomitrry  Co. 
Pariiament— Qaem'a  Spaa^  AddrMi  in  As- 

twcrto,597 
Belief  of  Dittreot  (li^aadX  OoBM.  alL  5p  997 ; 
Amendt.  955,  959.  946,  961;  oL  9p  1015; 
AmtDdt.  1160  ;  cf.  14.  Aattodk  a. 

Lste  mmd  Juttiee 
InttrmeHim  or  tke  PoHee  im 
Qaetiion,  lir.  EUioi ; 
Ciott  Fih  J7. 15T1 
Stynriw    CMTf    »f 
Auii-f,  QDeUNn,  Sir  HO07  Jama;  Aa- 
.  Mr.  Attbetott  Croat  iW  17»  869 

of  lyectment  Si^mifln  CIraland} 

Bill  ;jrr.  SmOiwmm,  Mr.  JBrifr.  Mr. 

0  .S^74««««  Mr.  (yyitayiatwf) 
r.  Orfercd  :  read  1*  • /Vd  6  [Bill  11] 


JkiU, 
.  Mr.  AtthtCoa 

Aeti  —  Th$ 


l^^r^os.  Sir  W.,  CmrJi^ 
Ictemperaaoe,  Lovdt  C 
Merchact  Si:^ 
Parl^ask«at~  Pahijc 


€■,967 
1647 


Bin        :  Jf-.  Martm,  Sir  Shuy  Jmek- 

A"^  M".  <rtyrfy«  Mr.  CJkmim  Ltwi*) 
Order«d ;  read  !••  Fei  6  [Bill  30] 

Mv^«Y«2.  «*HAt    tbe    Bill  ba  aov  i«a4   f" 

Ft}  I5,5ij« 
A:s<T^u  to  *;««T«  oat  ^aov.*  and  add  **  vpoa 

ih»  iftT  fix  mcctbt**  ,Jfr.  jjfcfumaii  CoiUm) ; 

i)«^wKM«    j«v^;v<Md,  -  Tbat   •  not 

x::(T  s.bcvn  deH&;e«  .\mcadK.  vitkdr 
MA:r.  ^deMxe  jvst.  aed  afreed  la  ;  Bill 

xri  coataciiu^  to  a  Sekct  Commitl 
i\^r.4::i«e  i»Maiu:(4   Mar   $;    Liii   of   |^ 

i\«mntaa.  $» 
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!▲»  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 
Li^itboaMi,  Ireland  (West  Ooast),  \iZ6 


LiATHAM,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Budd&rsfield 
Churoh  of  England— Sale  of  Liringi— Royal 
CommiMion,  922 


t,  Sir  E.,  TForcBstershire,  W, 
Lirerpool  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1201 

LxncvBB,  Mr.  O.  J.  Shaw,  Reading 
Merchant  Shipe  Ladeu  in  Balk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1370 
Parliament— Qaeen'i  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 

awer  to,  221,  823 
Relief  of    Distress    (Ireland),    Leave,    241  ; 

Comm.  cL  8,  Amendt.  726,  925 

LxiOHTON,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  S. 

Liferpool  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1286, 1294 

LonoBToir,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  iV. 

Andent  Monuments,  Comm.  cl  2,  Amendt.  778 

Lswis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 

BoroQgh    Franchise     (Ireland),    Rei.    828; 

Amendt.  828,  888 
Pariiament— PriyUege— Mr.    PlimsoU,    1142, 
1148 
Qneen'i  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  196 
Pikrliament — Fri?ilege— Interference  of  Peers 
in  Elections — Hon.  Major  Joceljn,  Res.  1208 
Parliament — PriTilege  of  Parliament — Immu- 
nitj  from  Arrest,  Res.  Amendt.  1307, 1816 

LswiSHAH,  Viscount,  Kent,  W. 

Amij— Voluntary  Retirement  of  CfBoers,  1448 

Meenring  Laws  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  Mr,  MundeUa,  Mr.  Isaac) 

c  Considered  in  Committee  Fed  17,  877 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
more  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Laws  "  {Mr. 
Siavtley  Bill) ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put;  A.  208,  N.  7  ;  M.  201  (D.  L.  11) 
Resolution  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1°  * 

[Bill  76] 

Limitation  of  Actions  Bill  [h.l.] 

.  (  The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I  Presented ;  read  1*  Feb  23, 1164  (No.  17) 

LiKDSAY,  Colonel  R.  J.  Loyd  (Financial 
Secretary  for  War),  lierhhire 
Army — Courts  Martial,  Returns  of,  9U7 
Seconded  Officers,  616 

Liverpool    Corporation    Water    Bill   {hy 

Order) 
Moved,  "That    the    Bill    bo   now    read    2»" 

F<6  24,  1278 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months  "   {Mr.  Rowley  Bill)  ; 

Question  proposed,  **  That '  now '  dto. ;"  after 

dedate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

VOL.  CCL.       [third  series.]  [«>n<. 


Liverpool  Corporation  Water  StZI— oont. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  9^ 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  nine  Members,  Fire  to  bo 
nominated  by  the  House  and  Four  by  th« 
Committee  of  Selection,  and  that  such  of  th« 
Petitioners  as  shall  have  presented  their  Peti- 
tions against  the  Bill  may,  if  they  think  fit, 
be  heard  before  such  Committee  by  their 
Counsel"  {Mr.  SclaUr-Booih) ;  Motion 
agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  sueh  of  the  Petitioners  as  shall 
hare  presented  their  Petitions  against  the 
Bill  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  March  next 
may,  if  they  think  fit,  be  heard  before  such 
Committee  by  their  Counsel,  and  Countel 
may  be  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill  againal 
such  Petitions 

That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
that  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  and  re- 
port upon  the  present  and  proepectiTO  suilU 
ciency  of  the  water  supply  of  the  district 
which  the  Corporation  of  Lirerpool  ar« 
authorised  to  supply,  and  into  the  existence 
of  any  other  arailable  source  of  supply  ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  vsjriona 
interests  affected  by  the  scheme,  and  to  the 
present  and  prospective  requirementa  of  the 
population  in  the  Severn  Valley  as  to  water 
supply,  fishing,  navigation,  and  the  scouring 
effect  of  floods,  oompulsory  powers  iboold  be 
given  to  take  water  from  the  River  Vjnwj 
and  its  tributaries ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  ex- 
tent, and  under  what  conditions,  as  to  oom- 
pensation  water,  or  otherwise ;  and  alio  what 
provhiions  are  requisite  for  enforcing  and 
securing  such  oonditions''  (Jkfr.  SclaUr' 
Booth) 

Lloyd,  Mr.  S.  8.,  Plymouth 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  561 
County  CourU,  2R.  1405 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  Amendt.  1500,  1618 

Loans  for  Local  Works 

Question,  Mr.  Chamberlain ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  12,  516 

Select  Committee  appointed,  *'  to  inouire  into 
the  system  under  which  Loans  K>r  L.ocal 
Works  are  now  advanced  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  or  on  the  security  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  ;  and  to  Report : — 

1.  Whether  the  system  hitherto  in  force  haa 
been  conducted  without  loss  to  the  Exche- 
quer, pointing  out,  if  there  has  been  loss,  the 
causes  which  have  led  to  it : 

2.  Whether  it  is  clear  that  the  preaent  system, 
if  continued,  will  be  carried  on  without  loss 
to  the  Exchequer  or  injury  to  the  publio 
credit : 

8.  Whether  further  facilities  might  not  with 
advantage  be  given  to  local  authorities  so  aa 
to  enable  them  to  borrow,  upon  their  own 
local  security,  without  having  recourse  to 
the  Exchequer  ;  and  whether  any,  and  if  so, 
what  amendments  are  required  in  '  The 
Local  l^ans  Act,  1875 '  "  {Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exehcquer)  Feb  23 

And,  on  Mar  5,  Committee  nominated  ;  List  of 
tiio  Committee,  1275 
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Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Lreland) 

Bill  [H.L.]  (TAtf  Lord  ChaneeUor) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  19  (No.  11) 

Read2**/V5  26 

Local  GoYemment  Areas  (Commission) 
Bill 

{Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  Mr,  Fell,  Mr,  Clare 

Bead,  Mr,  BaekhotMe) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Feb  6  [Bill  14] 

Local  Inquiries  (Ireland)  Bill 

[Mr,  F,  J,  Smyth,  Colonel  King^Earman,  Mr, 
Joseph  Cotoertf  Sir  Sareourt  Johnstone,  Dr, 
Cameron,  Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  F<j*  6  [Bill  Z2>] 

London,  City  of— Gratuities  to  OffieerB  of 
the  Corporation 
Question,  Mr.   W.   H.  James;   Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Gross  Feb  23,  1193 

Lord  Clerk  Register  {Scotland)  Act,  1879 
— The  Regulations 
Qaestioo,   Mr.   Fmser  Mackintosh ;   Answer, 
The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  21, 1568 

Lothian,  Marquess  of 

Registrar  General,  Office  of— Dr.  Farr,  585 

LowTHEB,  Eight  Hon.  J.  rChief  Secre- 
tary for  Lrelai^d),  YorJc  City 
Ireland — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Commissioners  of  National  Education— Fe- 
male Education  in  Galway,  1107»  IIO8 
Crime — Attack  on  Tenant  Right  Meeting 

at  Portadown,  1570 
Distress,  Relief  of,  592,  1194,  1195;— 
Kilkenny  Union,  921 ; — Longford  Union, 
150,  519;— Nenagh,  1569  ;— Newcastle 
West  and  Londonderry,  916,  917  ;  — 
Papers,  151  ; — Presentment  Sessions — 
Loans  for  Sanitary  Works,  515 
Grand  Juries  and  Presentment  Sessions, 

685 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Notice  to  Quit,  1189 
Local  GoTcmment  Board,  1192 
Poor  Law— Union  of  Bailieboro,  908 
Poor  Law  Unions  and  the  Seed  Supply 

Bill,  1108 
Prisons  Act— Infirmary  and  Gaol  Surgeons, 

1193 
Prisons— Abolition  of  Spike  Island  Prison, 
685 
Ireland — Borough  Franchise,   Res.  859,  870, 

874 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  135,  234,  294,  295,  371 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  L«kve,  241 ;  2R. 
550  ;  Comm.  706,  710;  cl,  3,  728,  755,  768, 
926,  931,  934.  935,  936,  939,  942,  950,  985, 
986  ;  el,  4,  989,  991  ;  e^  5,  996  ;  tl,  9,  999, 
1001,  1004,  1008,  1012, 1018,  1159;  et.  17, 
1162;Consid.e/.  15,1286 


LownnR,  Bight  Hon.  J.— «0ii<. 

Seed  PoUtoee  (Ireland),  2R.  451  ;  Oomm.  d,  2, 
651 ;  el,  6,  653,  657  ;  d,  7,  662 ;  el.  8,  664  ; 
d.  13,  Amendt.  665,  666, 778 ;  Conaid.  U,  6, 

880,  884 

LiTBBOOKy  Sir  J.y  Maidstone 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  870,  871 ;   Comm. 

el.  2,  775, 776 ;  d.  4, 1019  ;  8R.  1883 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  2R.  577 
Companies  Act  Amendment,  2R.  888 


Lunacy  Law  Amendment 

{Mr.  Dillwyn,  Sir    George   Balfour,    Mr. 
Mersehell) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  *  Feb  6  [Bill  7] 


Lunacy,  Masters  in — Appointmrnt  of  Mr, 

Henry  Graham 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  The  Chaii- 
cellor  of  the  Eichequer  Feb  16,  679 

McAbthtjb,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Afrioa,South— Zulu  Waiv-fi^dof  Isandhlwans, 

1441 
Torres  Straita  Islands,  508 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Laemheth 
Austria— B^eligions  Persecution  in   Bohemia, 
914 

Maoabtitxt,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  J^frone 

Ancient  Monuments,  Comm.  d,  \i  Amondt. 

773 ;  d,  4,  Amendt.  1019 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  8,  749, 

766,  946 

MaoOabthy,  Mr.  J.  G.,  MMno 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  133,  319 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Lei^Ye,  243 

MoOabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  836 
Ireland — Relief  of  Distress — Longford  Union, 

150,  519 
Parliament— PriviIege-0^.  PUmsoll,  1189 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  187, 
187 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Houso  (Ordor  in 

Debate),  Res.  1490, 1663 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  728 

MoClttbe,  Sir  T.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Grand  Juries  and  Presentment  Sessions  (Ire- 
land), 685 

MaoDonald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Coal  Mines— Leycett  Colliery  \Ekplosion,  1191 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Comniittee,  613,  686 
Mines  Adt,  1878 — Em^oymeni  of   Boys   in 

Mints,  1191 
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MaaDohald,  Mr.  A. — ccnL 

Mining  AeoidenU  CommitsioD,  1395, 1296 
Naval  DiMlpUne,  590 

Parliament— Qneen'i  Speech,  AddreBi  in  An- 
iwer  to,  185 

}Ia]E[xNVA,  Sir  J.  N.,  Tou^hal 

CM\  Serrioe  Writert,  677 

Parliament— Pri?ilege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  1149 

Parliament — BasioeH  of  the  House  (Order  in 

DeUte),  Rei.  1615 
Parliament — Pririlege — loterferenoe  of  Peers 

In  Eleotioni — Hon.    Major   Jooeljn,   Rei. 

19U 
8«ad  Potatoei  (Ireland),  Consid.  el  6, 880 

MioimfTosH,  Mr.  C.  Fbaseb-,  Inverness, 

ire. 

Lord  Clerk  Begiiter  (Scotland)  Act,  1879, 
1568 


I,  lient.-Golonel  W.  T.,  ^esex,  8, 
Gaalif  bt  and  Coke,  Commercial  Gat,  and  South 
Metropolitan  Gaslight  and  Coke  Companies, 
9&.  Amendt.  788, 790 

ICalmbsbttby,  Earl  of 

Arm/^Pnrobaee  OflSeen'  Widows,  669 

Majtvers,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.    B. 
(PoBtmaster    General),     Leicester- 
ihtre,  iV. 
Copyright,  Law  of,  883 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1524,  1649,  1682,  1700 
Poet  Office — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Ireland — Emytale,  918 
MaUt  for  Gibraltar,  922 
New  Pennjr  Postage  Stamp,  682,  688 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  811;— Regula- 
tions, 1208 
Prirate  Telegraph  Wires,  1191,  1192 
Post  Office  Telegrams — Disclosure  of  Pri- 
vate Telegrams,  1487 

Xarriage  LawB  Amendment  BiU 

(Jfr.   Blennerhataettf   Mr,   Morley,    Mr,    Monk, 

Mr.  Mundella,  Mr,  Cogati) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  6  [Bill  28] 

Harried  Women's   Property  Acts  1870 
and  1874  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Mibbertf  Mr.  GoJdnetj,  Mr,  Osborne  Morgan) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  6  [Bill  18] 

ITarried  Women's   Property  (Scotland) 

Bill  (Mr.   Anderton^    Sir   Robert  An- 

itmther,  Mr.  Orr  Ewing^  Mr.  McLaren ^  Mr. 
Lyon  Flay  fair) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  6  [Bill  44] 

Marten,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Cambridge 
Leases,  2R.  886,  89r> 

Parliament — Queen's  Spe<K^b,  Address  in   An- 
swer to.  4 1 4 


MABTiNy  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co, 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  Works — Consolidation  Aetf ,  518 

Conmiissioners    of  National   Education — 

Female  Education  in  Galway,  1107. 1108 

Relief  of  Distresa— KiLkenn/   Union,  920» 

921 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 

swer  to,  128,  184 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1647,  1694 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  548 ;  Comm. 
cl.  8,  983  ;  cL  9, 1005, 1006  ;  Consid.  add,  0/. 
1227, 1231 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  BiU 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Ripon ;  Answer, 
The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  Feb  6, 
144 


Medical  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill 

{Dr,  Lush,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Sir  Joeeph 

MEenna) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  6  [BiU  110] 

Read  20*^0^  11 
Referred  to  a  Select  Comm.  Feb  19 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  (Ho.  8) 

Bill        {Mr,  Arthur  Mills,  Mr,  Childers, 
Mr.  Ooldney) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""*  Feb  6  [BiU  87] 

Read  2®*,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Comm. 
Febl^ 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  (No.  3} 

Bill        (Lord  Georgs  Hamilton,  Sir  Henry 
Seltcin'Ibbetson) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [BUI  67] 

Read  2^*,  and  referred  to  a  Select   Comm. 

Feb  12 
Committee  nominated  Feb  19 

Medical  Appointmentfl  ttnalificationa  Bill 

(Jfr.  Errington,  Mr,  Blennerhassett) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Feb  12  [BUI  71] 

Kead2o»-Fe6  17 
Referred  to  a  Select  Comm.  Feb  19 

M£Li>0N,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Kildare 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Kes.  811,  875 
Licensing  Laws  Amendment,  Leave,  877 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  151,  189 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2U.  569  \  Comm. 

el.  3,  732,  772 
Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),   Comm.  U,  6,  654; 
cl,  13,  665,  668 

Mercantile  Marine  —  Lights  of  Fishing 

Vessels  at  Sea 

Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot  Feb  6,  148:  Question,  Sir 
Edward  Watkin ;  Answer,  Viscount  Saiidon 
Ftb  20.  10l»9 

a  L  2 
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MereKtmt  Skippimf  A§U  f€frmm  Cwr§u£) 
OfM^rratioM,  Mr,  YXvmmfX :  *B«flj,]Cr.  SfMkcr ; 
(^MStMtt,  Sir  Wilfrul  L*«tOtt  ;  Amvct,  Sir 
Ottrtes  RiMMll  FAW,  U4« 

MerehMXt  Shippiag  'Corals  Cargoes)  Bill 

( Jfr,  Fliimj»Uf  Mr,  J^mtpk  Ofwen^  Mr,  AndiTwrn^ 

Mr.  Ourd) 

^,  C^ntfukmd  in  CmnmUm  ;  R«folation  mme4 
U>.  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  raJ  P  * 
/V*  «  [Bai  27] 

Merchant  Shipping  AcU^-^The  **  L&uisd 
HHeher  "  of  Liverpool  (  Ufueuicorthi- 
ns$s) 
QaeMioD,  Mr.  Bert;  Answer,   Mr.  AafaetM 
Croee  Feh  27,  1570 

lUrehant  8hip$  Laden  in  Bulk 

Meired,  ''TheiA  Select  CoBHBiltco  be  Bffoiated 
to  neke  iiMtiirf  eooeemiof  tbe  reeesi  fboB- 
deriof  of  Shipe  ledeo  with  gnin,  eoel,  md 
other  beftrj  or  bvlk  eerf oee ;  and  to  aaeer- 
tein  whether  eoeb  feonderinfi  ere  doe  to  ex- 
eeeeive  esrg oee  or  to  deleetiiro  drmenaone  or 
eooiinietioo,  or  to  the  eaplojmettt  of  ree- 
•elf  oneaited  ibr  the  tradee  or  vojafes  in 
which  the  Shipe  ere  employed,  or  to  noj 
other  end  whetenoee ;  and  to  report  whether 
nojr  change  in  the  Law  aftctiog  Merchant 
Shipping  ii  reqoired  to  profent  the  recar- 
rence  of  eoch  loeees"  (viteomti  Samdcn) 
Feb  2i,  1353 ;  after  debate,  QneetioD  pvt, 
and  agreed  to 

And,  on  Mcur  5,  Conimittoe  nominated ;  Liat  of 
the  Committee,  1383 

Metropolis  ImproTement  Schemes  MocUU 
fication  Prorisioiial  Orders  BOl 

(Sir  Mattheuf  Ridley,  Mr.  Sm'gtarf  0r9$i) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»»  Fth  17  [BiU  77] 

Metropolitan  Police,   The-^-Poff  and  Or- 
sanitation 
Qoeetion,  Mr,  W.  M.  Torrene ;  Anawer,  Mr. 
Aaeheton  Croee  Feb  10,  913 

IDddlesex  Land  Registry  BiU 

{Mr.  0$bom$  Morgan,  Mr.  Or$gory,  Sir  Sydn$if 

Waterlotc) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  }••  Feb  25  [Bill  80] 

MiDLZToir,  Yisoount 

Ireland,  Distreet  in,  403 

MiLDANK,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Yorkshire,  N.R. 
Oormpt  Praotieee  at  Eleotiona— Re-diitribn- 
tion  of  Seaie,  010 

Mills,  Mr.  A.,  Exeter 

Army— South  Africa — Natal  and  the  Trans- 
yaal— Alleged  Miaoondoct  of  Britiah  Troope, 
390 

Parliament— Prifilfge—Interferenoe  of  Peera 
in  Electiont— lion.  Migor  Jooel/D,  Roe.  1310 


Mnm 

Mr. 
tea  Creaa  Fek  3S^  lltl 

Mimimf  AeeOemU  Ce 

flaff JOB,  Mr.  Mifdiierd 

to«  Oreaa  /V6  34,  IttS 

MoscK,  Tisoocmt 

Irriand,  Dfatroa  IB.  Se4 


Mcmetmy  Cemferemee  {Pi 


Sir  George 
Ckueellor  of  the 


( 


dL  t,  1014 


FA  10,011 


MQ3nr,  Mr.  C.  J.,  GUmeetUr  COf 
Blind  and  DcAf-MsU  Chiidm,  SR.  143a 
Uterpool  CorpetetioB  Water, 
Parliament — Boucaa  of  the 

Debate).  Bee.  1087 
Bailwaya  Aeta,   BegelatI— 

ConMalarioaerB,  704 
Belief  of  Dietrcae  (Ifdaad),  C 
Snpply^DiplonHUie  aai 
1383 

Treaev7. 1388, 1388 
Water  Svpfij  (Ei^^bad  aai  Wake),  1185 

MovTXAGLX,  Lord 

Seeda  (Irelaiid),  8R.  1437, 1439, 1488 

MoHTOOMZBT,  Sir  G.  G.,  PeMeeekire 

Aneient  Mooomenta,  Cemm.  cC  S,  775,  778 
Hjpotheo  AhoUUoii  (SeotlaadX  3R.  1438 


MoofBX,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clcmmei 
Parliament—  Qneen'a  Speeeh, 
iwer  to,  141, 170 


la  Aa- 


MoBAT,   Cdonel  H.  E.  8.  H.  Druic- 
MOVD-,  Pertkehire 
Parliament — Qneen'a  Sfeech,  Addiwi  ia  Aa- 

iwer  to,  83 

MoBOAK,  Mr.  G.  Osborne,  I>enhi0k9kire 
Bankniptej  law  Ameodmeot,  3E.  581 
Connty  Conrta,  3R.  1404 
Criminal  Law— Edward  JoDee,'Case  ot,  010 
Leaeee,  3E.  803 
MetropoUa— New  Oonrta  of  Jsaliee  (  BoildiafB), 

380 
Parliament— PrirUege— Mr.  PUmaoU,  1181 
Parliament — Bndneea  of  the  Honae  (Order  in 

Debate),  Bea.  1803 


Morocco^- Outbreak  at  Fn 
Qoeetion,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon ; 
Bottriu  Fed  17,708 


Anawor,  Mr. 


MowBBAY,  Bight  Hon.  J.  B.,   Oxford 

University 

Parliament— Pririlege— Mr.  PlimaoU,  700, 

1130 
Parliament— Boaineea  of  the  HooM  (Order  in 

Debate),  Bee.  1504 
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MmrDKLLi.,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 

Banknptoy  Law  Amendment,  Leare,  24A,  383 
Commons  Aot  (1876)  Amendment,  2R.  899 
Merchant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1378 
Mnnieipal  Corporations  ( Property  Qaalifloation 

Abolition),  3R.  895 
Pariiament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  871,  422.  446 
Bailwaj  SerTants — Compensation  for  Injary, 
1445 

Xunidpal  Corporations  (Property  ftuali- 

flcatum  AlK>Ution)  Bill    (Mr.  Mmtdella, 
Mr.  Chamberlain^  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Sullivan) 

c  Orderad  ;  read  l^"  •  Feb  6  [Bill  43] 

Bead  2«,  after  short  debate  Feb  18,  895 

Munieipal  CorporaitoM,  Uhreformed — Re^ 
pwrt  of  Royal  Commission 
Qneetion,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  F«h  12,  507 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Richard ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Eichequer  Feb  23, 1190 

Ximidpal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfif/br   0*Oorman^  Sir  Joseph    M}Kenna,    Mr. 

Richard  Power^  Mr.  Bletttierhaaaett) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Feb  6  [Bill  28] 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  563 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  2  a.  571 

Naohten,  Colonel  A.  R.,   Winchester 
Post  Offk)e— Mails  for  Gibraltar,  922 

Napieb  of  Maodaxa,  Lord 

India^ — Afghanistan — Policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, Address  for  Papers,  1075,  1097 

Naval  Discipline  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith  Feb  13,  590 

Navy 

MiSCBLLANBOUS  QUBSTIONS 

Admiralty  Financial  Return,  Question,  Cap- 
Uin  Pirn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  Feb  9, 
265 

Colonial  Allowance  to  Navy  and  Royal  Marine 
OfficerM,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  11.  SmithF<-6  9,  288 

H.M.S.  "  Wivern;*  Question,  Captain  Pim  ; 
Annwer,  Mr.  W.  11.  Smith  Feb  23,  1196 

The  Royal  Marines^  Question,  Captain  Price  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  \V.  II.  Smith  Feb  19,  915; 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  II.  Smith  Feb  20,  1103  i^The  Depart- 
mental Committeet  Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ; 
Answer.  Mr.  \V.  II.  Smith  Feb  26,  1442 

New  Courts  of  Justice  {Buildings) 

Question,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gerard  Noel  Feb  10,  380 


Newdegate,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  614 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1 106, 1158 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1477,  1584,  1639,  1642,  1643, 

1679,1689,  1697, 1703, 1708 
Parliament — Privilege — Interference  of  Peers 

in  Elections — lion.  Major  Jocelyn,  Res.  1205 
Parliament — PriTilege—  London  Newspapers, 
Res.  1225 

Noel,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Works),  Rutland 
Metropolis — New  Courts  of  Justice  (Buildings), 

380 
Museum  of  Natural  History,  Sooth  Kensing- 
ton, 791 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 
1262 
Marlborough  House,  1250 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  OflSces,  1251, 
1252,  1253, 1254,  1255 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P.,  Oalway  Co. 

Blind  and  Deaf-Mute  Children,  2a.  1426 
Irish  Poor  Law  Unions  and  the  Seed  Supply 

Bill,  1108 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,   Address  in  An- 
swer to,  128.  193 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1538,  1693,  1703 
Post  OflBce  Telegrams — Disclosure  of  Prirato 

Telegrams,  1437 
Relief   of   Distress    (Ireland),    Leare,    242 ; 

Comm.  el.  3,  729,  762,  948,  961,  966  ;  cl.  9, 

1018;  cl.  15,  1161 
Seed   Potatoes    (Ireland),   2R.   450;    Comm. 

el.  2,  Amendt.  651  ;   el.   6,   Amen«lt.    652, 

653.  656,  657,  659  ;   cl.  7,  Amondt.  661  ; 

cl.  9,  661  ;  cl.  13,  665,  606,  772  ;  Consid. 

cl.  6,  882  ;  Amendt.  884 

NoBTHBROOK,  Earl  of 

India^Afghanistan-^Policy  of  the  GoTom- 
ment,  Address  for  Papers,  1062 

NoBTHCOTE,   Eight    Hon.    Sir    8.     H. 
{see  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

NoBTHUMBEBLAND,  Duko  of  (Lord  Privy 
Seal) 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  55 

NoBwooD,  Mr.  C.  M.,    Kingston-upon^ 
Hull 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Leave,  245 ;  211. 

566 
County  Courts,  2R.  1385, 1409 

O'Beibne,  Major  F.,  Lei  trim 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  183 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  211.  549  ;  Comm. 
716  ;  cl.  3,  770,  939,  953 ;  cl.  9,  lOU 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  6,  65 J  ; 
Consid.  879 
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O'Beien,  Sir  P.,  King^s  Co. 

Army — Retarn  of  Courts  Martial »  907 

Parliament — Qaeen'i  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  132, 307 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1628,  1687 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  550,  551 ; 
Comm.  cl.  3,  749  ;  cl,  5,  994,  996 ;  0/.  9, 
1009, 1011,  1016, 1017 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Oonsid.  el  6,  880 

O'Oleey,  Mr.  K.,  Wexford  Co. 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  844 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  132,  337 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1621,  1683 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  550  ;  Oomm. 
el.  8,  957 

O'OowoE,  Mr.  D.  M.,  SUffo  Co. 

Army — Commissariat  and  Transport  Depart- 
ments, 681 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  412 

Relief  of  Distress  (IreUnd),  Comm.  el.  3,  988 

O'DovNBLL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 

Tndlft — Indigo  Culti?ation  in  Behar,  1444 
Ireland — MiscelUneoui  Queetions 

Crime  —  Attack  en  Tenant  Right  Meeting 

at  Portadown,  1570 
Distress— Newcastle  West  and  Londonderry, 

916:— Nenagh,  1569 
Evictions,  884 
Parliament — Privilege^Mr.    PlimsoU,    1139, 
1140,1143 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  316, 
868 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),   Res.   1529,   1639 ;  Amendt.  1640, 
1667,  1668,  1670, 1680,  1681, 1691, 1704 
Parliament — Orders    of    the    Day — Standing 
Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 
1577,  1578 
Parliament — PriTilege^London    Newspapers, 

Res.  1214,  1221.  1226 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Amendt.  477,  520 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  725 ;  el.  8, 
Amendt.  727,  729,  735,  743,  745,  750,  761. 
764,  768,  959 ;  el.  9,  1001,  1002,  1011. 1012 
Supply — Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales,  1270 

O'DoNOGHTTB,  The,  l\rdU$ 

Ireland— Relief  of  Distress— Papers,  151;  — 
Return,  591 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) — Notice  to 
Quit,  1188 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  174 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1623;  Motion  for  A^jonm- 
ment,  1652,  1684 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  548 ;  Comm. 
717:  ti.  3,  927,  931,  984.  961  ;  ei.  9,  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1008;  Oonsid. 
add.  d.  1299  ;  d.  4. 1284 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  •(.  7*  669 


0'GK)BMAN  Mahokt,  The,  Clare 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  155,  937 

0'Gh)RMAN,  Major  P.,   WaUrford 

Parliament  — Privilege— Mr.   Plimsoll,    809, 
1151,1156 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  446 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1642, 1043 
Parliament — Orders    of    the    Day — Standing 

Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 

1579 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Leare,  243 ;  Comm. 

el.  9,  1018 
Seed  PoUtoes  (Ireland^  9R.  451 ;  Oonsid.  879 

Onslow,  Earl  of 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  6 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  R.,  Ouild/ord 

Criminal  Code,  2R.  1248 
India— Afghanistan — Expenses   of  the    War, 
459,  468 
Sir  Frederick  Roberts  and  the  Ameer,  264 
Merchant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1365 
Parliament— Pririlege  — Mr.   Plimsoll,  800. 
1110, 1142, 1152 
Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  Aniwer  to,  871 

O&ANMORE  AND  Browve,  Lord 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  905 

O'Shaughkesbt,  Mr.  B.,  Limerick 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  849 
Merchant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1377 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  125,  127,  366,  439 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1615,  1641 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Leare,  943;  9R. 
538  ;  Coram.  709,  710  ;  el.  8,  730,  748, 767  ; 
Amendt.  923,  925,  928,  981,  938,  935,  986, 
937,  941,  949.  984,  985,  986  ;  d.  4,  Amendt. 
987,  988  ;  el.  15, 1161 ;  el.  17,  1169  ;  d.  90, 
Amendt.  t^.,  1168 ;  Oonsid.  d,  B,  1938 
Supply — Public  Works  in  Ireland,  Amendt. 
1956, 1958 

O'SxTLLTVAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Zim&riei  Co. 

Criminal   Law  (Ireland)  —  Assault  on  Lord 

Permoy,  379 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  8,  927, 

930,  931 :  Amendt.  984,  985,  986,  988,  940, 

946  ;  el.  5,  996 
Seed  PoUtoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  6,  654 ; 

Consid.  el.  6,  880,  883 

Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Roehater 
Army,  Flogging  in  the,  515 

Oatlawriei  Bin 

c.Readl''*  J'#3ff 
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Paost,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Somersetshire,  Mid 

Criminal  Code,  3R.  1245 

R«U«f  of  DistreM  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  4,  988 

Paijceb,  Mr.  0.  M.,  Durham^  N, 

Herehani  Ships  Ijtdon  in  Balli,  Motion  for  a 

Seleei  Committee,  1364 
Parliament— Pri?ilege— Mr.  Plimsoll.  800 
Wine  Dntiei,  Select  Committee  on — Report, 

1440 

llstlfament 

LORDS— 
Mnniro  or  tri  PARLiiifBirT  Feb  5 

The  Session  of  Parliament  was  opened  hj 
Thi  QtfiBir  in  Person 

|i(cc  tf  aje0t0'0  i^osst  CSractoutf  Speecf) 

delivered  by  The  Loan  Chaitcbllob  Feb  6,  2 

Roll  of  thb  Lords — Garter  King  of  Arms 
attending,  delirored  at  the  Table  (in  the 
usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  I^ords  Temporal 
in  the  Seventh  Session  of  the  Twenty-flrst 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  Feb  5 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  (lease 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  had  pre- 
pared and  laid  it  on  the  Table  (P.P.  No.  3) 

The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  bj 
The  Lord  Chancellor  ;  An  Addrkss  to 
IIbr  Majbstt  thereon  moved  by  The  Earl 
of  Onslow  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
The  Earl  of  IIossb)  Feb  0,  6  ;  after  long 
debate.  Address  agreed  to,  nomine  dissen- 
tienie,  and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves 

fliB  Majbstt's  Answbb  to  thb  Addbbss 
reported  Feb  10.  375 

Chairman  of  Committees — The  Earl  of  Rcdos- 
dale  appointed,  Nemine  Dissentiente,  to  tike 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House 
for  this  Session  Feb  5 

Committee  far  Privilcjct — appointed  Feb  5 

Sub-Committee  for  the  /ot/r/ta/«— appointed 
Feb  5 

Appeal  Committee  ^appointed  Feb  5 

Ofice  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  ami 
Ofice  of  the  OentUman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Hod — Select  Committee  appointed  ;  List  of 
the  Committee  Feb  10,  676 

Private  Bills 

All  petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders  which 
shall  be  presented  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion referred  to  the  Standing  Oniors  Com- 
mittee, unless  otherwise  ordered  Feb  17 

Opposed  Private  Bills — Committee  appointed  ; 
List  of  the  Committee  Feb  16,  070 

Parliamentary  Reporting —  The  House  of  Lords, 
Question,  Lord  Sudcley  ;  Answer,  Ihe  Earl 
of  Beaconsfleld  Feb  17,  777 

COMMONS— 

The  QuEBN'f  Spbkcii  having  bi'en  reported  by 
Mr.  Speaker ;  An  humble  Address  thereon 
moved  by  Colonel  Dbcumond-Morat  (the 
Motion  being  seoonded  by  Mr.  J.  P.  Cobrt) 

Iconi. 
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Feb  5,  62 ;  after  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned"  (Jfr.  Shaw) ; 
after  further  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  63, 
N.  174;  M.  112  (D.  L.  1) 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
( Mr.  Shell) ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Feb  6,  152 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Question,  to  add  <*  \¥e 
also  think  it  right  to  represent  to  Tour 
Majesty  that  Your  Majenty's  Government, 
although  in  possession  of  timely  warning  and 
information,  have  not  taken  adequate  steps  to 
meet  promptly  and  eflScaciously  the  severe 
distress  now  existing  and  increasing  in  Ire- 
land  ;  and  we  are  of  opinion  that,  in  order  to 
avert  the  horrors  of  famine  from  a  wide  area 
in  that  Country,  the  most  vigorous  measures 
are  immediately  necessary ;  and  we  are 
further  of  opinion  that  it  is  essential  to  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland  to  legislate 
at  once  and  in  a  comprehensive  manner  on 
these  questions  ;  and  we  humbly  assure  Your 
Majesty  that  we  shall  regard  it  as  the  duty  of 
Parliament,  on  the  earliest  opportunity,  to 
consider  the  necessiiry  measures  for  the  pur- 
pose, more  urgently  the  tenure  of  land,  the 
neglect  of  which  by  Parliament  has  been  the 
true  cause  of  constantly  recurring  dissatis- 
faction and  distress  in  Ireland "  (.Y/r.  Red'- 
mond) ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  added  ;  *'  after  long  debate. 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr,  Mitchell  Ilenrif);  Motion  agreed  to; 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Feb  0,  269  ;  after  long  debate. 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed" {Mr.  Oabbctt);  after  further  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Feb  10,  337  ;  after  long  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  00,  N.  210;  M.  150 
Div.  List,  A.  and  N.  4 17 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Committee  appointed,  to  draw  up  the  said 
Address ;  List  of  the  Committee,  449 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  a  first 

and  second  time  Feb  11,  453 
Amendment  (.Vr.   O'Domiell)    Feb  11,  477; 

Debate  adjourned 

Further  Proceeding  on  the  said  Report  re- 
sumed Feb  12,  520 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Address,  to  add  "  Wo 
humbly  represent  to  Yuur  Majesty  that, 
while  wasting  the  rcvources  and  straining 
the  honour  of  the  State  in  unjust  aggressions 
abroad,  the  Ministry  have  endangered  the 
peace  and  neglected  the  interests  of  the 
Country  at  home : 

*'  That  when  the  attention  of  Your  Majesty's 
advisers  was  called  during  last  rarliament  to 
the  approaching  distress  in  Ireland,  they 
only  replied  with  insulting  mockery,  and  that 
when  the  distress  deepened,  and  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  afflicted  districts  sought  to  move 
public  opinion  by  peaceable  meetings,  the 
Government  adopted  an  attitude  of  provoca- 
tion, and  answered  the  Petitions  of  iho 
starving  cultivators  by  arbitrary  arrests  and 
displays  ^f  military  force: 
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**  That  the  Miobtrj  seek  to  ftir  np  eril  pMsioni 
and  prejodieet  between  ibe  Eogiisii  and 
Irish  peoplee: 

"That  thej  fedoloosly  deieribe  ae  eeditioos 
and  dUlojal  the  Cooftitotional  endeaironn  of 
the  IHfh  repretentativee  to  establish  im- 
proTed  relations  between  Ireland  and  the 
other  portions  of  Toar  Majesty's  Dominions 
and  to  bring  aboot  a  better  distribution  of 
the  legislative  work  which  now  overbortbens 
the  Imperial  Parliament : 

"That  when  any  English  Partj  or  English 
politicians  seek  to  promote  the  removal  of 
Irish  grievances,  they  are  denounced  by  the 
present  Ministry  to  the  prejadices  of  the  un- 
thinking and  unreflecting  as  the  bad  patriots 
and  enemies  of  England,  and  that  there  can  no 
longer  be  a  donbt  that  this  policy  has  been 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  factious 
and  calamitous  saccets  at  the  approaching 
General  Elections : 

"  And  that,  therefore,  in  fiu;e  of  such  miscon- 
duct, we  have  no  alternative  but  to  beseech 
Your  Majesty  to  dismiss  from  Tour  Councils 
Your  present  advisers,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  further  practice  of  abuses  more  dangerous 
than  open  treason  to  the  State"  {Mr, 
(XDontill):  after  short  debate,  Question 
put ;  A.  12,  N.  128  ;  M.  116  (D.  L.  No.  4) 

Address  agreed  to ;  To  be  preeented  by  Privy 
Councillors 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
Feb  18, 886 

PriviUaet-^Ordevd,  That   a    Committee  of 

Privileges  be  appointed  Feb  5 
Standing  Ordert—QeXeet  Committee  on  Stand- 
ing Orders  nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee 

Fd>  6,  246 
8eletii<m — Committee  of  Selection  nominated  ; 

List  of  the  Committee  Fd>  6,  246 
Public  PetiUofU — Select  Committee  appointed  ; 

List  of  the  Committee  Feb  9,  873 
Printing — Select  Committee  appointed  ;   List 

of  the  Committee  Feb  10,  452 
KUchen  and  Refreshment  Room$  (Hbute  of 

Commone) — Standing  Committee  appointed ; 

List  of  the  Committee  Feb  19, 1020 

Order 

Viscount  CastUrecufhj  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  26,  1448 

Business  of  the  House 

Postponement  of  Motions,  Obsenrations,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Eicheqner,  Sir  George 
Campbell  Feb  10,  883 ;— Questions,  Mr. 
Fawcett,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Speaker 
FeblO,  3S5;  Ordered,  That  Notices  of  Mo- 
tion be  postponed  till  after  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  (Mr.  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer) ;~ 
Supply,  Qacstion,  Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  13, 
692 ;— 'Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Newdegate  Feb  20,  1106  ;  Orders  of  the 
Day  postponed  F^  26, 1449 

Private  Biils 

Standing  Orders  Committee  appointed ;  List  of 
the  Committee  F^  It,  676 

[eofil. 


Provinonal  Order  BiOs 

Ordered,  That  all  Bills  for  eooilniiing  Pro- 
Tisional  Orders  or  Certifteatee  shall  be  set 
down  for  consideration,  each  day,  in  a  separ- 
ate List,  after  the  Private  Busitteas,  and  ar- 
ranged  in  the  same  order  as  that  praeribed 
by  the  Standing  Orders  fbr  Private  Bills: 
and  every  such  Bill,  when  or  so  flkr  as  it  is 
unopposed,  shall  after  the  Secood  Reading 
stand  referred  to  the  Committee  eoostitated 
by  Standing  Order  for  unoppoeed  Private 
Bills,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  mmm  Ralce 
and  Orders  of  the  House,  so  for  as  tbey  are 
applicable  {Ths  Chmrman  of  Ways  amd 
Means)  FA  20,  1098 

Meeting  of  the  ffouoe^RemAwtd,  That  this  House 
will  meet  To-morrow  at  Two  of  the  eloek 
{Mr,  Chameellor  of  the  Egdkqmr)  Feb  16 

Indisposition  of  Mr.  Speaker 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
infonned  the  House  of  the  uiavoidabie  ab- 
sence of  Mr.  Speaker,  on  acconnt  of  indis- 
position:—  Whereupon  Mr.  Raikee,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table  aa  Deputy 
Speaker,  and  after  Prayers  eowited  the  House, 
and.  Forty  Members  being  present,  took,  the 
Chair,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order 
Feb  It 

Orders  of  the  Day 

Standing  Order  of  Supplp  and  Wage  smd  Means, 
Moved,  "  That  the  Standing  Order  relative  to 
Supply  or  Ways  and  Means  standing  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day  on  Friday  be  read,  and 
suspended 

*'  That  the  Committee  of  Supply  be  deferred 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  fbr  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Business  of  the 
House  (Ordm*  in  Debate)"  {Mr,  Chaneeilar  of 
the  Exchequer)  Feb  27,  1672;  alter  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

QticUifieation  of  Voters,  MUUoihioM,  Qoestions, 
Mr.  Uardcastle ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate Feb  17,  792 

Re-distribution  of  Seals — Cornui  Praeiiees  cU 
ElectionSf  Question,  Mr.  Milbank  ;  Answer, 
The  Chanoellor  of  the  Excheqoer  Fed  19, 910 


Parliament — Buiinest  of  the  Soute  {Order 
in  Debate) 

Resolutions  {Mr,  Newdegate),  Qneetion,  Mr. 
Newdegate ;  Answer,  'Ae  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  20,  1168 

Notioe  of  Resolutions,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  23, 1183 

Moved,  '*That,  whenerer  any  Member  shall 
have  been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
as  disregarding  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
or  abusing  the  Rules  of  the  House  by  per- 
sistently and  wilfully  obstructing  the  Bosioeas 
of  the  House,  or  otherwise,  then,  if  the  oflbnoe 
has  been  oommitted  in  the  House,  the  Speaker 
shall  forthwith  put  the  question,  on  a  Motion 
being  made,  no  amendinent,  a^jjoaviMot,  or 
dtbnto  bttog  fdiowed- '  Thil  MMb  MMBbor  bo 
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IM<Ue)—coTii. 

■aipended  from  the  nrvioe  of  the  House 
doriDg  the  remainder  of  that  day*8  sitting  ; ' 
and,  if  the  offence  has  been  committed  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  the  Chair- 
man shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  put  the 
Mune  question  in  a  similar  way,  and  if  the 
Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwith  suspend 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and  report 
the  circumstance  to  the  House ;  and  the 
Speaker  shall  thereupon  put  the  same  ques- 
tion, without  amendment,  adjournment,  or 
debate,  as  if  the  offence  had  been  committed 
in  the  llouse  itself.  If  any  Member  bo  sus- 
pended three  times  in  one  Session,  under  this 
Order,  his  suspension  on  the  third  occasion 
■ball  continue  for  one  week,  and  until  a  Mo- 
tion has  been  made,  upon  which  it  shall  be 
decided,  at  one  sitting,  by  the  House,  whether 
the  suspension  shall  then  cease,  or  for  what 
longer  period  it  shall  continue :  and,  on  the 
occasion  of  such  Motion,  the  Member  may,  if 
be  desires  it,  be  heard  in  his  place  "  {Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  Feb  26,  1450 

After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from 
'*That,"  and  add  "during  a  Debate,  whether 
in  the  House  or  in  Committee,  any  Member 
may  draw  the  attention  of  the  Chair  to  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  a  Member  who  in 
addressing  the  House  may  persistently  en- 
deaTOur  to  prevent  the  progress  of  Business, 
by  rising  in  his  place  and  taking  Notice  that 
the  Member  for  is  wilfully  ob- 

•tmcting  the  Business  of  this  House 

''¥niereupon  (unless  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Chair  the  interruption  is  frivolous  and  un- 
founded, in  which  case  he  shall  call  on  tho 
Member  in  possession  of  the  House  to  pro- 
ceed), Mr.  Speaker  (or  the  Chairman)  shall 
forthwith  put  the  Question  '  That 
be  not  further  heard,*  which  Question  shall 
be  decided  without  amendment  or  debate, 
but  the  Motion  shall  not  be  carried  by  a  ma- 
jority of  less  than  two-thirds  if  a  Division  is 
called 

'*Any  Member  so  put  to  silence  shall  stand 
suspended  from  the  service  of  tho  House  for 
one  week 

**  Any  Member  put  to  silence  twice  in  the  same 
Session  shall  stand  suspended  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House  for  one  calendar  month, 
and  for  such  further  period  until  he  shall 
have  submitted  himself  to  the  House  and 
given  assurance  that  he  will  not  so  offend 
again"  {Mr,  Sampion Lloyd)  v,,  1500  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  '  whenever,*  dtc. :  " 
after  further  debate.  Moved,  *'  That  the  De- 
bate be  now  adjourned"  {Mr.  Shaw) ;  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Feb  27,  1580  ;  aAcr  long  de- 
bate, Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  after  "  whenever,"  to  insert 
"before  one  o*clock  a.m."  {Mr.  Bigij^ir), 
1638 ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted  ; "  after  short  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  14,  N.  290;  M.  270 
(D.  L.  23) 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  after  '*  Member,**  to  insert 
"  at  least  one  hundred  Members  being  pre- 
sent "  (Mr.  (/Doimell),  lOiO ;  Qoestion  pro- 

[eonL 


ParliamentSuiinett  of  ^  House  (Order  in 
Debate) — cont. 

posed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  ;*' 
after  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned"  {The  0*Donoghue)\  after 
further  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Debate  adjourned 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  take  the  Chair 
To-morrow,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock "  (^Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "Twelve,"  and  insert 
"Two"  {Mr.  Callan) ;  Question  proposed, 
"That  'Twelve,*  Ac.;"  Question  put;  A. 
87,  N.  16  :  M.  72  (D.  L.  24) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Debate  resumed  Feb  28,  1669  ;  Question  put ; 
A.  8,  N.  68;  M.  60  (D.  L.  25) 

Amendt.  in  lines  2  and  3,  to  leave  out  "  or  by 
the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House"  {Mr.  Callan);  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  191,  N.  17  ;  M.  174  (D.  L.  26) 

Amende,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  '*  or  otherwise  " 
{Mr.  Finiff€M)f  1688 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  *  or  otherwise,'  Ac. ;"  aHer  short  de- 
bate, Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Amendt.  in  line  4,  after  "  then,"  to  insert  "  the 
Member  so  named  shall  be  permitted  to  offer 
such  explanation,  defence,  or  apology  as  he 
may  see  fit  for  a  time  not  exceeding  ten 
minutes,  after  which  *'  (Sir  Oeorge  Camp^ 
hell)t  1691  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted  ;*'  after  short  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  25,  N.  195  ;  M.  170  (D.  L. 
27) 

Amendt.  in  line  8,  after  "  House,**  to  insert 
"other  and  except  that  of  voting"  {Mr. 
Courtney),  1693  ;  Question  proposed,  "That 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ;"  after  short 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  42,  N.  172;  M. 
130 

Div.  List,  A.  and  N.  1694 

Amendt.  in  line  12,  after  "  House,"  to  insert 
"  when  the  Member  so  named  shall  be  per- 
mitted to  offer  such  explanation,  defence,  or 
apology  as  he  may  see  (it  for  a  time  not  ex- 
ceeding ten  minutes,  after  which"  (Mr. 
Callan),  1606;  Question,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted,"  put.  and  negatived 

Amendt.  in  line  15,  to  leave  out  "  throe  times," 
and  insert  "  twice  "  (  The  Marquett  of  Har' 
tington),  1696;  Question  proposed,  "That 
*  three  times,'  Ac. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  in  line  16,  after  "  made,"  to  insert "  at 
the  commencement  of  Public  Business" 
{Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice),  1702;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted  ;**  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Question,  to  add  "  Pro- 
vided always,  That  nothing  in  this  Resolu- 
tion shall  be  taken  to  deprive  the  House  of 
the  power  of  proceeding  against  any  Mem- 
ber according  to  ancient  usages"  {Mr. 
irUliam  Edward  Fortter),  1702  ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added  ;"  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put ;  after  short 
debate.  Main  Question,  a«  amended,  agreed 
to 
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Parliament -- Bumnett  of  the  House  {Order  in 
/>tf6a/^)— cont. 

RetoWftd,  That,  wheneTer  any  Member  shall 
have  been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the 
Chairman   of  a   Committee    of   the    whole 
floaae,  at  disregarding  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  or  abasing  the  Rules  of  the  Hoase  by 
persistently    and     wilfully    obstructing    the 
Business  of  the  House,  or  otherwise,  then,  if 
the  offence  has  been  committed  in  the  House, 
the  Speaker  shall  forthwith  put  the  question, 
on   a   Motion  being  made,  no  amendment, 
adjournment,  or  debate  being  allowed, '  That 
such  Memlier  be  suspended  from  the  service 
of  the  House  daring  the  remainder  of  that 
day's  sitting  ; '  and,  if  the  offence  has  been 
committed   in   a  Committee  of  the    whole 
House,  the   Chairman   shall,  on  a  Motion 
being  made,  put  the  same   question  in    a 
similar  way,  and  if  the  Motion  is  carried 
•hall  forthwith  suspend  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee  and  report  the  circumstance 
to  the  House  ;  and  the  Speaker  shall  there- 
upon put  the  same  question,  without  amend- 
ment,  adjournment,   or    debate,  as    if   the 
offence  had  been  committed  in  the    House 
itself.     If  any  Member  be  suspended  three 
times  in  one  Session,  aoder  this  Order,  his 
•uspeosioo  on  the  third  occasion  shall  con. 
tinue  for  one  week,  and  antil  a  Motion  has 
been  made,  upon  which  it  shall  be  decided,  at 
one  sitting,  by  the  House,  whether  the  sus- 
pension shall  then  cease,  or  for  what  longer 
period  it  shall  continue ;  and,  on  the  occasion 
of   such  Motion,  the   Member    may,   if  he 
desires  it,  be  heard  in  his  place :  Provided 
always,  That  nothing  in  this  Resolution  shall 
be  taken  to  deprive  the  House  of  the  power 
of  prooeeding  against  any  Member  accord- 
ing to  ancient  asages 

MoTed,  *'  That  the  said  Resolution  be  a  Stand- 
ing Order  of  this  House  "  (^3£r.  C/taneellor  0/ 
the  Exchequer),  1706 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
'*  in  the  last  Session  of  a  Parliament,  it  is 
Inexpedient  to  constitute  an  untried  experi- 
ment by  which  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
may  be  materially  altered,  and  the  privileges 
of  Members  lessened,  as  a  Standing  Order 
of  the  House "  (^Mr,  DUlwyn)  v.  ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words  Ac. ;"  after  short 
debate,  Question  put;  A.  166,  N.  20;  M. 
146  (D.  L.  29) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 


Parliament — Duration  of  Parliament 

Moved, "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  duration  of  any  future  Parliament  should 
not  exceed  five  years"  {Mr,  John  Holms) 
Feb  24,  1316 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  House,"  and  add 
'*  the  Septennial  Act  has  been  satisfactory  in 
its  operation,  and  ought  not  to  be  repealed  " 
{CUonel  Alexander)  v. ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  Ac. ;"  afier  short  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  60,  N.  110 ;  M.  60  (D.  L. 
22) 

Words  added ;  main  Qaettioo,  at  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to 


Parliament,  Privilege  of^Tmmuniijf  from 

Arrest 

Moved, "  That  the  privilege  of  Immootty  from 
Arrest,  now  enjoyed  by  Peers  and  Members 
of  Parliament,  is  not  for  the  pablle  good,  and 
ought  to  be  abolished"  {Mr.  Blake)  FA  24, 
1300 

Amendt.  to  leave  oat  from  "  That."  and  add  *'  in 
the  opinion  of  this  Houte,  it  is  not  advisable 
to  extend  the  liability  of  any  class  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjeota  to  arrest  or  imprisonment 
for  debt,  bot  that  it  is  advisable  for  the  hon- 
our and  dignity  of  this  House  that  prorision 
should  be  made  for  the  immediate  Tacaiion  of 
his  seat  by  any  Member  who  may  beeonse 
bankrupt  or  otherwise  arrange  or  oompound 
with  his  creditors  onder  the  Bankruptcy 
Laws  "  {Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  v.;  Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  *'  after  short 
debate.  Question  pat;  A.  Ill,  N.  128;  M. 
17  (D.  L.  21) 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there  added," 
put,  and  negatived 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Interference   of 

Peers    in    Elections  —  R<m.    Major 

Joeelyn 
Moved,  '*  That  the  language  of  Major  Joeelyn 
complained  of  to  this  House  is  a  Breach  of 
Privilege,  and  that  the  conduct  of  the  Earl 
Cadogan  as  complained  of  to  the  House  is 
also  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House  " 
{Mr,  SuUivan)  Feb  23, 1 198 ;  Previous  Ques- 
tion proposed,  '*  That  that  Question  be  now 
put"  {Sir  William  Hareourt);  after  short 
debate.  Previous  Question  put ;  A.  15,  N. 
229  ;  M.  214  (D.  L.  18) 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  London  News- 
papers 

Moved,  **  That  the  ariide  entitled  <  Our  Bril- 
liant Brethren'  in  the  <  Worid '  of  the  18th 
instant,  and  the  articles  in  the  '  Morning 
Advertiser'  of  the  6th,  Idth,  20th,  and  21st 
instant,  the  'Daily  Telegraph'  of  the  9th, 
12th,  13th,  and  23rd  instant,  and  the  *  Pall 
Mall  Gaxette'  of  the  21st  instant,  read  to 
this  [louse,  contain  breaobes  of  the  Pririleges 
of  this  House "  (Mr,  (yDonnell)  Feb  23, 
1214 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
'*  this  House  do  now  proeeed  to  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  "  {Mr,  ChanesUcr  of  the  Exehe- 
qtier) ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words, 
dro.  ; "  after  short  debate,  Qaettlon  put,  and 
negatived 

Words  added  ;  Main  Question,  ai  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Plimsoll 
Question,  Observations,  Sir  Charles  Russell ; 

Reply,  Mr.  Plimsoll  Feb  17,  797 
Moved  "  That  the  publieation  of  printed  plaearda 
throughout  the  City  of  Westminster,  repre- 
senting the  part  taken  by  Sir  Cbaries  Rus- 
sell, the  Member  for  the  said  City,  in  the 
proceedings  of  this  House  as  '  inhuman ' 
and  '  degrading,'  Injorionslj  rsAeoti  upon 
Um  Mid  hUuhir,  if  an  altmpi  to  ootvotaod 
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PmrUament^  Privilege — Mr,  Plifmoll—cont, 

intimidaU  him  in  the  discharge  of  hit  duties, 
and  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House  " 
(Sir  Charlet  RuBBell) ;  after  short  debate, 
MoTed,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned*' 
( The  Marquea  of  Uartington) ;  after  further 
•bort  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Debate  adjoarned. 

Debate  resumed  Feb  20,  1108  ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
thd  conduct  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
Derby  in  publishing  printed  placards  denounc- 
ing the  part  taken  by  two  honourable  Mem- 
bers of  this  [louse  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
Hoose  was  calculated  to  interfere  with  the 
due  discharge  of  the  duties  of  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  is  a  breach  of  its  Privileges  : 
—But  this  Honse,  having  regard  to  the  with- 
drawal by  the  honourable  Member  for  Derby 
of  the  expressions  to  which  the  honourable 
Member  for  Westminster  has  drawn  its  at- 
tention, is  of  opinion  that  no  further  action 
on  its  part  is  necessary  "  {Mr,  Chancellor  of 
the  Emihequer)  ;  after  short  debate,  Previous 
Qnetiion  proposed,  *'  That  that  Question  be 
now  put  {Sir  William  Harcourt) ;  after 
further  debate,  Previous  Question  put ;  A. 
189,  N.  127;  M.  62  (D.  L.  16) 

Main  Question  put;  A.  182,  N.  116  ;  M.  66 
(D.  L.  17) 

Parliament — HoxrsB  of  Lords 

Sat  First 
1880 

Feb    5— The    Duke    of    Portland,    after    the 
death  of  his  cousin 
The  Viscount  St.  Vincent,  after  the 

death  of  his  father 
The  Lord  Chelmsford,  after  the  death 

of  his  father 
The  Lord  Lawrence,  after  the  death 
of  his  father 
f^lf    6 — The  Earl  of  Ashburnham,  after  the 
death  of  his  father 
The  Lord  Skene  (Earl  of  Fife),  after 
the  death  of  his  father 
fel,  12 — The  Earl  of  Durham,  after  the  death 

of  his  father 
Feb  2d~The  Lord  Clanwilliam  (Earl  of  Clan- 
william),  after  the    death    of   his 
father 
Feb  27 — The  Lord  Ponsonby,  after  the  death 
of  his  brother 


Pabliament — House  of  Commons 
New  Write  Issued 

Dvaing  Recess 

For  Elgin  and  Nairn  Counties,  t'. 
Hon.  Alexander  William  Duff,  com- 
monly called  Viscount  Macduff,  now 
Earl  of  Fife,  called  up  to  the  House 
of  Peers 

For  SheflSeld  Borough,  v.  Right  Hon. 
John  Arthur  Roebuck,  deceased 

For  Liverpool  Borough,  r.  John  Torr, 
esauire,  deceased 

For  Donegal  County,  v.  William  Wil- 
son, esquire,  deoMMd 

[COR/. 


Pabuamsmt  —  CouM ONS  —  New  Writs  Issued — 
cent. 

1880 

Feb    5 — For  Barnstaple  Borough,  v.  Samuel 
Danks    Waddy,    esquire,    Chiltern 
Hundreds 
For  Southwark    Borough,    v.    John 
Locke,  esquire,  deceased 
Feb  20 — For  Kilkenny  Borough,  v.  Benjamin 
Whitworth,    esquire,     Manor     of 
North  stead 
For  Drogheda,  v,   William  Hogarty 
O'l^ary,  esquire,  deceased 
Feb27-^For  Norfolk  (Western   Division),   v. 
Sir  William  Bagge,  deceased 

New  If  embers  Sworn 

1880 

Feb   5 — Sir  George   Maopherson   Grant,  ba- 
ronet, Elgin  and  Nairn  Counties 
Thomas  Lea,  esquire,  Donegal  County 
Feb  10— Edward   Whitley,  esquire,  Liverpool 

Borough 
Feb  IS'Samuel  Danks  Waddy,  esquire,  Shef- 
field 
Viscount  Lymington,  Barnstaple 
Feb  16 — Edward  George  Clarke,  esquire.  South' 
wark 

Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Registration 
Act,  1878  (41  ^42  Vict.  e.  26,  $.  6) 

Question,   Mr.    Chamberlain  ;     Answer,    Mr. 
Asshetou  QrowFeb  26,  UiO 

Parliamentary  Franchise  Bill 

{Mr.  Elliot,  Mr.  Hunter  Rodwell,  Mr.  Serjeant 

Spinka) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Feb  10  [Bill  82] 

Parochial   Charities — City  of  London — 
Report  of  Royal  Commission 
Question,  Mr.W.  II.  James;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe« 
ton  Cross  Feb  12,  508 

Fartnersliips  Bill 

{Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd^  Mr.  Ifcrsclicll,  Mr.  Gregory, 

Mr.  Whitwell) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1^  * 
Feb  6  [Bill  26] 

Patents  for  Inventions  Bill 

{Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Dairy mpU, 
Mr.  Alexander  Brown) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Fe*  25  [Bill  02] 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Ancient  Monuments,  Comm.  el.  2,  775,  776 
Criminal    Law  —  Channel    Islands —  Case  of 
James  Thomas,  684 
Execution  at  Manchester,  1187 
Custom  House  Re-organixation,  Oil 
Turkey—Angle-Turkish  Convention  (Appoint* 
ment  of  Officers)— Keamil  Pasba,  017 
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Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire ,  8. 

Railwajs  and  Canals — Through  Rates,  1185 
Riyers  Consorvanoy,  591 


Pemberton,  Mr.  E.  L.,  ^ent,  E. 

Charity  Commission — Sittings  of  the  Board, 
1439 

Penal  Clanses  Abolition  Bill 

{Mr,  p.  J.  Smyth,  Dr,  O^Leary,  Mr,  St/nan) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1 «  •  F<?6  9  [Bill  59] 

Percy,  Right  Hon.  Earl,  Northumher- 

land,  N, 
Anoiont  Monuments,  SR.  1383 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  1664 

Perpetuity  Leases  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Errington,  Colonel  Colthurti,  Mr.  Fay) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«>  •  Feb  6  [Bill  58] 

Persia  and  Herat 

Questions,  Earl  GranWIle;  Answers,  The  Earl 
of  Beaconsfleld  Feb  10,  875  ;  Explanation  of 
Statement,  The  Earl  of  Beaconsfleld  Feb  1 2, 
485 ;  Obserrations,  Question,  Earl  Gran- 
ville ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Beaconsfleld 
Feb  1 3,  582 ;  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Ilartington  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  10,  882  ;  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Holms ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Feb  12,  520 

PiM,  Captain  B.,  Oravesend 

Commerce  and  Free  Trade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  616 
NaT/ — Admiralty  Financial  Return,  265 

H.M.S.  "  Wivem,"  1196 
Navy  Estimates,  1105 

Parliament — Orders  of  the  Day — Standing 
Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 
1579 

Playfaib,  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon,  Edin- 
burgh and  St,  Andrew^ s  Universities 
Liverpool  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1292 
Medical  SUff  (India).  1435 
Registrar  General,  Appointment  of— Dr.  Farr, 
1193 

Plimsoll,  Mr.  S.,  Derhy  Bo, 

Merchant  Shipping— Grain  Cargoes,  1446, 1447 
Merchant  Ships  LAden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1359 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  797, 1 109 

Plunket,  Hon.  D.  R.,  Dublin  University 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  209,  217,  221,  223,  281 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  In 
Debate),  Res.  1600 
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Political  Prisoners  Bill 

{Mr,    O'Connor  Power,  Sir  Charles    W,  Dilke^ 
Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Sir  Wilfrid  Laweon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  /*#&  6  [Bill  19] 


Poor  Law 
Distolution  of  the  Witham  Union,  Qaestion. 

Mr.    Round ;    Answer,    Mr.    Sclater- Booth 

Feb  27, 1566 
Poor  Removal  —  Leyislation,    Question,    Mr. 

Synan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  Feb  12, 

514 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Election  by  Ballot) 
(Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Errington,  Mr,  Oray,  Mr.  O  Conor) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  JFVi  6  [BUI  20] 

Poor  Law  Qnardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Fay,  Mr,  F,  J,  Smyth,  Mr,  Patrick  Martin, 
Mr,  Errington,  Mr,  Eedmond) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  6  [Bill  21] 


Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland) 

ters  of  Religion)  BiU       {Lord  Edmond 

Fitzmaurice,  Mr,  Shaw,  Mr,  Denis  0^  Conor) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  13  [BiU  75] 

Post  Office 

MiSCILLAJflOUS   QUXSTIONI 

Emyvale,  Question,  Mr.  SnlliTan;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  Feb  19,  918 

Investments — Savings  Banks,  Question,  Mr. 
Fawcett;  Answer,  The  ChanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  16,  682 

Mails  for  Oibraltar,  Question,  Oolonel  Naghten : 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Feb  19,  922 

Private  Telegraph  Wires,  Questions,  Mr. 
Gray  ;  Answers,  Lord  John  Manners  Feb  23, 
1191;~2>i«e/o«ifr0  of  Private  Telegrams, 
Questions,  Lord  Randolph  ChnrohiU,  Migor 
Nolan  ;  Answers,  Lord  John  limnnenFeb  26, 
1436 

Post  Ofiee  Savings  Banks,  Qoettion,  Mr.  Wait ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Feb  17,  811 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Regulations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hibbert ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners F<;6  24,1297 

The  New  Penny  Postage  Stamp,  Questions, 
Mr.  Thomson  Hankey ;  Answen,  Lord  John 
Manners  Feb  16,  682 

Post  Office  (Money  Orders)  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin^Ibbetson,  Lord  John  Manners) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Feb  9  [Bill  62] 

Potato  Crop 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  best  means  of  diminishing  the  freqaency 
and  ext«nt  of  fiiilures  in  the  Potato  Crop  " 
(Major  Nolan)  Feb  10 
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Powm,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

PMurliMD«nt— Pririlege— Mr.  Plimioll,  1U6 
Qaeen't  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  83, 
180,  201,  865,  860 
Parliament — PriTilege — Interference  of  Peers 

in    Elections — Hon.    Major    Joceljn,    Res. 

1210,  1212 
Prisons   (Ireland) — Abolition  of  Spike  Island 

OoDTiot  Prison,  685 
Raiief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  692  ;  cl,  8, 

786,  741,  742,  758,  927  ;  el,  9,  1019 


PowEB,  Mr.  R.,   Waterford 

Parliament — Orders    of    the    Day — Standing 

Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 

1575, 1579 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  9,  1018 


Pbice,  Captain  O.  E.,  D&vonport 

Nary — Royal  Marines,  915 


Friioni    {Ireland^)    Act — Infirmary    and 
Gaol  Surgeons 

Question,    Mr.    Errington ;    Answer,   Mr.  J. 
LowtberFe6  2S,  1192 

PnbUo    Health    (Ireland)    Act    (1878) 
Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Redmond,  Mr,  O'Clery,  Mr.  Fay) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  6  [Bill  16] 


Publie  Health — Trichinosis — School  Ship 
"  ComtoalV 

Question,  Observations,  Lord  Tharlow  ;  Reply, 
Earl  Beauohamp  Feb  19, 908 


PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 

Africa — West  Coast — Medina  and  Liberia,  1444 
India— Wynaad  Gold  Fields,  1568 
India  OfiSce — Shipping  Contracts,  1448 

Raikzs,  Mr.  H.  0.  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  Ways  and  Means), 
Chester 

Chester  Gas  Bill,  1565 

Licensing  Laws  Amendment,  Leaye,  877 

Liverpool  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1293 

ProTisional  Order  Bills,  Res.  1098 

Railway  Servants  Compensation  for  Injury, 
1446 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  eL  3,  731 ; 
cL  9,  1002,  1008,  1012,  1015,  1017;  el,  15, 
1161 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  3,  652; 
el,  6,  657,  658,  659,  773 

Railway  Brakes 

Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr;  Answer,  Lord 
Henniker  Feb  19,  901 


Railway  Charges  Abroad 
Moved,  that  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
**  a  Return  of  the  rate  of  charges  authoriied 
by  law,  and  those  actually  levied  by  the  dif- 
ferent railway  companies,  in  the  following 
countries :  France,  United  States  of  America, 
Russia,  Italy,  Germany,  Austria,  Holland, 
Belgium,  Denmark,  Spain,  Portugal"  (The 
Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery)  Feb  12, 506  ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Railway  Servants  Compensation  for  Infury 
Questions,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Sullivan;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Speaker  F((5  26, 1445 

Railways  and  Canals — ITirough  Rates 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Peel ;  Answer,  Viaoonnt 
Sandoni^tf5  28,  1185 

Eamsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sre. 

Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  2R.  Amendt.567, 

577 
Supply — Local  Government  Board,  1271, 1278 

Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Liverpool 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  2R.  574 

Bating  of  Towns  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  O'Shattghneityy  Sir  Joteph  MKetma) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l®  •  Feb  6  [Bill  15] 

Bead,  Mr.  Clare  8.,  Norfolk,  8. 

Municipal  Corporations  (Property  Qualifloation 
AboUtion),  2R.  898 

Bedesdale,  Earl  of  (Cliairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Companies  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1276 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Wexford 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  182 ;  Amendt.  152 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  714 

Registrar  General,  Appointment  of  the — 
2)r.  Farr 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  Feb  6,  148  ;  Observations,  Question, 
The  Marquess  ot  Lothian  ;  Reply,  The  Earl 
of  Beaconsfleld  Feb  18,  585  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Feb  28, 1198 

Begifltration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Meldon,  Mr,  Shatc,  Mr,  Henry) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  P*  Feb  6  [Bill  54] 

Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1871 

Question,  General  Sir  George  Balfour ;  Answer, 
Viscount  Sandon  Feb  20,  1101  \^Th$  Rail- 
way Commitiioners,  Question,  Mr.  Monk; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot  F^  17,  794 


TIVJ. 
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belief  of  Dutr9$i  (Irelani) 

QuestioD,  Obtertations,  Lord  Emlj;  Replj, 
The  Dake  of  Richmond  and  Gordon ;  short 
debate  thereon  JV^  12,487;  Quettion,  Mr. 
Dillwjn ;  Answer,  Tho  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Fd>  13,  589 ;  Qaestion,  The 
O'Donogfaue  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther, 
591 ;  Qaestion,  Obserrations,  The  Earl 
of  Donoaghznore,  Lord  Oranmore  and 
Browne  ;  i&pljr,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon  Feb  19,  904;  Questions,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry,  Mr.  Gray  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  f>3  28,  1194 

IRlhenny  Union,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  Martin ; 
Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  19,  920 

Lang  ford  Union,  The,  Questions,  Mr.  Justin 
Mu^arthy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  6, 
150;iFVi&12,519 

Nenagh,  Questions,  Mr.  CDonnoU;  Answers, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  27, 1569 

Neweattle  Weit  and  Londonderry,  Questions, 
Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
Feb  19.  916 

Presentment  Sesiums  —  Loam  for  Sanitary 
Works,  Questions,  Colonel  dolthurst,  Mr. 
Shaw  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  12, 
515 

The  Papers,  Qaestion,  The  O'Donoghne; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  F^  6,  151 


Kelief  of  DistreM  (Ireland)  BiU 

[Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  James  Low- 
ther, Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr,  Attorney 
Oeneralfor  Ireland) 

e.  Motion  for  Leare  (The  ChanoeUor  of  the  E^- 
^equer)  Feb  6,  238 ;  after  short  debat^ 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1*** 
[BiU  1] 

Mored,  «'That  the  BiU  be  now  read  S«'* 
Feb  12,  533 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  **  That»"  and  add 
^  it  is  inexpedient  Uiat  an/  portion  of  the 
property  accruing  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Church  TemporaUtiet  under  *  The  Irish 
Churoh  Act,  1869,'  shaU  be  appUed  towards 
the  temporary  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland, 
and  that  the  prorisions  of  the  6iU  authorising 
such  advances  out  of  such  property  oannot  bNS 
satisfactory;  and  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  aU  adTanoes  to  be  made  for  the  porpoee 
of  relieving  distress  in  Ireland  shaU  be  made 
from  Imperial  resouroes"  {Mr,  Synan)v,; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; " 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  BiU  read  2° 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair " 
Feb  16,  688 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
•'  it  is  inexpedient  that  any  portion  of  the 
property  accruing  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Church  Temporalities  under  "The  Irish 
Church  Act,  1869,'  shall  be  applied  towards 
the  temporary  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland, 
and  that  the  provisions  of  the  BiU  authorixing 
such  advances  out  of  such  property  eannot 
be  satis^ctory  ;  and  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  all  advances  to  be  made  for  the  purpose 
of  relieving  the  distress  in  Ireland  should  be 
made  from  Imperial  resonroes  "  (Mr,  Synan) 


[cenl. 


RelUf  ofDisttees  (IreUmd)  BiU-wmi, 

V, ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 

d(0. ; "  after  long  debate,  Qneetioo  pat ;  A. 

126,  N.  34;  M.  92  (D.  L.  6) 
Main  Question, "  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 

d(0.,"  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Commitliwi    ■  f. 
Conunittee— B.P.  Feb  19,  923 
Committee  ;  Report  Feb  20,  1159 
Considered  ;  after  short  debftte,  BiU  ssad  3^ 

Feb  23, 1226  [BUI  84] 

I,  ViesA  l^^  (The  Lwd  PreMna)  Fti U 

(No.  19) 

BiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  M&rihyr  l^ftMl 
Africa  (West  Coast>--Bombardmeiit  ofOnltsba, 

509,  510,  681 
Municipal  Corporations,  1180 

BiOHicoin)  AND  Gk)Bi>oir,  Duke  of  (Lord 
President  of  the  Ckmnoil) 

Ireland,  Distress  in,  502.  503 

Relief  of  Distress,  905 
Ireland,  State  of.  Motion  for  Beiorns,  1561, 

1563 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment,  14i 
Seeds  (Ireland),  Comm.  1183 ;  SB.  14M 

BiDLEY,  Sir  M.  W.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department), 
NwrthumberUmdf  N. 
Commons  Aot  (1876)  Ameodmsol,  2&..^00 

BiDLEY,  Mr.  E.,  NirtrthmibmrUmd^  8. 

Leases,  2R.  893 

BiPON,  Marquess  of 
India — A%hanistan — ^Pdlie7   of  tho  CJovem- 

ment.  Address  for  Papers,  1076 
Medical  Aot  (1858)  AmendmmH,  lU 

BiTOHiB,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Ibw0r  HmmUU 
Beer  Dealers'  RetaU  Ueeiioes,  Oomm.  1709 

Riv0r9  Conurvm^  BUI — LegMMm 
Question,    Mr.    Arthur  Peel;    Aatwer,   Mr. 
SeUter-Booth  Feb  18, 591 

BoBEBTS,  Mr.  J.,  FUntf  Sfc. 
Leases,  2R.  893 

BossE,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  ia  An- 
swer to,  16 

Roumaniei — Ths  Jew9 

Question,  Mr.  Seijeant  Simoo ;  Ajiiirer,  The 
ChanoeUor  of  the  £zeheqiicr  1^  17,  794 

Bound,  Mr.  J.,  Euex,  B. 
Poor  Law-4)issolatioo  of  the  Witham  Union, 
1566 

BussELL,  Sir  0.,  Wutmimifr 

Merchant  Shipping—Grain  Carfoet,  1448 
Parliament^  PriTilsjie  — If l^   PUiMpIl,  797, 
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The  Eteploiion  at  the  Winter  Palace,  Question, 
ObfenrationB,  Earl  Granville ;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Beaconifleld  Feb  19,  901 ;  Question, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  19,  922 

Mu$i%a    and    We$Urn    Asia — Lieutenant 
Colonel  Maegregor 
Questions,   Mr.  Grant    Duff;    Answers,   The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  E.Stan- 
hope  Feb  19,  908 

BYLAims,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

^•er  Dealers'  Retail  Licences,  Comm.  1709 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  2R.  574 
Congreis  of   Berlin — Protocol    18 — Ottoman 

Bondholders,  1189 
Parliament — Priyilege — Mr.  PlimsoU,  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1167*  1158 
Queen's   Speeoh,  Address    in  Answer  to, 
427 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1595 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  697 
Supply — Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales,  1269 
^ew  Courts  of  Justice  and  OfiSces,  1253 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1260, 1261 
Treasury,  1262,  1264,  1266 
Turkey— Hafiz  Pasha,  680,  913 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875 — Con- 
demned  Tea 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Sir  Uenfy 
Selwin-Ibbetson  Feb  19,  920 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

Bill  {Mr,  Steventony  Mr,  BirUy^  Mr, 

Charles   WiUan,  Mr,  Oahortie  Morgan ^  Mr. 
William  M* Arthur ,  Mr,  James) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1®  •  Feb  6  [Bill  53] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr,  Feasff  Viscount  Castlereagh,  Mr.  Tremayne) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«>  •  Feb  17  [Bill  79] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Wales)  Bill      {Mr.  Roberts,  Mr.  Richard, 
Mr,    Hussey    Vivian,    Mr,    Holland,    Mr, 
Osborne  Morgan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l®  •  Feb  6  [Bill  32] 

Salmon  Fieheries — The  Soltcay  Fisher t'es 
Question,  Mr.  E.  S.  Howard ;   Answer,   Mr. 
Assbeton  Cross  Feb  24, 1297 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Municipal  Corporations  (Property  Qualification 
Abolition),  2K.  898 

Samuda,  Mr.  J.  D*A.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Mercbant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1366 


Samxjelson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Firome 

Cyprus — Turkish  Newspapers,  1800 

Greece — Capture  of  Colonel  Synge  by  Brigands, 

1198,  1299,  1300 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 

Debate),  Res.  1646,  1686,  1691 
Parliament  —  Duration  of  FarllamenL  Rof . 

1345 
Supply— Foreign  OfiSoe,  1266 
Turkey— Murder  of  Mr.  Ogle,  381,  382,  1104, 

1197 

Sandon,   Right    Hon.    Viscount  (Pre- 
sident  of  the  Board    of   Trade), 
Liverpool 
Lighthouses,  Ireland  (West  Coast),  1435 
Mercantile  Marine— Fishing  Vessels,  Li|^ts  of, 

at  Sea,  1099 
Merchant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1352,  1380,  1881 
Railways  and  Canals — Through  Rates,  1185 
Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1871,  UOl 
Sea  Fisheries  Commission — Trawl  or  Beam 
Fishing,  1295 

School  Board  Flections  —  Eleetums  of 
Guardians  of  the  Poor 

Moyed,  that  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
Return  of  the  number  of  electors  on  the  lists 
and  the  number  of  them  who  polled  in  each 
of  the  School  Board  elections  contested  in 
1879  in  England  and  Wales,  and  of  the  oosi 
to  the  ratepayers  of  each  soch  election: 
And 

Similar  Return  with  respect  to  the  contested 
elections  of  gtiardians  in  1879  in  England 
and  Wales  ( The  £arl  ForUteue)  Feb  10,378; 
Motion  agreed  to 

SoLATEB-BooTH,  Eight  Hon.  O.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gt)yeinnient 
Board),  Hampshire,  N. 

Liverpool  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1288,  1894 

Poor  Law — Dissolution  of  the  Witham  (Jnion, 
1566 
Poor  Removal,  514 

Registrar  General,  Appointment  of— Dr.  Farr, 
148 

Rivers  Conservancy,  591 

Water  Supply  (England  and  Wales).  1185 

Water  Supply  of  London,  519 

Scotland — Poor  Law — Legislation 
(Question,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assbeton  Cross  Feb  17,  810 

Sea  Fisheries  Commission — Trawl  or  Beam 
Fishing 
Question,     Lord     Elcho ;     Answer,    Viscount 
Sandon  Feb  24,  1295 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{J)r,    Ward,  Mr.  Collins,  Sir  Joseph  M*Xenna, 

Mr,  Hedmond) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  *  Ftf6  6  IBUl  86] 
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Seed  {Ireland)  {^Advancee] 

e.  R«toIati<m  eonsidervd  in  Committee  Feb  13 
Reeolation  reported  Feb  16 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  Bii!l—Afurward$ 
Seeds  (Lreland)  BiU 

(Mqjor  Xolan,  Mr.  Gewrge  Browne,  Mr,  P,  J, 

Smyth) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  6  [BiU  48] 

Read  2^,  after  short  deUte  Feb  10,  449 
Committee*  ;  Report  Feb  11 
Order  for  Committee  (an  re^cmm.)  read  Feb  18, 

661 
Instmction  to  the  Committee,  That  thejr  hare 

power  to  extend  the  proyisions  of  the  BUI  to 

kinds  of  leed  other  than  Pouto  leed 
Committee^B.p. 
Committee  ;  Report  Feb  16,  772 
Considered  Feb  17,  878 ;   after  short  debate, 

BiU  read  3«;  Title  amended;   BiU  passed, 

with  an  amended  Title 
l.ReeA\*^{L9rdPre9idefU)Feh\9   (No.  10) 
Read  2*  • -F«*  20 
Committee  Feb  23, 1182 
Report  •i'V*  24 
Read  3%  after  short  debate  Feb  26, 1427  (No.  18) 

SsLBOBKEy  Lord 

Companies  Aots  Amendment,  2R.  1277 
Settled  Land — ConTejaneing  and  Law  of  Pro- 

pertj— ^olioitors  Remnneration — Limitation 

of  Actions,  IR.  1179 
Tripartita  Treaty  of  1856,  783 


Select  Vestries 

I.  BUI,  profarmd,  road  1»  Feb  6 

SBLwnr-lBBETSoir,  Sir  H.  J.  (Secretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Eesex,  W', 
AneienI  Monuments,  CJomm.  el,  2,  774 ;  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  776,  776;   Consid. 
eL  2,  Amendt.  1274 
Board    of  Works   (Ireland)  —  Clare  Castle 
Harbour  and  Pier,  918 
Consolidation  Aots,  518 
Charity  Expenses  and  Acoounts,  508 
Chartered  Banks  (Ck>lonial),  2R.  571 
Castom  House  Re-organixation,  911,  1102 
Inland  Rerenue— Customs  Ke.^)rgaDixation  at 

Urerpool,  452 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  141 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875 — Condemned 

Tea,  920 
Supply — Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales,  1268.  12T0,  1271 
CivU  Service  Commission,  1271 
Foreign  OfiSce,  1266 
Local  Government  Board,  1272 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  OfiElces,  1252 
Public  Works  in  IreUnd,  1256, 1257,  1258, 

1259,  1260,  1261 
Royal  Palaces,  1249 
Shannon  Navigation,  1261 
Treasury,  1263,  1264,  1266 
War  Office  RegulaUon  Aot,  1878, 1099 


Settled  Land  BUI  [hj.] 

{UuLordCkmneOlor) 
I  PrMonted  ;  lead  1*  Feb  23, 1164 


(No.  14) 


Shaw,  Mr.  W^  Cork  Co. 

Borough  Franehise  (Ireland),  Res.  878 

Ireland  —  Distress  —  Presentment  Seasions  — 
Loans  for  Sanitary  Works,  515 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Qoettiona 
Orders  of  the  Day,  1449, 1450 
Queen's  Speech,  Addrea  in   Answer  to. 
Motion  for  Adjoiimment^  135,  149, 155, 
208,363 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Order  in 
Debate),  Res.  Motion  for  AdjovmaMBi, 
1539,  1541, 1580.  1584,  1642,  1666,  1677 

Parliament  —  Orders  of  tha  Day  —  Standing 
Order  of  Snpply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 
1579 

Parliament — PriTilege  —  Londoo  Nowspapara, 
Res.  1225 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Leavo,  940  ;  9R. 
559  ;  Comm.  el.  3,  728,  737,  753,  758,  759, 
762,  770  ;  Amendt.  771,  931,  982,  940, 949, 
943,  946,  976 ;  d.  4,  989 ;  Amendt.  tb.,  991, 
999 ;  cl.  5,  Anendt^  ib.,  997 ;  eL  9,  1009, 
1006,  1009 :  d.  15,  1161  ;  eL  90,  1163  ; 
add.  <^.  1227 ;  Consid.  1931 ;  eL  4,  Amendt. 
1233, 1234 ;  d.  15,  Amendt.  1935, 1936 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland),  Comm.  ds  9,  651 ; 
c/.  6,  655  ;  Consid.  eL  6,  Amendt.  880,  883, 
884 

Supply— Publio  WoriLs  in  Ireland,  1957 

Sh£il,  Mr.  E.,  Athlono    ^ 
Parliament — Qoeen's  Speaeh,  AdduM  ia  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  A4)oariiiiiaiit»  149,  406 

Sdcok,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  JOowihmy 
Moroooo— Outbreak  at  Fes,  796 
Roumania^The  Jews,  794,  795, 1 186 

SiNCXAiB,  Sir  J.  O.  T.,  CaUhnsu-ihtre 
Parliament— Queen's  Spaeeh,  Addrssi  in  An- 
swer to,  313,  319 

Slave  IVade {ConeoUdaium)  Act-^Diopooal 
of  Slavoi 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  Feb  17, 791 

Sligo  Boroiigli  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  0*  Conor,  Mr.  Athiey,  Mr.  BrHnpUn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l•^Feb5  [BiU  19] 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 

of  the  Admiralty),  W—imneter 
Africa,  East  Coast  of— Zansibar— SlaTorj,  589 
Nayjr — Miseellaneous  Questions 

Admiraltj  Financial  Return,  965 

Colonial  Allowanoe  to   Navj    and   Royal 
Marine  Offieers,  968 

H.M.S.«*WiTem,"  1196 

Naval  Discipline,  590 

Navy  Estimates.  1105 

Royal  Blarines,  9)5, 1103,  1449 
P«HiianMnfe— Oiqaea's  Speeeh,  Addrsti  la  An- 
809 
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Smith,  Rifhfc  Hod.  W.  H.— «on<. 

"BMui  of  DUtreai  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  3,  982 
Stod  Potatoef  (IreUad),   Comm.  el.  6,  657 ; 

Ck»dd.  879 
SUto  Tnde(ConiolidAtion)  Aot^Diipotal  of 

SUtm,791 

SoiJOiTOB   Oeneral,  The  (Sir   H.    S. 
GifiBeurd),  Zauneeston 
Coimtj  CoarU,  2R.  1408 
LoMM,  9R.  895 
Puikment— PriTilego— Mr.  Plimioll,  1191 

SoUdtors  Remnneratioii  Bill  [hjl.] 

( The  Lord  Chaneellor) 
I.  Prafentod ;  road  1*  Feb  2S,  1164     (No.  16) 

Shmih  Keminffton,    Mu9$um  of  Natural 
History 
QaeatioD,  Mr.  J.  Holms  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard 
Noel  Feb  17,  791 

Bontb  Western  (of  London)  Diitriot  Post 

Office  Bill       (Sir  Henry  Selmn^Ihbeteon^ 
Lord  John  Manners) 
e.Orderod  ;  read  V>^  Feb  25  TBill  90] 

Spiaxbb,  The  (Bight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
BsAim},  Camhridgeihirs 
Boroagh  Franohise  (Ireland),  Res.  885 
Ef  lotions  (Ireland),  884 
Merohani  Sbipping— Grain  Cargoes,  1447 
Parliament— Misoellaneous  Questions 

Order— Visoount  Csstlereagh,  1448, 1449 

Orders  of  the  Dajr,  1450 

PriTilege— Mr.  Plimsoll,  800,  1148,1151, 

1158 
Pnblio  Business,  886 

Qoeen's  Speeeb,  Report,  62;   Address  in 
Answer  to,  82,  217,  865,  869 
Parliament — Basiness  of  the  House  (Order  in 
DebaU),  Res.  1489,  1540,  1584,  1628, 1688, 
1689,  1668,  1671,   1672,  1678,  1679,  1680, 
1688,  1686,1687,  1696,  1697,  1702 
Parliament — Orders  of  tbe  Day — Standing 
Order  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  Res. 
1578 
Parliament  —  Pririlege — London  Newspapers, 

Res.  1221 
Parliament — Privilege  of  Parliament — Immu- 
nity from  Arrest,  Res.  1818,  1816 
Railway   Serrants   Compensation   for  Injury, 
1446 

Spirits  in  Bond  Bill  {Mr.   O' Sullivan, 

Mtyor  Nolan,  Captain   Fim,   Mr.   Riehard 
Power,  Mr.  Teatnan,  Mt^for  0*£eime) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1** 
Feb  6  [BUI  42] 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.  (Under  Seoretai^  of 
State  for  India),  Lincolnshtre,  Mid. 
Army— Newspaper  Correspondents  in  tbe  Field, 

791,1567,1568 
Army  (India)— Kirwee  Priie  Money,  511 
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Stanhofi,  Hon.  E.— «om/. 

India — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Despatch    of   1860 —  "  Tbe    Empress    of 
India,"  146 

Emigration  of  Coolies  to  La  Reunion,  678 

Indigo  Cultiration  in  Bebar,  1445 

Medloal  Staff,  1485 

Naga  Hill  Tribes,  681 

Popular  Representation,  598 

Wynaad  Gold  Fields,  1568 
India-*Afgbanistan — Mitoellaneovs  Qoestioof 

Cabul,  Executions  at,  907 

Expenses  of  the  War,  469,  470 

MiliUry  Equipments,  912 

Negotiations  between  Russia  and  the  AoMer, 
147 

Proclamation  of  General  Roberts,  688, 684 

Sir  Frederick  Roberts  and  the  Ameer,  864 

Treaty  of  Gandamak,  147 

War,  Tbe-^Alleged  Severities  at  Cabal- 
Explanation   of  General  Roberts,  592, 
598, 1486 
India  OlBoe— Shipping  Contracts,  1444 
India  Stock — Powers  of  Attorney,  1105 
Russia  and  Western  Asi»— UeutooAnt  Colonel 
Macgregor,  909 

Stanley,   Bight  Hon.   Cblonel  F.  A. 
(Seoretaiy  of  State  for  War),  Lan^ 
eashirs,  Jv. 
Africa,  South— Zulu  War— DespatebM^  1106 
Army — Miseellaneous  QneetionB 

Cosimissariat  and  Tnmspori  Dspurtoitnti, 

681 
84th  Regiment,  267 
Flogging  in  the,  515 
Leeds  Caralrar  Barraoks,  810 
Longford  Barracks,  677 
Newspaper  Correspondents  in  the  Field, 

265,  266, 885, 1296, 1297 
Royal    Warrant,    July,    1879  — Reeerfo 

OiBoers,  679 
Short  Serrioe  and  Reemitiag,  518 
South  Africa— Natal  and  the  ThmmymI— 

Alleged  Misconduct  of  ths  British  Troops, 

590, 1197 
Troops  in  South  Africa,  1 106 
Voluntary  Retirement  of  OflBeers,  1448 

Staksfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  SiM/ax 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  705 

STBVEKsoir,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Stmih  8h%Mi 

Merchant  Ships  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1865 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,   Wigton  Bo. 

China — Cbeefoo  Confontion,  149 
Merchant  Sbipe  Laden  in  Bulk,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1875 

Strathkairk,  Lord 
India — Afghanistan — Policy  of  the  Go? emmsoi, 
Address  for  Papers,  1075 

Strensall  Common  Bill  {Lord  Xueuee 

\    Cecily  Colonel  Stanley,  Colonel  Loyd  Lindoety) 

e.  Ordered :  read  I''  •  /V^  9  [Bill  60] 

Read  2^  Feb  24, 1882 
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